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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

No study of Henry Agard Wallace in the election of
1948 would be complete without taking cogniiance of his cone
tribution to American agriculture in his efforts to alleviate
the plight of the American farmer. After the prosperous
years of 1909-1914, sometimes called the golden era for the
American farmer, agriculture in the 1920's was a sick indus-
try. The farm income dropped seriously; furthermore, the
farmera® share of the national income fell from 21.4 per
cent in 1914 to 14,2 per cent in 1920.l

The farmers! Jdilemma was a result of many factors.
Over~expansion and mechanization of farms led to chronic sur-
pluses, intensified by the decline of the foreign and domes-
tic market. The foreign market decreased serIOuély as the
balance of gold drained to the United States because she
became a creditor nation following World War I, Nations
unable to get American dollars increased thelr own production
and subsisted on less food supplies. Simultaneously, meat
- and wheat from Argentina, Canada, Australla, and Russla

appeared to challenge American products in the world market,

1Henry C., and Anne Dewees Taylor, The Story of Agri-
cultural Economics (Ames, Iowa: The Iowa State Gollege Press,

1952), p. 508.




vwhile cotton from Egypt and India appeared to threaten
'A@erican cotton.2 Meanwhile, in the domestlc market, the
demand for agricultural products declined as the American
public ate less "bread and meat, wore lighter clothing, and
women favored silk and rayon ovef ﬁool and cotton.“3 The

use of farm machinery forced the acreage of forage crops used
for farm work horse food to be turned over to human food
production also adding to the food 9urp1ua.4 Thesé factors
accumulated farm surpluses attended by falling prices.

In this situation, farmers grevw discontented with their
lot. This was emphasized by the fact that'men in other indus-
tries forged ahead as the farmer fell behind. The high
tariff policy of the Harding, Coolidge, and Hoover Administra-
tioné proved beneficial to business and labor, but worked
against the interests of the farmer.5 The high tariff pre-
vented other nations from buying the farmers! produce or the
American farmers from taking foréign goods in return; where-

as, on the 6ther hand, the farmers paid higher prices for

2John B. Hicks, The American Nation (New York:
Houghton Mifflin Company, 1949}, p. 540.

. 3Leland D. Baldwin, Recent American History (New
York: American Book Company, 1954), p. 95.

41b14.

5Marshall Edward Dimock and Gladys Ogden Dimock,
‘American Government in Action (New York: Rinehart and Company,

Inc., 1951), pP. 833.
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manufactured goods, protected by the tariff from world com
petltion.6 The farmer was further burdened by high taxes
and high cost of labor, machinery, and transportation. These
increased the farmers' dissatisfaction as business seemed to
prosper.

Because of their economic distress,lthé farm leaders
began to evolve plans to ameliorate their position. Three
alﬁernatives appeared possible: (1) to sell a greater per-
centage of its total production in world trade; (2) "to

attempt to get a better price, relative to other prices, on

7

the domestic market;" or (3) to decrease production. In-

portant plans formulated for these purposes were: the
McNary-Haugen Bill, the Export Debenture Plan, and the Domes-
tic Allotment Plan. |

The McNary;Haugen Bill, passed by Congress in Febru-
ary, 1927, created a Federal Farm Board.  This act, favored
by the Farm Bureau, proposed that the Farm Board remove the
surplus from the domestic market and sell it abroad at world
price.8 The farmer would receive the world price plus the

tariff in the domestic market and by means of an equalization

6D1mock and Dimock, American Government in Action,
p. 833.

7Ipid.

8carl T. Schmidt, American Farmers in the World
Ccriasils (New York: Oxford University Press, 1941), p. 11k,
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fee, share a portion of the loss incurred in selling the sur-
plus in the world market. The blill was vetoed by President
Coolidge on "the ground that it incorporated a price-fixing
principle and benefited special groups.”9

Undaunted by the Presidentisl veto, the McNary-Haugen-
ites passed a second bill in April and May of 1928, By this
measure a Federal Farm Board would be created with a revolv-
ing fund of $400,000,000, which would be available to agri-
cultural co-operatives to enable them to market thelir staples
more economically. The Board was authorized to loan funds
to the co-operatives to enable them to remove surpluses from
the American market at a protected price., If a loss occurred
it would be paid by an equalization fee levied on the farmers
who produced the crop. Again President Coolidge vetoed the
bill on the grounds that "it sanctioned price fixing; was an
improper delegation of the taxing power; would leéd to over-
production and profiteering; and would antagonlze overseas
agricultural prodﬁcers and thus invite retaliation.“lo

A second plan, advanced in 1926~1929 and favored by
the Grange, was called the Export Debenture Plan. The

Government would pay the bounties or debentures to the ex-

9Richard B. Morris, Encyclopedia of American History
(New York: Harpers & Brothers, 1953), p. 334.

101pid., p. 336.



porters and accept them for payment of import duties. The
"difference between the domestic and world price would be met
from the customs receipts."ll This plan passed the Senate,
but was dropped because of opposition from President Hoover,
who planned to veto 1t.12
While the farmers! attempts falled, the Hoover Admini-
stration offered the Agricultural Marketing Act 1n June, 1929.
This act "established a Federal Farm Board . . . for promoting
the marketing of farm commodities through agricultural co-
operatives and stabllization corporations."13 The Federal
Farm Board was given a revolving fund of $500,000,000 to be
used in the "interest of the orderly purthasing, handling,
‘and gelling of surpluses® of farm products.]'}+ The efforts of
the Farm Board to support the market through agreements with
co-operatives and stabilizing corporations failled "partly
becaﬁse farmers were reluctant to reduce their acreage" and
chaotic world conditions would have made almost any plan

15

unworkable,

A third plan devised by the farm interests and favored

11Morris, Encyclopedia of American History, p. 337.

121p1d,

131p14.
141p14.
151pbi4.
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by the Farmers!? Union was the Domestic Allotment Plan, which
was introduced as the Hope-Nordeck Bill in 1932. This plan
provided for the "allocation to each farmer of what was
called a 'domestic allotment! or percentage of his total out-
put that corresponded roughly to that used in the domestic
market.“16 This plan was caught in the "lame-duck" session
in 1932; consequently, 1t was lost in the change of admini-
strations after the election of the Democratic candidate,
Franklin D. Roosevelt.

The fallure of the farm interests to secure favorable
legislation and the Fafm Board to cope with the disastrous
farm situation led farm leaders such as George Peek to turn
from the Republican party. When franklin D. Roosgevelt, the
Governor of New York, appeared as a Presidential candidate
in 1932, they were willing to supﬁort his candidacy. Cog-
nizant of the seriousness of the farm problem, Roosevelt
assembled farm leaders and economlsts to assist the formu-
lation of an acceptable farm program. Their 1ldeas were used
by Roosevélt in a cémpaign gpeech delivered September 14,
1932; at Topeka, Kansas. This address was notable in that
1t did much to capture the dissatisfied farm vote of the Mid-

western farmers for the Democratic Party in the November

election,

16¢, W. Foreter and Marc C. Laeger, Elements of Agri-
cultural Economics (New York: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1950),

p. 379.




CHAPTER II
WALLACE IN GOVERNMENT SERVICE

Among the:ieaders called to consult with Roosevelt on
the farm program was the son df-Henry Cantwell Wallace, Henry
Agard Wallace. The father had been the Secretary of Agricul-
ture in the Administrations of Harding and Coolidge. The

gon, the editor of Wallaces' Farmer, was an active agrarian

leader. Wallace's 1deas together with those of other farm
leaders, had been used to produce the successful Topeka
speech. Having been invited to speak at Cornell University,
Wallace conferred in August, 1952, with Roosevelt at his
ﬁyde Park home. As the result of .these contacts and his
obvidus qualificatione,l Wallace was asked to Jjoin Roose-

veltt!s Cabinet as Secretary of Agriculture.

Wallace under Roosevelt. The experiment in agricul-

ture began with the request of President Roosevelt that
Wallace summon fifty farm leaders to a conference to plan

farm legislation. From information submitted in the meet-

lyallace in addition to serving as editor of Wallaces'
Farmer had been sctive in the farmers! attempt to secure
favorable legislation, had developed successfully a hybrid
seedcorn, and had served as statisticlian for Hoover's corn-
hog commission in November, 1917. See Russell Lord, The
Wallaces of Iowa (Boston: Houghton Mifflin Company, 19%7),

pp. 1B2-152, 197-199.
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ings of this group, the Administration drafted a bill, called
the Agriculture Ad justment Act. This act,'which'was delayed
in Congress for two months, passed Congress and was signed
by the President on May 12, 1933. This bill was the most
ambitious agricultural legislation in the history of the
country; however, many of its major features were an out-

growth of earlier plans to ald agriculture.

As in the case of earlier but unsuccessful acts, the
AAA was designed to restore the purchasing power of the
agricultural producers. Richard B. Morris, editor of the

Encyclopedia of American History, described the act as

follows:

Its chief objects were the elimination of surplus
crops of basic commodities through curtailed production
and the establishment of parity prices for enumerated
basic commodities. . . . The Act incorporated the sub-
8idy principle: . in return for voluntarily reducing
acreage or crops, farmers were to be granted direct
benefit or rental payments. The funds for such payments
were to be derived from levies on the processors of
gpecified farm products. The Act established the Agri-
cultural Adjustment Administration (AAA). In 1934
the 1list of enumerated commoditles were extended by the
Jones-connglly Farm Relief Act and the Jones-Costigan

Sugar Act.
The act gave the Secretary of Agriculture power to make
marketing agreements with farmers' assocliations and middle-
men in order to obtaln business-like'practices and higher

farm prices. For the same purpose, the Secretary was given

2Morris, Encyclopedia of American History, p. 343,




broad powers "to loan money on the security of crops, pur-
chase surplus commodities, and subsidize exports,"3

To administer the law the act set up the Agricultural
Ad justment Administration within the Department df Agricul-
ture. George Peek was selected as the first Administrator.
- Jerome Frank, a New York judge, was selected as Consumers®
Counsel, created to inform the consumers of the Trip;elA
activities. For carrying out the operations in the field,
local organizations of farmers and county agents were used.
Almost all farm producers who participated in the program
belonged to a local comml‘ctee.l'P On the other hand, the
national hierarchy was concerned with advisory, planning,
and administrative functions of the program for major agri-
cul tural projects.

Many factors combined to make the task of the Secre-
tary not an‘eaey one. Wallace was forced to set up a new
program amid the congervative-liberal feud wlthin his

department and pressures from critical and often self-seeking

30scar Theodore Barck, Jr., and Nelson Manfred Blake,
Since 1900 (New York: The Macmillan Company, 1952), p. 534.

. , 4Gar1 T. Schmidt, formerly 1n the Department of Agri-
culture, has written: %Thus, the county commlttees--con-
taining about 100,000 farmers in all the agricultural coun-
ties of the nation--have been called upon to help allocate
quotas and allotments, explain details to farmers, obtain
their acceptance of proposals, and check their compliance
with the various crop programs." See Carl T. Schmidt, Ameri-
can Farmers in the World Crisis (New York: Oxford University

Press, 1941), p. 201.
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farm interests from without his department. Further diffi-
culty arose from the fact that, as the program went into
operation, seed had been planted under the o0ld surplus-
producing system.
A particularly serious situdtion existed in the cotton
and hog markets. Under the AAA, Wallace induced "more than
a million cotton growers to plow up from 25 to 50 per cent
of their acreage 1n growing cotton.“5 "These farmers were
recompensed with rental payments' of cash or with cotton
which had been stored under the Federal Farm Board regime.6
In the hog market, a huge over-supply existed; Schmidt
has written:

Similarly, in order to cut the potential supplies at
once, some 6,000,000 pigs and brooding sowe were slaugh-
tered. This provided large amounts of pork for relief
purposes, ang gave corn-hog farmers about $9,000,000
immediately.

Criticism of the hog program led Wallace to remark, "To hear
them talk," . . . "yould think that plgs were raised for
pets."8 Stuart Chase, writing of the incident, said:

The program was devised . . . at a conference of corn
and hog farmers from the midwestern states. The plg

53chmidt, American Farmers in the World Crisis,
p. 127-128.

6Ibid., p. 128.
7Ibid., p. 129.

8Henry A. Wallace, Democracy Reborn (New York: Reynal
and Hitchcock, 1944), p. 81.
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killing had the approval of the American Farm Bureau
Federation, the National Grange, the Natlional Farmers
Union, the Corn Belt geat Producers, and the Central
Cooperative Exchange.

The inability to grant all farmers' demands, as well
as serious drought conditions, led to further criticism of
Wallace. Individualistic farmers,

« + o having tasted now the bread and honey of adjust-
ment payments and a mild inflation, with a resulting
marked rise in braced prices, sent delegation upon
delegation to Washington demanding that the Department
of Agriculture have done with mild tail-twitchings and
other gentle gestures of guidance and assume absolute
control,l0

Russell Lord, edlting Wallace's Democraoy Reborn, related

that a "delegation of Five Northwestern Governors came in
to demand of Wallace 'cost of productlon! guarantees, backed
by absolutely arbitrary mandates from Washington."ll

While drought conditions in 1934-35 added to the
Secretary's burden, 1t reduced the acfeage more effectively
than did the Triple A. WNevertheless, many farmers regarded
the drought as a " judgment of God" because of the AAA's cur-

tailment of the productive program.12

98tuart Chase, Democracy under Pressure (New York:
Twentieth Century Fund, 1945), p. 99.

10Wallace, Democracy Reborn, p. 51.

1l1p44,

12Rugeell Lord, The Wallaces of Iowa (Boston: Houghton
Mifflin Company, 1947), p. 378.
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Wallsce and the AAA program have been attacked be-
cause they alded the large farming interests and penalized
the small general farmers, sharecroppers, tenant farmers and
farm laborers. Efforts to obtain Wallace's aid to alleviate
the situation seemed to fail.and resulted in a purge of
Jerome Frank and others in the Departiment of Agriculture
who tried to help the plight of the misfortunate.’’ Norman
Thomas, the perennlial socialist candidate for President,
"~ tried to interest Wallace 1in the betterment of sharecroppers
of the South on the basis of his firsthand investigation and
failed.l“ Charges have been made that Wallace represented
the farmer of the "four-hundred-acre-class" rather than the

15

average farmer.

Chief compiaints against the AAA came from the con-
sumers, who bore the burden of the increased prices, and the
processers who pald the tax to implement the crop reduction
program. The dissatisfaction led to the Supreme Court case
United States v. Butler. By a decision of six to three, the
tax was held to be unconstitutional. The Court found that
the "tax plays ah indispensable part in the plan of regula-

13Bg1dwin, Recent American History, pp. 243-24l.

1”Dw1ght MacDonald, Henry Wallace; The Man and the
Myth (New York: The Vanguard Press, Inc., 1947), pp. 50-51.

151b1d., p. 49.
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tion," that a tax "has never been thought to connote the
expropriatibn of money from one group for the benefit of
another," and "it is a statutory plan to regulate and con-
trol agricultural production, a matter beyond the powers
delegated to the federal government.“16 Moreover, the Court
said:

The farmer, of course, may refuse to comply, but the
price of such refussal 1s the lo0as of benefits. The amount
offered is intended to be sufficient to exert pressure
on him to agree to the proposed regulation. The power
to confer or withhold unlimited benefits 18 the power
to coerce or destroy. « . o

The decision destroyed the production control efforts of the
AAA; however, the maPketing provisions, commodity loans and
other features of the law remained in operation.

Since the decigion was not wholly unexpected, Wallace
quickly assembled a group of farm leaders to consider the new
farm situation; from this meeting came the Soil Conservation
and Domestic Allotment Act of 1936. This act,

. « « enabled the continued restriction of agricultural
output, not by contracts with farmers for the control

of crop production, but by benefit payments to growers
who practiced soil fgnservation in cooperation with the

government program,.

161 awrence B. Evans, Cases on American Law (Chicago:
Callaghan and Company, 1952), pp. 137, 138, 139.

171b1a., p. 140.
18Morris, Encyclopedia of American History, p. 353.
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Payments were made from the Government Treasury and went to
tenants and sharecroppers as well as owners. This law failed
to solve the problem of surplus crops, because most crops
of 1937 werevlarger than in any previous year. Large sur-
pluses accumulated in the face of economic recession,

To meet this problem, the Agricultural Adjustment Act
of 1938 was passed. This act utilized an 1dea that Wallace
had read from "a thesis by a Chinese student at Columbila on
-'The Economic Princlples of Gonfucius.'“19 S0 influenced,
Wallace advocated that an ever-normal granary be inaugurated,
by which in times of plenty, surplus farm products would be
bought and stored to be sold in times of scarcity. The new

act,

(1) empowered the Secretary of Agriculture to fix a mar-
keting quota whenever it was determined that a surplus
of any export farm commodity . . . threatened the price
level; (2) suthorized acreage allotments to each grower
after two-thirds of the farmers had by referendum ex-
pressed their approval of the marketing quota; (3) in-
corporated the 'parity payment! principle and established
the lever-normal granary! arrangement by the following
means: the Commodity Credit Corporation was authorized
to make loans to farmers on their surplus crops at a
level slightly below 'parity! (a price based on the20
Aug. 1909-July 1914 level of farm purchasing power.)

If surplus crops occurred, they were:

« « » to be stored under government auspices, and the

19MacDonald, Henry Wallace; The Man and the Myth,

Pe 61.
2°Morris, Encyclopedia of History, pp. 357-58.,
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farmer was to repay the loan and market the surplus
during crop fallure years when the price was at !parity?
or above. Since such disposal of surpluses would pre-
vent the market price from rising too high above ‘par-
ity,'! this arrangement stabilized agricultural prices and
stored ggrplus crops without loss to individual farmer
income.

Basil Rauch, a historian of the New Deal, pointed out
that the,

o o o parity-price and ever-normal granary plan met with
wide approval during the short period of trial before
the Second World War, and, after the War created extreme
need for abundant crops, the system continued to operate,
but as a powerful instrument against inflation of farm
and food prices, successful to the extent that Congress

resisted demands of farmers to ralse the parity price
levels.22

Notwithstanding, the plan was attacked both because of large
sums of government money tied up in stored surplus crops and
the large storage space required. As a partial remedy,
Wallace was able, in August, 1938, to announce a plan for
subsidizing the export of 100,000,000 bushels of wheat at an
expected loss of $25,000,000. In 1939, Wallace was able to
trade "600,000 bales of cotton for 90,000 tons of rubber--
enough to make 18,000,000 tires; and this rubber was added
to the nationt's stockpile.“23 The rubber thus stockpiled

became a valuable agset in wartime.

2lMorris, Encyclopedia of History, p. 358.

22p9811 Rauch, The History of the New Deal 1933-1938
(New York: Creative Press, Inc., 1944), p. 304,

23Wallace, Democracy Reborn, p. 159.
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The outbreak of war in 1939, with its incressed de-
mands for farm products, resolved the nation's surplus pro-
gram for a temporary period. Wallace's insistence on'an
fever-normal granary" proved valuable foresight and increased
his political prestige.

The serious world situation in 1940 caused America %o
break a sfrongly entrenched precedent against a third term
for a President. Wallace waes among the first members of the
Cabinet to advocate a third term for Roosevelt. Another
member, Cordell Hull, Secretary of State, wrote:

The third term was an immediate consequence of Hitler!'s

conquest of France and the specter of Britain alone stand-
ing between the conqueror and ourselves. Our dangerous

posit%&n induced President Roogevelt to run for a third
time. .

Thére has been much conjecture as to why Roosevelt
insisted upon Wallace as his teammate in 1940. Hull has re-
lated that Roosevelt asked him to become the candidate for
President in 1940 and suggested that Hull "could probably
take Wallace or some person in the farm belt as Vice Presi-
dent and win.“25 Failling to secure Hull as the Presidential

candidate, Roosevelt attempted to get him to run as Vice-

President. When Hull refused again, Roosevelt remarked,

2bcordell Hull, The Memoirs of Cordell Hull (New York:
The Macmillan Company, 1948, L, pP. 855.

25Ibid., p. 859.
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"If you don't take it, I'll have to get Henry Wallace to
run.“26

In the July convention held in Chicago, President
Roosevelt was easily a wimming nominee; however, the sugges-
tion of steam-roller tactics brought reaction against Wal-
lace as candidate for the.V1ce-Preaidential nomination,
" although he was selected on the first ballot. The reaction
did prevent Wallace from making his acceptance addregs at the
conventlon. |

Various comments became available on the selection of

Wallace. That Wallace was pergona non grata to many of

Roosevelt's immediate followers was indicated by Secretary
Ickes of the Department of Interior, who wrote: "But,
frankly, I do not think that a man who cannot run hls own
department is qualified to run the Government of the United
States.“27 Mrs. Roosevelt. commented on the Wallace selec-
tion: ‘"He [Roosevelt] evidently felt at that time that
Wallace could be trusted to carry out our policles on for-
eign affairs if by chance he, Wallace, found himaself hurled

into the presldency.“28

26yu11, The Memoirs of Cordell Hull, p. 861.

 27Harold L. Ickes, The Lowering Clouds, 1939-1941,
Volume III of The Secret Diary of Harold L. Ickes (New York:
Simon and Schuster, 1954), p. 263.

28g1eanor Roosevelt, Thig I Remember (New York:
Houghton Mifflin Company, 1945), p. 216.
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Edward J. Flynn, Democratic Committeeman of New York,
gave his version of Roosgevelt!s choice:

tgallacé] impressed me as being a loyal supporter
of the resident and of the things for which the Presi-
dent stood. He had been a good administrator of the
Department of Agriculture and had brought to the Presi-
dent a certaln strength among the farmere. This was
important in 1940 because, by that time, the President
was beginn%ng to lose his popularity in the country
districts.<> '

Russell Lord, biographer of the Wallaces, felt that
the pressure for the choice of Wallace came from the desire
to get a candidate who opposed appeasement:

But the main task the vice-presidential candidate
ced in the_Middle West during that campalgn of 1940
wrote Lord } was not to appease people who 1lnatinctively

had disliked his farm program, even while they partici-
pated in it voluntarily and received its benefit pay-
ments with some pleasure. His main task was to oppose
a push there spreading, with a throng of advocates in-
creasingly active--a pro-German push for appeasing
Hitler. The President understood that; and Wsllace
understood it well before the nominees had been deter-
mined and the 1940 csmpaign launched. With this much
decided, the detailled approach in opening principal
campa%gn speeches was left largely to Wallace, who made
them.

Robert Bendiner, columnist of the Nation, thought
Roogevelt was "so clearly in demand that he was able to dic-

tate terms, and the choice of Wallace was e sign that vietory

29%3ward J. Flynn, You're the Boss (New York: The
Houghton Mifflin Company, 1945), Dp. 157. -

30L0rd, The Wallaces of Iowa, p. 475.
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next November was to mean not juget a triumph for the Demo-
cratic Party; it was to mean an extension of the New Deal, >l

Wallace opened the 1940 campaign with his belated
acceptance address, made at Des Moines, Iowa,vin which he
used the slogan, "Whether it knows it or not, the Republican
Party is the party of appeasement," which he repeated through-
out the campaign.32 Wallace's tour covered the electorate
west of the path of the Roosevelt tour.33 His westward trail
followed that of Wendell Willkie from Indianapolis to Kansas
City, then down to New Mexico, and up through California to
the Northwest.“Bu Wallace spoke to crowds of varying sizes;
sometimes he spoke amid boos and hisses. Above all, his
speaking tour was overshadowed by President Roosevelt's
tour.

The election of 1940 continued the Roosevelt Admini-
stration; while Wallace, contrary to precedent played a sur-

prisingly active role as Vice-President of the United States.

3lrobert Bendiner, "It Had To Be Roosevelt,! The
Nation, XXXII (July 27, 1940), 67. -

321.0rd, The Wallaces of Iowa, p. 480.

33Because of the serious world condition, F. D. R.
mede speeches in cities not too far from Washington, such
as: Philadelphia, New York City, New Haven, Meriden, Hart-
ford, Worcester, Boston, Brooklyn, and Cleveland. See
Robert E. Sherwood, Roosevelt and Hopkins (New York: Harper
and Brothers, 1948), Chap. VI, pp. 169-20l.

34Lora, op. cit., p. 482,
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In December, 1940, Wallace represented President Roosevelt
a8 Ambassador Extraordinary at the inauguration of the Mexi-
can President-elect Camacho. His addresses in Spanish |
augmented good feeling between the two countries. His
presence at the ceremony seemed to gilve an American blessing
to the president who was opposed to Hitler and willing to
grant the United States naval and air bases in Mexican
citles. Mexlicans expréssed their appreciation by uesing the
cornstalk, a symbol of Wallace's success with hybrid corn,
to decorate bridges and highways..

Agalinst a background of tension in Europe, many
Americans, including Wallace, had become alarmed with the
business—as—usual-policy'6n the part of many of their
fellow Americans. An example of this attitude might be
found in Jesse Jones, Secretary of Commerce and Administra-
tor of the Federal Loan Agency. "Thoroughly imbued with the
banker'e point of view, Jones examined all projects as busi-
ness investments and refused to.be swayed by their goclal
aspects.“35

The “business-as-usual policy” led President Roose-
velt to establish the Economic Defense Board, giving 1t the,

e « o+ responsibility for the development and coordina=-

tion of ‘policies, plans, and programse designed to
protect and strengthen the international economic

35Baldw1n, Recent American History, p. 225.
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relations of the United States in the interests of
national defense.!3

Henry Wallace was appointed chalrman of the new board andv
continued in that capacity when the board expanded to become
the Board of Economic Welfare. In the pursuance of his
duties as Chairman of these boards, Wallace, in stockpiling
gcarce raw materlals, aroused the opposition of Jesse Jones
and Cordell Hull.

Hull objected to the powers given Wallace under an
Executive Order of April 13, 1942, by which Wallace had been
given Ysweeping authority to deal directly with foreign
Governments and to send representatives abroad for this
purpose, thus virtually creating a second State Depart-
ment."37 Hull believed that 1t "was manifestly impossible
to have representatives of various American agencies runnihg
about the world responsible only to their agencies in Wash-
ington many thousands of miles away.“38 At Hullls insistence
that the new agencies be responsible to American ambassadors
and ministers, led to a May 20th "Clarification and Interpre-
tation® of the April 13th order. President Roosevelt made a

statement to the presgs "that there was no question but that

36Elliott Roosevelt, F. D. R. and His Personal
Letters 1928-1945 (New York: Duell, Sloan and Pearce, 1950),

IV, p. 1182,
37Hull, The Memoirs of Cordell Hull, II, p. 1154.

381pid., p. 1156,
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the State Department was in charge of the forelgn affairs
of the United States.*39 |

Wallace encountered with disastrous results another
formidable opponent in Jesse Jones. The BEW had been cre-
ated by executive order, but depended upon funds appropri-
ated by Congress to carry on its program. Jones sought
through his popularity with Congresa to gain control of the
BEW!s expenditures. Senator McKellar, Tennessee, introduced
such an gmendment to the appropriation bill to provide funds
for the BEW. Violating a Presidential edict of August 21,
1942, against governmental agencies airing their differences
publicly, Wallace charged Jones with "timid, business-as-
usual procedures" and downright failure to getvhis job done,

with practising "hamstringing bureaucracy and backdoor come

plaining.“uo

The New Republic commented on the situation: -

Critical shortages of vital commodities could have
been prevented if Jesse Jones had believed that thls was
to be a long war, if he had chosen to take his directions
from the President and the President's agents, rather
than fﬁgm his own hunches about an early negotiated

peace,

In The New Republic, Wallace "blamed Jones for throwing

39Hull, The Memoirs of Cordell Hull, II, p. 1157.

40phe New Republic, CIX (July 12, 1943), 43.

4l1pia,
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obstacles in the way of our exercise of the powers given us
to carry out our wartime aa.ssignments.“L"2

In this category he cited quinine and quartz crystals,
quinine to relieve our fever-stricken troops in the South
Pacific and other theatres of this global war, quartz
crystals to make possible radlio installations in our
alrplanes, tanks and submarines. . « « A shortage of
quinine due to Jesse Jones'!s unwillingness to risk
$125,000 and a shortage of quartz crystals due to
Jones's reliance on the business-as-usual methods of
a commigsion-merchant who supplied inferior crystals,
uselegs for radio, are proving difficult to explgin to
our armed forces and their families and friends.43

.Jones struck back, terming the criticism hysterical,
charging "that the Vice-President's charge was filled ‘with
malice and miss‘(:aan‘.t-,mem;s.“‘L"LP Efforts of President Roose-
velt to settle the matter privately falled; on July 16,
1943, he abolished the BEW, creating in its place the Office
of Economic Warfare and placing it under the leadership of
Leo T. Crowley, a personal friend of Jones. Jones relieved
of his RFC duties under the Federal Loan Agency, chose to
regard it as a pefsonal triumph because of his friendship
for Crowley, the new appointee.

Press comments on the affailr seemed to foreshadow

political events to come. The New Republic said:

427he New Republic, CIX (July 12, 1943), 43.

43Ibid., pp. 43-44,
birne New York Times, July 18, 1943.
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In the background is the ugly fact that the conserva-
tives, who have long and steadily been gaining power in
Washington, have formed a cabal to prevent the renomina-<
tion of Mr. Wallace if the President runs for a fourth

term.+5

The New York Times commented as follows:

Perhaps the most important result of the Presidentt's
action will be its effect on the political career of the
Vice-President. Mr. Wallace stands in high favor with
the progressives and New Dealers in the Administration.
He has been spoken of as candidate for re-election if
the President runs for a fourth term in 1944, a candi-
date for the Presidency if Mr. Roosevelt withdraws.

The President!s slap, many thought, gave his sponsors!
hopesug blow from which recovery will be very 4iffi-

cult,

Wallace's only comment was: "In wartime no one should
question the over-all wisdom of the Commander in Chief.“u7

In his controversy with Jones, Wallace fell in Presi-
dential favor. Robert Sherwood, a co-worker and biographer
of Roosevelt, wrote: "Those who were arcund the White House
at the time of this disagreeable incident felt there was now
no chance that Roosevelt would support Wallace at the Demo-
cratic Convention in 1944.““8 Many Southern leaders were

pro-Jones and anti-Wallace. Samuel Rogenman, a friend and

advisor of Roosevelt, wrote:

“5Tne New Republic, CIX (July 26, 1943), 9k.

46rne New York Times, July 18, 1943,

“7Lord, The Wallacesof Iowa, p. 513.

4aRobert E. Sherwood, Roosevelt and Hopkins (New
York: Harper and Brothers, 1948), p. 741.
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Many of his progressive and well meaning speeches
about improving the standards of living in backward
areas of the world have been s0 unfortunately phrased
that they were distorted by the 1isolationist press into
a s8tatement of readiness to embark on crack-brained and
unrealistic projects of worldwide charity handouts.4$
The Democratic National Chairman, Robert Hannegan,
brought in reports that conservatives in all parts of the
country would refuss to support Wallace. As a result, the
"President became convinced that in order to nominate
Wallace as Vice~President for a second term he would have to
go through the same !'knock-down and drag-out fight'! that he
did in 1940,% wrote Rosenman.’’ This the President did not
want to do.51
As the politlical outlook for the Vice-President
darkened, Roosevelt sent Wallace on a mission to Asia. The
Kuomontang-Communist struggle for China was proving embarras-
sing to the Allied friendship with Russia. Roosevelt, de-
giring to find a solution for the difficulty, requested
Wallace to go in the spring of 1944 to China with the hope

of "consolidating the Chinese war effort agalnst Japan."52

49Samuel I. Rosenman, Working with Roosevelt (New
York: Harper and Brothers, 1952), pp. 438-39.

501bia., p. 439.

511pid.

52United States State Department, United States Rela-
tions with China (Washington: The Government Printing Offlce,

1949), p. 55.
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Wallace chose to enter China via Siberia and Outer
Mongolia, where he was entertained by the Russlians. A study
of Russian language enabled Wallace to speak to them in
their native tongue and bring them the message that "the
wartime coalition would grow and strengthen in a concerted
program for world peace,' and "if the United States and the
U.83.5.R. demand the enforcement of peace, no nation in ﬁhe
world today will seriously dare to challenge them."53 This
statement, conveyed to Stalin by the American Ambassador
Harriman, appeared in Pravda on June, 28, 1944.5u The
message seemed significant of the great admiration Wallace
developed for Russian culture and methods while in Eastern
Asla.

Continuing his mission to China, Wallace held conver-
sations with Generalissimo Chiéng Kal-shek, the President of
the Nationalist Chinese Government. The Wallace party
brought the message to Chiang that,

Stalin had agreed with Ambassador Harriman in

Moscow that support of the Generalissimo was desirable
during the prosecution of the war and expressed keen

interest in a settlement between the Kuomintang and the
Communists. . «

53Henry A. Wallace and Andrew J. Stelger, Soviet Asia
Mission (New York: Reynal and Hitchcock Publishers, 1946),

PP, 150-51.
5%Tbid., p. 149.

55y. 8. State Department, United States Relations
with China, p. 56.
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On June 22, 1944, Chiang accused the Communists of desiring

the "breakdown of Chinese resistance against Japan" to en-

hance their own poaition.56 Criticlizing the 1idea they were

nothing more than agrarian democrats, he charged "that they

were more communistic than the Russians."’’ Chiang indicated

at the same time that he was willing to settle with the

Communists providing they agreed "to support the Government;®

on the other hand, if the United States refused the Commu-

nists! support, he felt that they would be more co—operative.58

Chiang had refused permission to Americaﬁ military

observer migsions to visit the Communist stronghold of Yenan;

however, during the Wallace mission, Chiang reversed his

position and agreed to the mission. As Wallace prepared to

return to the Unlted States, Chlang sent a message to be

presented to President Roosevelt saying:

If the United States can bring about better relations
between the U.S.S8.R. and China, and can bring about a
meeting between Chinese and Soviet representatives,
President Chjang would_very much welcome such friendly
assistance; Egoreover, « « o he would welcome the’
assistance of the President in the settlement of the 9
Communist problem, even though it was an internal one.5

56y, S. State Department, United States Relatlons with

China, p. 56.

571pid.
581pia.
591b1d., p. 57.
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Wallace returned to Seattle where he gave an address
extolling Chinese tenacity and Russian achievement. This
address, which Harold Young, his political advisor, toned
down, increased the belief that Wallace ﬁas pro-Russian. 1In
the address, Wallace stated that "China and the U.S8.8.R.
[?ould] take the necessary steps to insure continuing peace
and to promote cultural and commercial exchanges among the
nations of the Pacific to the benefit of all."®0

S0 concerned was he with the problems of China and the
Soviet, Wallace falled to consider his own interests in the
1944 political campaign. Political advisors fbund him willing
to talk about his Soviet-Asia miesion but not about his
chances for renomination as Vice-Presidential candidate.
Young had brought a warning from Washingtoﬁ that the “inside
gang"® of the White House had worked against Wallace as the
running mate of Roosevelt in the fourth campalign. Subse-
quently, Rosenman was selected to meet Wallace and tell him
that he no longer had White House support for the Vice-Presli-
dential nomination in 1944.61 At a Washington meeting of

Wallace, Rosenman, and Ickes, Wallace agreed not to run

éGThe New York Times, July 10, 1944,

6lRogenman, Working with Roosevelt, p. 441.
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unless Presldent Roosevelt wanted him.62 It was thought
that on the occasion of Wallace's presenting to Roosevelt
the report of his Soviét—Asia mission that he was promised
a place in the Cabinet 1f he withdrew gracefully.63

Regardless of what the "inside gang" and many politi-
cal leaders thought, Wallace enjoyed a much stronger position
in 1944 than he had in 1940. His following was composed of |
0ld New Desglers, the CIO, PAC, Negro leaders, and left-wing
publicists; Additional support came to him from the Commu-
nist Daily Worker. Organized labor, headed by Sidney Hill-

man} had been drawn to Wallace largely by an address en-
titled ”The‘Price of Free World Victory," delivered in 1942,
His address had prophesied that "the century which will come
out of this war--can be and must be the century of the common
man.“én Rogsenman admitted that Wallace had the strong backe-
ing of organized labor and many liberal groups.65 Harold
Young estimated that he would have the support of some 290
delegates in the convention. The Gallup poll, which

621n retrospect, Wallace credits Ed Pauley, Bob Hanne-
gan, and E4 Flynn as working against him and preventing his
nomination in 1944, See U.S. News and World Report, XL

(April 6, 1956), pp. 86-89.
63Rosenman, Working with Roosevelt, p. 443,

‘64Henry A. Wallace, The Century of the Common Man
(New York: Reynal and Hitchcock, 1943), pp. 19-20.

65Rosenman, op. cit., p. 443,
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attempted to depiet political strength by scientific methods,
estimated that Wallace was the first choice of some sixty-
five per cent of the Democratic voters.

In the Democratic Convention, held in Chicago, July
19, 1944, Senator Kerr, Oklahoma, nominated Roosevelt as
candidate for President. It was seconded by Wallace. Judge
H. Davis, Iowa, put Wallace's name in nomination as candidate
for Vice-President. This was seconded by Mre. Emma Guffey,
Pennsylvania; Claude Pepper, Florida; Governor Ellis Arnall,
Georgia; Richard Frankstein, Michigan; et al. Although
Wallace led on the first ballot for Vice-Presidency, Senator
Harry 8. Truman, Missourl, was nominated on the second
ballot. The Truman selection seemed a victory for the con-
gservative Demoeratic leaders; besides, it represented a com-
promige between Southern and Northern factions by placing a
man from a bordér state in succession to the Presidency in
the advent of the death of FDR. Wallace, despite his failure
to receive the nomination in the convention, campaigned for
the nominees. That fact, coupled with his gracious accep-
tance of his earlier dismissal from the BEW, led the Presi-
dent to give Wallace his choice of Cabinet positiohs--apart
from the post of Secretary of State.

Wallace elected to choose the Department of Commerce.
His choice was said to be based "on a belief that he might

be able to use some Government funds for the benefit of the
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smgll business man, instead of having money go chiefly to
large enterprises."66 Hig choice, also, presented a diffi-
culty, since the post was held by Jesse Jones; it was
necessary for Roosevelt to ask him to resign.

v After Wallace received the nomination for the post of
Secretary of Gommerce, the problem of the confirmation was
made difficult by the friends of Jones in the Senate. Con-
firmation came for Wallace only after the Senate had separa-
ted the powers of the RFC from the Department of Commerce.

Confirmation of Wallace was followed by a national
tragedy because President Roosevelt died the next month. It
would seem fate had been unkind to Wallace,‘who, when Roose-
velt died, missed the Presidency by a little over a month,

and perhaps by the grace of Jesse Jones.

Wallace under Truman. Wallace in the'Cabinet of Mr,

Truman was a lonely New Deal figure as the Roosevelt Cabinet
members one by one left their posts to be replaced by more
conservative members. As the o0ld Cabinet members departed
from the scéne, the country turned from the path of friendly
relations with the Sovlet nation. This trend became the
chief concern of Wallace. On many occasions, he talked with

President Truman, trying to counteract the drift and stress-

660he New York Times, January 4, 1945.
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ing that co-operation with the Soviet nation was not im- |
possible. ‘

On September 21, 1945, President Truman decided to
devote the Cebinet meeting to the problem of atomic energy.
At the meeting, Wallace had been accused of taking the
posgition of favoring giving the atomic bomb secret to the

Soviet.67 President Truman has denied in his Memoirs that

Wallace did take such a position.68

In December, 1945, James Byrnes, Secretary of State,
was8 preparing to leave for the Moscow meeting of the Foreign
Ministers., Before his departure, he met with the Senate
Cohmittee on Foreign Relations and the Atomlc Energy Commit-
tee, and explained that he would propose at the conference:
(1) Yan exchange of atom scientists and scientific informa-
tion with Rusesia, . . " and (2) Ythat Russia join us in
getting up an Atomic Commission under the Unlited Nations
Organization . . .*69 Vandenberg, ranking member of the
Senate Foreign Relations Committee, has written that the

committees regarded the statements with alarm as they were

67Walter Millis and E. S. Duffield, The Forrestal
Diaries (New York: The Viking Press, 1951), p. 95.

68Harry 8. Truman, Year of Decisiong (Garden City,
New York: Doubleday and Company, 1955), P. 529.

69Arthur H. Vandenberg, Jr., and Joe Morris, The
Private Papers of Senator Vandenberg (Boston: The Houghton
Mifflin Company, 1952), p. 228.
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fopposed to giving any of the atomic gecrets away unless and
until the Soviets [?ere] prepared to be 'policed! by the
UNO in respect to this prohibition."’0

President Truman appointed Vandenberg to attend the
General Assembly meeting of the United Nations in Londeon on
January 10, 1946. During the meeting, Soviet behavior led
Vandenberg to a conviction that Amerlca must choose a new
firm philosophy to meet the post-war challenge.71 Secretary
Byrnes, through his dealing with the Soviet, had reéched the
gsame position 1ndependently.72 These convictions led men in
authority to a decided departure from the Wallace policy of
friendly co-operation with the Soviet. |

The Atomic bomb had brought many new problems to the
Administration, among which, wae the problem of who should
control the bomb._ Senator Brien McMahon; Connecticut, in-
troduced a bill providing for civilian control by a five
member board, serving terms of five years. The board was to
have complete control over every phase of atomic research;
production, engineering, and application. In the subsequent

debate on the blll an intense struggle developed between

70Vandenberg, Jr., and Morris, The Private Papers of
Senator Vandenberg, p. 228.

?l1pia., p. 245,

721b14., p. 251.
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factions who desired army control, scientist, or civilian
control. Vandenberg introduced an amendment that authorized
"a military liaison committee” because he believed #in the
present state of world affairs the Army and the Navy" should
not be excluded from "consultation when they deem the national
gsecurity to be 1nvolved."73 Wallace, who supported civillan
control of the atom bomb, attached the Vandenberg amendment,
in the following manner:

Opening a Commerce Department atomic energy exhibit,
Wallace according to Vandenberg angrily declared that
the Vandenberg provision carried the possibility of
delivering the nation into the hands of !military fas-
cism.! 'I hope that, when the American people realize-
1ts significance, they will rise up in their wrath and
let the Senate know what the action means,'

Although many other prominent figures endorsed Senator Van-
denberg'!s position, he was attaoked‘aeverely.75 The matter
was finally resolved by limiting the military liaison

committee's authority to the military use of the bomb.

Resignation from the Cabinet. The events which led to

the resignation of Wallace from the Cabinet seemed to grow
out of his conflict with Secretary Byrnes. Senator Vanden-

- berg related in his diary April 28, 1946, a talk that he had

' 73Vandenberg, Jr., and Morris, The Private Papers of
Senator Vandenberg, p. 256.

™1p1a., p. 255.
75Ibid.
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had with Byrnes while attending the Longchamps races in
Paris. 1In his efforts to negotiate an operational contract
with Iceland for the American built air base, Byrnes had
been attacked by Wallace and Pepper, Senator from Florida,
who had charged the foreign policy was too severe with the
Soviets. Wallace and Pepper's speeches appeared during the
Jceland election and prevented the consumation of the con-
tract. At the next Cabinet meeting, Byrnes protested against
being "'shot in the back'! by his own colleaguee;“76

The advocates of a firmer policy with the Soviet
received an impetus from the visit of Winston Churchill to
the United Statea. On March 5, 1946, he gave an address at
the Westminster College at Fulton, Misgouri. In the address,
"Alllance of English-Speaking People;“ Churchill reflected
the idea that "our supreme task and duty ls to guard the
homes of the common people from the horrors and miserles of
another war,! and advocated that, "the United Nations Organi-
zations must immediately begin to be equipped with an inter-
national armed force.“77 Churchill stated that "it would

be criminal madness to cast 1t [the atomlc bomb] adrift in

?6yandenberg, Jr., and Morrie, The Private Papers of
Senator Vandenberg, p. 266.

77Winston Churchill, "Alliance of English Speaking
People," Vital Speeches, XII (March 15, 1946), 329.
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this still agitated and un-united world.“78 Churchill
called for "fraternal association® based upon (1) “infimate
relationship between our military advisers," and (2) "the
continuance of the present facilities for mutual security
by Jjoint use of all naval and alr-force bases in the

possession of either country all over the world.”79 Finally,

Churchill said:

If we adhere falthfully to the charter of the Unlted
Nations and walk forward in sedate and sober strength,
seeking no one's land or treasure or seeking to lay
no arbitrary control on the thoughts of men, 1if all
British moral and material forces and convictions are
joined with your own in fraternal association, the
highroads of the future will be clear, not only for us
but for g&l, not only for our time but for a century

to come,

Senator Pepper and Wallace attacked the speech on the
grounds that no one should "gang up" on the Soviet, nor
should the United States become the "guarantor of British
imperialism.“81 Pepper wished further to destroy, in the

best interests of peace, every atomic bomb that thevUnited

States had stockpiled.
In April, 1946, the Foreign Ministers met in Paris

78churchill, Vital Speeches, XII, 330.

791p14.

801p14., p. 332.

81lyal ter Millis, The Forrestal Diaries (New York: The
Viking Press, 1951), p. 154,
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to consider peacé treaties with the Axis satellites. As
the conference progressed, the sentiment for a get-firm-with-
Russia policy increased. Wallace became alarmed about the
situation and on July 23, 1946, wrote a letter to President
Truman. Wallace has related that “the high point of this
letter was my urging that we develop, in co-operation with
Russla, practical plans for the two natlons to live in the
same world without danger of eventual atomic bomb warfare, 452
This July 23 letter was kept at the White House, and at the
time of the subsequent Madison Square Garden controversy, it
was given to the press. |

Wallace was asked to address a meeting to be held

under the auspices of the Congress of Industrial Organiza-
tions and the Political Action Committee at Madison Square
Garden on Septembef 12, 1946. Wallace wrote his speech and
submitted it to the White House for clearanqe. At a press
conference held earlier in the day of the séheduled address;
Truman told the reporters “that he had read the entire
speech and approved all of it."83 The address, ?The Way
to Peace," presented personal convictions of Wallace which

were cohtradictory to the policles being pursued by Byrnes,

82Henry A. Wallace, Toward World Peace (Reynal and
Hitchcoek, 1948), p. 9.

831ris Coffin, Missouri Compromise (Boston: Brown
and Company, 1947), p. 287.
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8% pmie difference in

Vandenberg, and Connally at Paris.
opinion was unfortunate because of Wéllace‘e position in the
Cabinet.

Secretary Byrnes had hoped for unified support of
our foreign policy, particularly during the Paris Confer-
ence. With the Wallace address, the storm broke and was
played up by the.press at home and abroad. Truman's state-
ment, given on the same day, that the address was made, was
extremely damaging. Byrnes and our representatives, as a
result, were asked by foreign ministers if they correctly
represented Americén polic&. Vandenberg issued the follow-
ing statement:

The authority of American foreign policy 1is dependent
upon the degree of American unity behind it. Rightly or
wrongly, Paris is doubtful of this unity this morning.

~ 840n september 22, 1946, The New York Times discussed
the controversy between the position of Wallace and Byrnes.
Wallace believed that the United States (1) should not pur-
sue a harsh policy toward Russia; (2) should not interfere
in the "political affairs of Eastern Europe;" (3) should not
allow the "British imperial interests" to "control American
foreign policy;" (4) should not continue "efforte to secure
air bases spread over half the globe! and huge "post-war
expenditures for armaments;" and (5) should not support the
Baruch plan of control of the atomic bomb., On the other
hand, Mr. Byrnes (1) had "resisted Russian demands in nearly
every quarter of the globe;" (2) had "fought for a greater
measure of a political democracy in the Balkans;" (3) had
been "coincidental with British forelgn policy in most
spheres where conflict had arisen with the Russians;"
(4) had been “unwilling to risk unilateral disarmament or
weakening of American defenses in the present situatlon;®
and (5) had been with the State Department "solidly behind
the Baruch plan which Mr. Wallace has been attacking.®



e o o Although differing on some points, most Republi-

cang have been glad to jJjoin most Demoerats, thus present-

ing a united Amerlcan front to the world. This is the
only road to organized peace and collective security.

Those who leave this road jeopardlze the very objective
they profess to embrace.

L4 » LJ L . * - L] . [ 2 L3 [ L4 [ 4 . [ - . . . L . - L) . . L4

But the situation equally requires unity within the
Administration itself. We cag only cooperate with one
Secretary of State at a time. 5

To add to the difficulties of the situation, Wallace's July

letter was given to the press and the "reports persisted that

Wallace had told Democrats they had been ‘sucked in' on an

anti-Russian Republican policy through Vandenberg'!s influ-
86

ence, " were circulated.

On Saturday, President Truman gave the following

statement to the press:

There has been a natural misunderstanding regarding
the answer I made to % question asked at the press con-
ference on Thursday.8 The question was answered ex-
temporaneously and my answer did not convey the thought
that I intended it to convey. It was my intentlion to
expreags the thought that I approved the right of the
Secretary of Commerce to deliver the speech. I 4id not
intend to indicate that I approved the speech as conw
stitutingga statement of the foreign policy of this

country.

85Vandenberg, Jr., and Morris, The Private Papers of
Senator Vandenberg, pp. 300-01,

861bid., p. 301.

87¢orfin reported that President Truman sald (September
12, 1946) cheerfully that he had read the entire speech (which

Truman denied in his Memoirs) and approved of all of 1t.

88corfin, Missouri Compromise, pp. 288-89.
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This would seem to be a little lame, because Russell Lord
records that Wallace and Truman had worked with two separate
coples of the address simultaneously when the matter had
been dlscussed previous to the White House clearing.

Pressure began mounting and Byrnes, supported by Con-
hally and Vandenberg, held a teletype conference with Truman
from Paris. Byrnes demanded that Wallace be kept quiet or
ﬁe_would be forced to resign as Secretary of State. In a
conference held Wednesday, September 18, 1946, between
Truman and Wallace, the latter cheerfully gave his promiée
~to remain qulet during the Conference. The next day, Byrnes,
talking with Truman by teletype, indicated that he felt
that Wallace would continue his criticism, and he anrnes]
felt that the important thing ﬁas to try and restore confi-
dence in the Administrationts foreign policy.89
| On September 20, 1946, the President telephoned
Wallace and asked for his resignation. Tris Coffin in his

Missouri Compromise reported the incident as follows:

Henry Wallace was happily talking to hls assistants
about the mail flooding his office from all over the
nation. He picked up the phone, and waited for the
President's voice. The conversation lasted two min-
utes. Mr. Truman said he was sorry, but he would have
to ask for the Secretary's resignation.

The assistant noticed the surprised look on Wallace's

897ames F. Byrnes, Speaking Frankly (New York:
Harper and Brothers, 1947), pp. 241-42.




41
face. He replied, 'If that is your decision, Mr. Presi-
dent, I will be glad to abide bg it. Peace is more
1mportant than any one person.!?

The same day, Friday, September 20, 1946, at his
press conference, Truman read the following statement on
foreign poliecy:

The forelgn policy of this country 1s the most im-

portant question confronting us today. Our responsibili-
ty for obtaining a jJjust and lasting peace extends not

only to the people of this country but to the nations
of the world,

The people of the United States may disagree freely
and publicly on any question, including that of foreign
policy, but the Government of the United States must
8tand as a unit in its relation with the rest of the
world.

I have today asked Mr. Wallace to resign from the
Cabinet.91

The resignation became an actuality. After thirteen
years of public service, Wallsce became a private citlzen,
who might be critical of an office-holder. As Secretary of
Agriculture, he had inaugurated a new program; as Vice-
President, he had accomplished missions of state; as Secre-
tary of Commerce, he became a misfit New Dealer under
- changed leadership. Soon, he was given an opportunity for

a new type of liberal leadership as editor of The New Republic.

9°Coffin, Missouri Compromise, p. 290,

91Raymond Dennett and Robert K. Turner, Documents on

American Foreizn Relations, Vol. VIII, July 1, Ej-December
31, 1946 (Princeton: Princeton Univereity Press, 1948), p. 66.




CHAPTER III

WALLACE, THE NEW REPUBLIC EDITOR

'

The dismissal and fesignation of Wallace as Secretary

of Commerce had brought him some "6,700 letters from vet-

erans, ministers, businessmen, and other citizens promising

their support and urging him to continue his talks for

world peace."l This oppbrtunity came by means of an offer

to become editor of The New Republic, a liberal publication,

whose influence greatly exceeded its circulation. The offer

was accepted in October, 1946; he assumed the position in

December of the same year. Commenting on his acceptance,

Wallace stated:

I would not accept this platform if I 4id not have

the assurance that every effort will be made to get
The New Repubiic read by workers, small businessmen.

and farmers all over the United States. I want iThe]

New Republic to be the window on the future. I want

it to be Urust' reading by liberals all over the world.
I want it to be so simple that high school students can
understand it and so sound that doctors of philosophy
respect it. I want it to lead to action, to effective

political action in terms of progressive Congressmen

elected who will serve the interests of all the people
regardless of speclal pressure groups. Education and

sound analysis--yes. But always in terms of actlon.

The New York Times commented on the new editor:

There Was every reason why Mr. Wallace, with his

1Phe New Republic, CXV (October 7, 1946), 428.

21bid., (November 11, 1946), 637.
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definite dlsagreement with our present foreign policy,
should not remain in the Truman Cabinet. There are just
a8 good reasons why he should express himself fully,
freely and regularly now that he is outside the cabinet.
Discussion and debate of this Bsort are of the essence

of our democracy. . « » We wish him a successful -

editorship.3

The critic of American foreign policy. Transformed

~into a private citizen, Wallace continued the criticism
against governmental policies. Charges'againet the Admini-
stration were extended in the form of attacks made against
the Baruch Plah, presented on June 14, 1946, to the United
Nations Atomic Energy Commission by Bernard Baruch, the
United States delegate to the Commission.* The aforemen-
tioned July letter of Wallace to Truman (see pages 37, 39),
published in September, 1946, made the following attack:
There 18 however, a fatal defect in the Moscow
statement, in the Acheson report, and in the American
plan recently presented to the United Natlions Atomic
Energy Commission. That defect 1is the scheme, as 1t

is generally understood, of arriving at international
agreements by ‘'easy stages,' of requiring other nations

3The New Republic, CXV (October 28, 1946), 533.

YBaruch had submitted a plan for control of atomic
energy to the United Nations Atomic Energy Commission. The
plan called for setting up an Atomic Development Authority
to control all phases of the development and use of atomic
energy. Once an adeduate control system was set up then the
bomb would be renounced as a weapon. Punishment for viola-
tors would be provided with no veto to protect them. The
plan provided for a control plan to come 1into effect, through
successive stages. A8 control would be established, the
United States would reveal more information on atomic energy
production with each successive stage. See Lawrence H.
Chamberlain and Richard C. Snyder, American Foreign Policy
(New York: Rinehart and Company, Inc., 1948), pp. 456-71
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to enter into binding commitments not to conduct re-
gearch into the mllitary uses of atomic energy and to
disclose thelr uranium and thorium resources while the
United States retains the right to withhold its techni-
cal knowledge of atomic energy until the international
control and inspection system is working to our satis-
faction.

In other worde, we are telling the Russlans that if
they are tgood boys' we may eventually turn over our
knowledge of atomic energy to them and to the other
nationa. But there 18 no objective standard of what
will qualify them as being !good! nor any specified
time for sharing our knowledge. . +

It is perfectly clear that the %step by step plan'

in any such one-gided form is not workable. The entire

agreement will have to be worked out and wrapped up 1in

a single package. Thils may involve certain steps or

stages, but the timing of such steps must be agreed to

in an inltial master treaty.
In addition, Wallace believed that the United States "[was]
asking for something completely irrelevant when 1t [insisted]
that no power should have the right to veto an international
atomic authority's ruling," that the United States was "dls-
regarding a Russian counter-proposal which Cshowed] that
Russia '[might] be willing to negotiate if we [were],“‘ and
finally, he questioned that the United States should "con-
tinue stockpiling of atomic bombs during the period of

negotiations."6

While Baruch was making a report to President Truman

on his work as a delegate to the Atomic Energy Commission of

5The New Statesman and Nation, XXXII (September 28,
1946), 224,

& Time, XLVIII (October 14, 1946), 24-25.
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the United Natlons, the Wallace letter appeared in the press.
The matter was discussed by Truman and Baruch in their con-
ference. A decision to counteract the impact of Wallace's
critical attack on the Baruch plan was made. Accordingly,
Baruch made on Friday, September 20, 1946, the following
statement to the press: A
With the authorization of the President and the Stéte
Department, I say there has been no change whatsoever
in the attitude of this country with respect to our

proposal for the international control of atomic energy,
as outliaed by me at the commission'!s first meeting on

June 14,

On September 2&; Baruch replied to the attack of
Wallace in a memorandum to President Truman. Baruch defended
the necessity of the "step by step plan' since: "Obviously,
the controls outlined in the memorandum cannot spring into
existence full-grown and complete upon the legal establish-
ment of the Authority."® Baruch claimed that all powers had
sanctioned it in that they agreed in the Moscow conference
that the f‘work of the commigsion should proceed by separate
stages, the successful completion of each of which will
develop the necessary confidence of the world before the

next stage 1is undertaken."? Baruch denied that the "United

7The New York Times, September 20, 1946,

8p. M. S. Blackett, Fear, War, and the Bomb (New
York: McGraw-Hill Book Company, Inc., 1949), p. 185.

9Chamberlain and Snyder, American Forelgn Policy,
p. 439.
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States asked other powers 'to abandon research in military
uses of atomic power,'" because "any contract," said Baruch,
"would be illusory if a co-signer could repudiate it at

10 Baruch charged that "Russia's

will; i.e., by a veto.
counter proposal actually Eadded] up to a little more than
a formal renunciation of atomic warfare," and that stocke

piling bombs was a question to be decided by the people of

the United States.ll

Meanwhile, in a Chicago conference held under the
ausplices of the National Cltizens Political Action Committee,
the Congress of Industrial Organizations, and the Independent
Citizens Committee of the Arts, Sciences, and Professions,
the leaders called for "drastic revieion of American for-
eign policy, including universal disarmament, withdrawal
of United States forces in China and scuttling of the Baruch

policy on the atomic bomb . . For thelir platform, the

delegates drew up planks advocating: Y“Immediate cessation
of atomic bomb manufacture in the United States, destruction
of all stock-piled bombs and simultaneous agreement by all
nations to outlaw atomic weapons," ¥Yalso modification of

the Baruch plan of international atomic energy control to

107ime, XLVIII (October 14, 1946), 24=25.

111p1a., p. 25.
12ppne New York Times, September 29, 1946.
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provide simultaneous disclosure and inspection of uranium
and thorium resources and American 'know-how!"13 The con-
ference appeared very definitely to have followed the July
letter position of Wallace.

To combat the action taken in the convention, Baruch
gent 1ts leaders, Harold Ickes, Henry Morgenthau, and Phil
Murray, a single telegram denying "“that this country was
asking the rest of the world to stop nuclear research and
reveal its uraniﬁm resources while the United States re-
tained complete freedom of action, 114 "Again on October 3,
1946, Baruch defended his position by attacking Wallace for
his failure to correct distortions of fact made in his July

letter. According to The New York Times, Baruch charged:

"Thege errorsl’? . . . not only are ‘gravely dangerous to the

delicate negotiations now under-way,! but 'create confusion

and *division among our peOple.'“16

At a meeting arranged to discuss the matter on Septem-

ber 27, 1946, Baruch claimed that Wallace had admitted on

137he New York Times, September 30, 1946.

1§Ib1d., October 2, 1946,

157hese errors were according to Baruch that (1) United
States alone would determine the stages, and (2) she demanded
nations give up their development while the United States
maintained her stockpile. Wallace made these claims in his

July letter.
16The New York Times, October 3, 1946,
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that occasion that "he tobviously had not been fully posted
a8 to the facts!" and regretted that he had not "discussed
America's atomic pollicy with the Unlted States delegation to
the [?nited Nations] Atomic Energy Commission. *17 According
to Baruch's version, Wallace went so far as to express
approval of his plan and to agree to issucs a statement to
that effect. After the meeting, however, Wallace failed to
make his promised statement, and reverted to his formér crigi-
cal position. Wallace's unavailability led Baruch to send
him a telegram: "!'You have no monopoly of the desire for
peace,! adding, 'I have given thirty years of my life to the

search for peace and there are many others whose almse have

been the same.'"18

Whe the A.E.C. 1ssued its First Report on December
31, 1946, it secemed that Wallace had evaluated the matter

at least partially correctly:

The gist of Mr. Wallace's criticism of the. Amerlcan
proposals [hrote Blackett| certalnly applies to the
ma jority report of the A.E.C., expect in so far as it
waginot the Americans alone who would decide when a
given stage was completed, but a majority of the A.E.C.

. This can be seen from the following sentences: 'In order
that the transition may be accomplished as rapidly as
possible and with safety and equity to all, this Com-
mission should supervise the transitional process as
prescribed in the treaty or convention and should be
empowered to determine when a particular stage or stages

17The New York Times, October 3, 1946.

181p14.
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have been completed and subsequent ones are to com-
mence, —-—.

The difference in viewpoints of Wallace and Baruch was
the difference between the Soviet and the United States on
the atomic bomb. The Baruch Plan undoubtedly worked to the
advantage of the United States in the initial stages in
which sources of urgnium and thorium would be revealéd. In
his July letter, Wallace pointed out that the advantage
Russia had were: (1) "our lack of information on the state
of her scientiflc and technlical progress on atomic energy,"
and (2) "our ignorance of her uranium and thorium resources. "0
These we asked the Soviet to relinquish under the Baruch
Plan. In the final stages of the plan, the Soviet obviously
had much to gain; particularly, before she was known to
possess the atom bomb (1949).

The matter became stalemated between the two countries.
The United States insisted on the creation of an internation-
al authority to control all atomic energy activities.. The
Atomic bomb then would be outlawed and the international
authority should have power to punish violators. The United
3tates promised to stop manufacturing the bombs and to make :

available its scientific information, but only after effective

19B1ackett, Fear, War, and the Bomb, pp. 185-186.

207pne New Statesman and Nation, XXXII (September 28,
1946), 22L,
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international authority had been set up. The Soviet opposed
an international control, since they wanted the renunciation
of atomic weapons without the provisions of international
.control or inspection. The Soviet, however, subsequently
agreed to accept international control of atomic bpmbs were
prohibited and all plans turned over to the international
authority simultaneously. The United States insisted on
international control first. In many respects, this stale-
‘mate seemed to offer time for the Soviet to develop her own
atomic bombs,

Wallace's viewpoint was extremely sympathetic tb the
Soviet's position on atomic energy, Much of the disagreement
between the views of Wallace and Béruch seemed to lie in
the implementation of the contrql of the bomb much in the
seme way as the Soviet and the United States falled to agree.
Both Wallace and Baruch visualized co-operative actioh as |
the final objective, bﬁt disagreed on the methods to be

employed.
Wallaée became the active editor of The New Republic

in December, 1946; the weekly provided a sounding board for
Wallace to present his viewpoints. Early in January, he
attacked the Fulton Speech of Winston Churchill, accusing

the Briton of an attempt to "create an Anglo-American alli-
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ance to encircle Russia,"?l
Churchill's scheme 18 now clear Enrote Wallace]. He

assumes that our atom bombs and air power are at England's
disposal. The first-line weapons are the foot soldiers
and the industry of France and western Germany. France
and Germany will guide Europe. England will guide France
and Germany and, by the grace of God and Winston Church-~
111, the alrplanes and the atom bombs of the United
States will uphold her right arm.

[ » » . L4 [ . . . . . . . . . . - . L] 3 * . . . . . . .

If the Torles of Britain have the right to appeal
directly to the people of the United States , certalnly
we progressives of the United States have the right
to appeal directly to the peace-loving people of Britain.
In due time we shall exercise our privilege.,

In January, 1947, Secretary Byrnes resigned as Secre~
tary of State and was replaced by General George Marshall.
Thie event led Wallace to express his views on foreign policye.
He believed that (1) we must "change our foreign policy" by
new actions, (2) “we must help colonial peoples" in their
struggle for freedom, (3) we must oppose dictators as Franco,
(4) "we must act to implement the Atlantic Charter," (5) we
must aid the peoples of devastated areas, and (6) we must

realize %it is not Russia that is the enemy, but devastation

itself.“23

21Henry Wallace, "Churchillt's Crusade," The New Re-
public, CXVI (January 13, 1947), 23.

221bid.

23Henry Wallace, YAn Open Letter to Secretary Mar-
shall," The New Republic, CXVI (January 20, 1947), 18.
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In January, 1947, Wellace pointed out that there was
a great need for progressive unity. "The United States cannot
indefinitely go Right while the rest of the world is going
Left, without an explosion,® wrote Wallace.?2 Liberalism,
explained Wallace, meant "that pafticular type of leftward
trend which begt preserves ahd enriches humanity in its con-
trol over and appreciation of Nature,“25 Wallace recommended
that "American progressivism ., , . be developed which has as
much driving power on the behalf of the common man in the
United States as Marxlsm has in Russia," and Be operated
"ag an example to the world that it is not necessary to have
a 'police state! of either Left or Right in order to have |

peace and prosperity.“26

In February, Wallace returned to the subjlect of the
control of the atomic bomb. Warning against a wrong usage
of the power of science, he protested against the military
point of view being continued in peace times becagse he
feared the developmenﬁ.of a semi-millitary police state.27

Later in the month, Wallace commented on Canadals ability to

24Henry A. Wallace, "The Enemy is Not Each Other,"
The New Republic CXVI (January 27, 1947), 23.

251p14.
261p14.

27Henry A. Wallace, "Science and the Military," The
New Republic, CXVI (February 3, 1947), 27.
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make plutonium Et radioactive element] by a better method
than ours. Because of our early achievements in the atomic
field, Wallace related that "at one time , . . the United
States had the opportunity for a formidable moral leadership
in the world because of its ploneer research work in atomic
energy.”28 At that time (1947), Wallace believed that we no
longer held this advantage and that we could now but cooperate
%in a sincere search for enforceable disarmament, a world se-
curity system and the elimination of economic discriminations
which are an essential preliminary to peace.“29

In March, 1947, the Moscow Conference of Forelgn Mini-
gters was called to deal with the future of Germany and
Austria. Writing on this meeting, Wallace prophesied 1if
the meeting was unsuccessful that,

« o« o We may expect the development of psychologlecal
warfare of a sort that will disintegrate almost every
human being by its lies, [and] there will be an intensi-
fication of espionage, publicity machinery, diplomatic
double-talk, military preparedness and economlc planning,
all in the framework of spiritual warfare prepsaratory

t0 the S&nal showdown when civilization blowe itself to
pleces.,

Almost simultaneously with the opening of the Moscow

28Henry A. Wallace, "Whose Atomic Secret," The New
Republic, CXVI (February 17, 1947), 27.

291p1d.

30Henry A. Wallace, "The Moscow Conference Can
Succeed," The New Republiec, CXVI (March 10, 1947), 21.
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Conference,31 another problem presented difficulties to the
country. The erieis came from the countries of Greece and
Turkey. During the second World War, Greece had put up a
vallant fight against the Italians and later against the
Germans. After the war their country became the scene of
a civil war. In 1945, British troopé restored order and
pro#ided ald to Greece. Byrnes was approached by the Greek
Prime Minister Constantin Tsaldaris for economlc aid in
1946, Greece was burdened with the problems of maintaining
an army to deal with guerrilla groups, who, Greece charged,
were reinforced by groups crossing the border from the neigh-
boring countries of Albania, Yugoslavia, and Bulgarla. Thus
burdened, the Greek Government was accused of using repressive
- megsures to restore order. 2 A United Nations Balkan Com-
mission of Investigation'!s findings seemed to substantiate
the Greek Government®s charges against her neighbors,

Byrnes had recommended that Tsaldaris seek aild from the

31Actually the Conference after meeting for forty-
six days adjourned without solving the important problems of
Germany and Austria. A deadlock occurred when "Secretary
Marshall and British Foreign Minister Bevin advocated a
federal form of government for Germany, as opposed %o
Russia' demand for a centralized state, and rejected the
Soviet claim for $10 billion reparations' which the American
and British delegates opposed as an intolerable burden on
the German economy. See Morris, Encyclopedia of American

History, p. 393.

32Wallace and leftists made such charges agalnst the
Greek Government. See pp. 97-101 of Toward World Peace.
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Export-Import Bank and, with President Truman, surveyed the
situation with the directors of the bank. The directors

said that,

« » o under the statute, they could not make a loan:

unless they had 'reasonable assurance of its repayment,!?

Grosce eongidsring the unsottlea conditions theresds

With Turkey the question was more a problem of 80V~

ereignty rather than economic necessities as in Greece.
Soviet Russia for centurles had looked with longing at the
Dardenelles. In 1940, Molotov requested from Hitler approval
to establish a naval base in the Stralts. This request was
repeated by Stalin at Potsdam--this time to the Western
leaders. Neither of these attempts proved successful.
Finally in 1946, Russia made a direct request to Turkey for
naval base rights in the Straits and the cession of the ad-~
Joining provinces of Kars and Ardahan. This activity
warranted Turkey's maintaining a large army to protect the
border of her country. Her financilal situation mede 1t im-
posgible for Turkey to maintain such an army and at the same
time rehabilitate and develop her economy. GConsequently,
Turkey made a request to Byrnes for American aid. In his

Memoifs, Byrnes related this request and that "I took the

gsame position toward Turkey that I took toward Greece--—we

33Byrnes, Speaking Frankly, pe 300
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could not furnish military equipment but would do everything
possible to help economically.“34 Subsequently, as the
Soviet Union renewed "the demand for base rights in the
Straits," Byrnes recorded that he advised Turkey Y“that the
revigion of the Montreux Convention should be the subject of
an international conference," and "Defense of the Straits
+ « « 8hould be based upon, and administered in accordance
with, the purposes and principles of the United Nations.”35
On March 1, 1947,_“the British Government informed the United
States that it could give no further economic or milltary
ald to Greece and Turkey after March 31.”36

As a result, Congressional.leaders were called to the
White House; the facts of the situation of Turkey and Greece
were presented to them by Truman and Marahall.37 Of the
meeting, Vandenberg wrote that "Britain, in extreme economic
distress herself, now was forced to pull out of Greece and
end economic and military aia,n38 Likewise, "Greece was

threatened by civil war with the Communists who were--

34Byrnes, Speaking Frankly, p. 301,

351Ibid.
361p14.

37Vandenberg, Jr., and Morrie, The Private Papers of
Senator Vandenberg, p. 338.

381bia.
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prior to Tito's defeetioh—-supported from Yugoslavia, Bul-
garia, and Albania."39 It seemed that economic collapse
of Greece was ilnevitable and Communist control a certainty.

President Truman, in attempting to resolve the crisis,
appeared before Congress on March 12, 1947, and asked "the
Congress to provide authority for assistance to Greece ahd *
Turkey 1nvthe amount of $400,000,000 for the period ending

o The Preslident based his demand on his

June 30, 1948"
belief that our policy must be to give financial and economic
ald "to supporst free peoples who are registing attempted '
sub jugation by armed minorities or by outside pressures."ul
While the debate in Congress continued, Wallace began to
attack the program. His criticism developed the ideas that
(1) it was a radical change in American foreign policy;

(2) although Truman juétified it in the name of crisis, it
was not a war crisis; (3) it bore no relation to the real
crisis--the destitute people of the world; and (4) it was
apt to widen the gap between the United States and the So-

vie‘l:.LF2 Aé an alternative, Wallace proposed an "all-out

39Vandenberg, Jr., and Morris, The Private Papers of
Senator Vandenberg, p. 338.

“OChamberlain and Snyder, American Foreign Pollicy,
p. 573.

4l1pid., pp. 572-73.

425enry A. Wallace, "The Fight for Peace Begins,"
The New Republic, CXVI (March 24, 1947), 12-13.
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worldwide reconstruction program for peace," under the or-
_ganlzation of the United Nations and financed by the "Inter-
national Bank.“43

Wallace was opposed to aid if its chief purpose was to
maintain either the British rule, or the existing government
of Greece, which he felt was repressive and taxed the poor
for the benefit of the rich. If the loan was made, sald
Wallace, it should be made through thg superviéion of an
international commission. The funds should be used for the
purposes of rehablilitation and reconstruction. In the matter
of the Turkish loan, Wallace maintained "there is not a
shred of evidence before the American people to justify

giving her a2 loan."uu

The European tour. After Wallace had resigned from

the Cabinet, he had been invited by Kingsley Martin of The
New Statesman and Nation, a socialist weekly published in

London, to go there and express his views. Wallace wrote
as follows in regards to his invitation:

Kingsley Martin 1s one of those Britishers who
doesn't like the idea that England's function in the
next war is to serve as an advanced air base for which
the United States will furnish atom bombe and eventually

43yWallace, "The Fight for Peace Begins," The New
Republic, 13.

44Henry A, Wallace, "The Truman Doctrine--or a
Strong UN," The New Republic, CXVI (March 31, 1947), 13.
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the men after Britain has been destroyed. He was de-
lighted to find an American who had another point of
-view. I agreed to go to England long before the Truman
Doctrine was announced. '

Accompanied to La Guardia airfield by Jo Davidson,
the Co-chairman of the Progressive Citizens of America,
Wallace issued the statement to the reporters that “he was
allergic to all imperialiem and use of force," which he
regarded as no golution to the world's problems.""6 On this
occasibn Wallaée declared his remedy‘to be "the application
oflthe widespread principles of.Justice and liberty."u?
Wallace-left for London in April, 1947; he was accompanied

on the tour by Michael Straight (The New Republic), Ned

Roberts (United Press), EQ Campbell (Associated Press), John
Chabot Smith (Herald Tribune), and Honor Balfour (Time).u8

In England, Wallace was joined by Ellis Smith, MP.

‘Ih Englaﬁd, Wallace was given many opportunities to
present his viewpoints to the English people. He delivered
addresses at London, Manchester, Liverpool, and Stokes-on-
Trent. The facilities of the BBC were extended to him on

two occasions; meetings with members of Parllament were made

possible,

45Wallace, Toward World Peace, p. 10.

46rne New York Times, April 8, 1947.

471p14.

484enry A. Wallace, "Report from Britain," The New
Republic, CXVI (April 28, 1947), 12.
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In a press conference on April 9, Wallace warned that
"there is being established in the next three months a kind
of pattern i&ruman_Doctrine] which, if it hardens, will lead
us to war;" while, he referred to the United Stafes and the
Soviet Union as “two great glants getting ready for a death
struggle."49 On being pressed for his solution to prevent
such a struggle,
e « o his replies, though they varied slightly, all
boiled down to his well-known contention [said The New
York Times] that to oppose Russia and Communism could

lead only to depression and war, whereas the only peace-
ful course was to seek ‘understanding' with the

Russians.>0

Wallace carried his attack on the Truman Doctrine further in
an address, delivered April 11, 1947, at Central Hall in

Loondon:

I am opposed to the President'!s program of uncondi-
tional loans to anti-Soviet Governments, becsuse I
believe it bears no relation to the needs of the world.

+ ¢ o This two-world program is costly and it 1ls fu-
tile. It is undertaken in the name of stopping fommunism.
Inatead, it will lead to Communist revolutions.?

Again as a solution to many of the world!s problems, Wallace
continued to recommend that fifty billion dollars be spent
by the United Nations on world reconstruction.sz "The

Truman Doctrine of aid to Greece and Turkey was simply an

49The New York Times, April 10, 1947.

501bid.
51Tbid., April 12, 1947.
521pi4d.
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Tamazing political maneuver! intended to steal the thunder

of the Red issue from the Republicans," charged Wallace, in
53

the same address.

When Wallace'!s comments reached the Senate, much crit-
icism developed. Senator James O. Kastland, Mississippi,
commented:

America has grown and thrived . . . upon the politi-
cal differences of its citizens. Any American citizen,
be he proud or humble, is privileged to criticize,
vociferously if he will, any policy 6f the American

_Government.

But I do not believe our history records an instance
of a man who has been honored to the extent that former
Vice-President of the United States Henry A. Wallace
had been honored, who has flown to a forelgn country
and attempted to induce the friends and allies of his
country to desert her.

No American citizen has the moral right to conspire
with foreign peoples in order to undermine and to weaken
"the hend of his country. The least that can be sgld 1is
that Mr. Wallace is performing a grave dlsservice to the
American people when he attempte to induce Great Britain
to desert the United Stagﬁs and thereby force us to sail
the perilous seas alone.

In Manchester on April 12, 1947, "Wallace struck out
at what he termed the imperialism clique in the Unlted States
and its British sympathizers," while, "he ridiculed the 1idea

that the United States should become empire—minded."55 In

537he New York Times, April 12, 1947.

 Sk1b1da,
55Ipid., April 13, 1947.
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referring to the Greek and Turkish aid program, Wallace
cen@ured the thought that a "band of rugged volunteers in
the Greek Mountains! presented "such terrible threat to the
world that the President had to address Congress as though
another Pearl Harbor had struck America.”56 "We cannot buy
off world communism," warned Wallace, "any more than we can
suppress the idea of communism by force of arma, 57

While Wallace presented his address, the feeling
against Wallace increased 1in intensity. Senator Vandenberg
commented: "I think 1t is a shocking thing when an American
citizen goes abroad to organize the world Against his own
Government."58 Senator George "asserted that Mr. Wallace's
attitude was 'most hurtful to the purposes and policies of
our country;t! while, another opinion came from Senator
Fulbright: "I don't know what he is up to. His speech
gounded just as though it had been written in the Kremlin.“59 '

Speaking at Liverpool, England, on April 13, 1947,
Wallace defied his American critice and told the National
Union of Students that he was within his legal rights in
hitting out at American foreign policy and intended to con-

56The New York Times, April 13, 1947.

571bid.
581bia.
591p14.
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tinue to do so on his tour.

In an address over BBC, April 13, 1947, according to
The Times, "Mr. Wallace spoke of poverty as the main cause
of war and called for economic cooperation between the
nations of the world.“60> "Thé'immense povwer and wealth of
America," said Wallace, "is being used for strategic and
military purposes rather than to raise the standard of
living in countries which could become a great market fbr
Ameridan exports.“61 Wallace advocated, as a basis of peace,
a world New Deal similar tovthe one introduced in the United
States by President Roosevelt, which would cope with the_
problem of communism in Asia. Wallace felt that a new
"national awakening® had afisenbin Asia, which would cause
1ts peoples to turn to communism unless the United States
worked for the interests of the common man.62

In thevUnited States bipartisan demands were made that
the passport of Henry A. Wallace be revoked. Requests that
he be prosecuted for his activities and utterances abroad
arose in the House of Representatives. J. Parnell Thomas,

Chairman of the House Committee on Un-American Activities,

60The Times, April 16, 1947.
6lne New York Times, April 1k, 1947,

621p1d.
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thought the Logan Act63 of 1799 ¢* [GOVered] 'Wallace like a
cloak,!" and he believed *it was the 'obligation' of the
Justice Department, he held, to take action.®® Wallace
replied insisting that only if a state of war existed could
he be charged with "treasonable utterances" and by pointing
out "the fact ﬁhat such words as 'treason' have been used in
describing my trip indicates that in the minds of the men
who used these phrases we actually are at war.“65

In England a8 well as in America, criticism mounted.

The Dally Mall commented:

Last September an authoritative American voice said:
tWe like the British as individuals, but to make Britain
the key to our foreign poliecy would be the height of
folly.! The speaker was Henry Wallace.

Now he .should try to explain in words that really mean
gsomething whether he thinke Britain should be !the Key!
or not, and how it is to be done. - And he should not

- make offensive remarks about members of ogg political
party in the country where he is a guest.

The Spectator said that "it is difficult to know what benefit

has accrued to anyone from Mr, Henry Wallacels visit;!

63Th.e Logan Act prohibits any American citizen from
dealing with a foreign government or its agents in a matter
in dispute between the countries or to defeat the measure of -
the Government of the United States. The law provides the
maximum penalties of $5,000 in fines and imprisonment for

three years.
64Tne New York Timee, April 15, 1947,

é51b1d., April 14, 1947,

661p14.
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although "1t seems clear that Mr. Wallace's speeches in
England have distinctly strengthened President Truman's

position in America." "That," said The Spectator, “provides

congiderable justification for the invitation extended to
Mr. Wallace from this 31de.“67 From the same publication,
Sir Norman Angell commented on Wallacels critical state~
ments: “Nowhere in the world or in history has the common
man of Mr. Wallacels orstory attained so high a standard of
living as undér the much abused economy."68

Criticism also appeared in Parliament, “Lord Van-
sittart said that the critics of Mr. Bevin had imported the
'woolly Mr. Wallace! at a time when he was likely to em-
barrass the Foreign Secretary in the conduct of his arduous
and thankless task."®?

Lord Barnby asked the Government on what basls on
their visite to this country was radio time allocated
by the B.B.C. to former Cabinet Ministers of existing
administrations of friendly foreign countries when they
were known currently to be a varlance with the funda-
mental policies of their former colleagues,"?0

Lord Swinton thought that "Mr. Wallace appeared to be as
well equipped to deal with Communism as was a rabbit to deal

671rhe Spectatof, April 18, 1947.

681p1da., April 25, 1947.
69mne Times, April 30, 1947.
701p14.
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with a boa constrictor.”71 The Manchester Guardlan attacked

Wallace in respect to Communism: "One is left with the
impression," it said, "which is certainly.false, that in
the world today Russia remains passive and inert, the help-
less victim of American expansion.“72

On April 15, Wallace was a guest of some Bfitish
Members of Parliament at a lurncheon and at a dinner held in
his honor in the House of Coﬁmons. He attended a session of
the House of Commons and then discussed scientific farming
with the Minister of Agriculture. The next day, Wallace
brought his British visit to a closg by addressing a big
all-party evening meeting at the House of Commons. In this
final meeting, Wallace was given a letter of sincere thanks
and appreciation, signed by 111 Laborite members.

Wallacé had aroused Churchill b& his critical speeches
in England. After the former's departure from England, the
ex-Prime Minister warned the British people to counteract
Wallace‘s influence: "Great Britain is 'being drawn to
ruin,!'" Churchill said, "and the empire !scattered and

squandered.'"73 Churchill alkudsd to Wallace as "one of

7lpne Times, April 30, 1947.
727ne Manchester Guardian, April 17, 1947.

73The New York Times, April 19, 1947.
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'that happlly small minority of crypto—Communists.‘“74 This
statement began an exchange of critical comments with Wallace
as he continued on his tour.75

Wallace had advbcated that he had the same privilege
that.Churchlll had exercized at Fulton, Missouri, To this
statement, Churchill said pointedly, that “when I am abroad,
I always make it a rule never to criticlize or to attack the
Government of my own country;“ but, "I make up for lost time
‘when I get home,“76 Wallace replied from Stockholm: "I
refused to be disturbed by name-~calling or hatred, no matter
how distinguished the source from which the name-calling
comes, "7 7 Pursuing the subject, Wallace commented that *it
is a source of sorrow that Britain!s great fighting leader
cannot use his genius in fighting for peace.“78 Churchill
replied commenting that “war isn't inevitable, but it wquld
be inevitable if Britain and the United States were to follow

740n being asked to define a erypto-Communist, Church-
i1l explained a crypto-Communist as "one who has not the
moral courage to explain the destination for which he 1s
making." Later, Churchill said Wallace was not a crypto-
Communist but "foregathered with such persons 1n England.®
See The New York Times for April 19-20, 1947,

75The New York Times, April 19, 1947;
761p14. -
77;2_3__2.

781pid., April 20, 1947.
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the policy of appeaéement and one-sided disarmament which
brought about the last war."’? Wallace presented his posi-
tion on April 21, 1947: "I have more falth that what can
be accomplished at the International Trade Conference in
Geneva willl have more effect than the great increase in arm-
sments, which is what Mr.AChurchill auggests.“80

Meanwhile, as the exchange of views was taking place,
the largest conference ever to be held by the British
Liberal Party was meeting at Bournemouth, England, April
25, 1947.%1 The Party repudiated Wallace's ideas on for-
eign pollcy and endorsed the Truman Doctrine.

While his debate with Churchill continued, Wallace
_proceedéd to Scandinavia. The news of the.Wallace contro-
versy with his Government had preceded him. The American
Btate Department representatives would have nothing to 4o
with the remainder of his tour; consequently, his contacts
became more often with leftist groups in his host countries.
Similarly, Wallace was met at the airport in Stockholm by a
ginging chorus of carpenters, bricklayers, and metal workers.

In talking with the Social Democrats of Sweden,

Wallace learned many of their problems as seen through a

79The New York Times, April 21, 1947.

801bi4.
8l1p14., April 25, 1947.
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socialist outlook. The Soclalists told Wallace that Sweden
feared Soviet expansioniat tendencies because Sweden had
often been the aggressor agalnst Russia in past history.
Sweden was worried about the increasing tension between
America and the Soviet because the Swedes wished to maintain
friendly relations with both countries. As the only alterna-
tive to Soviet coal, American coal was both expensive in
price and inferior in quality; it was necessary therefore,
for Sweden to secure coal from the Soviet Union. To golve
her proble@s, Sweden needed financial assistance from an
agency such as the International Bank for Reconstruction and
Development.

In Norway, Wallace found that Haakon Lie, Secretary .
General of the Norweglan Labor Party and Wallace's host,
combined a deep love of America with a desire for friendship
with Russia and a desire for Norway to go her own way in
peace. In the United Nations, Lie desired an equal partner-
ship between large nations and independence for the smaller
nations. In this land which still showed traces of Germah
occupatioh, Wallace was "reminded that the world is one;
this [Norwegian] audience, in looks and attitude, was like

any comparable group in our own Middle West.“sz Lie

Bzﬁenry A. Wallace, t3candinavia--Between Two Worlds,"
The New Republie, CXVI (May 5, 1947), 14.
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predicted that Wallace in a return visit would find Norway
changed: "For the better . + . « We have ended the infla-
tionj now we shall end poverty.ﬁ83

From Norway, Wallace went to Denmark, where he was
met by a Danish businessman, Paul Hagerup. Here the hosts
of Wallace, the Social Democrats, were made up largely of
the resistance leaders during the German occupation. 1In
Copenhagen, Wallace found a great deal of pro-German feeling
and a fear of Russia. The Danes, Wallace wrote, had been
disappbinted because of the fallure of England to make the
delivery of promised goods and they desired to renew trade
with a more prosperous Germany. Denmark, an agricultural
nation, wase shqrt of dollars with which to purchase live-
stock feed, oll-cake, and fertilizer. Likewilsge, it was
short of machinery which only America could provide; unfor-
tunately America was a nation that 1mported very little from
Denmark. Denmark, Wallace learned, had made an application
to the Export-Import bank; her application for a loan of
$50,000,000 was rejected on the ground that the International
Bank would soon be operating. This rejection, sald Wallace,
led Denmark to wonder if it would not be better "for her to
turn instead toward trade with Eastern Europe and the

" _*“"

83Wa11ace,'”Scandinaviau-Between Two Worlds," The New
Republic, 14.
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vss. 84

From Denmark, Wallace flew to France. In this coun-
try, Wallace was shunned by most political leaders because
of his critical attitude toward Washington. However, he was
able to meet many of the Socialist and Communist leaders who
became his principal gource of information. In France,
Wallace found that a critical need existed for coal, wheaf,
basic farm as well as factory machinery, and machine tools.
"If American aid is given to France on a non-political basis,
then democracy will be stfengthened,” wrote Wallace; on the
~other hand, "any attempt to use America's tremendous economic
power to drive Francevto the Right and into an anti-Soviet
bloc may end in bloodshed."85 Wallace was alsd given the
opportunity to address the Foreign Affairs Committee of the
French Chamber of Deputles in rggards to Russia. On this

occasion, Wallace advocated,

e o o in view of the fact that the United States was the
only country capable of supplying Russian needs, that the
Unlted States make Russia a large, long-time loan at low
interest rates as a pggt of an over-all program for
world reconstruction.

Although Wallace was opposed to political loans, he wanted

84yallace, "Scandinavia--Between Two Worlds," The New
Republic, 45.

85Henry A. Wallace, "Report on France," The New
Republic, CXVI (May 12, 1947), 1z. .

86Wa11ace, Toward World Peace, p. 12.
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safeguards on such a loan that the money would be used "on
behalf of the common man in rebuilding the world."87

In conferences with the French leaders, Wallace leanned
the Communists of France felt that friction between the
United States and the Soviet would be disastrous for French
foreign trade. The French Communiegts were also alarmed by
President Truman'!s Waco, Texas, address in which he said that
"America valued freedom, including freedom of enterprise,
more than peace."88 This "was used in France to create the
impression that America would oppose the nationalization of
French industry and the presence of the Communists in the
government.“89 Above all, the French Communists disliked the
idea that American aid would be given only if Communists were -
to be removed from the government. The Communists were con-
sidered as indigenous in France and extremely powerful. They
‘were supported by the peasants and middle classes, largely
because of the respect they earned during the period of
occupation. If the leftist groups would be removed from

government, it would lead to violence and bloodshed.?0

87Wallace, Toward World Peace, p. 12.
‘-88Wallace, "Report on France," The New Republic, 1l4-15.

891v14., p. 15.

I0pacte used in describing the Communists are taken
from "Report on France,' p. 15,
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Wallace "left Europe [September 26, 194?] to return
to the Unlted States after a busy seventeen day speaking tour
that had carried him to five western European countries;® a
Journey that he regarded as a peace mission "to rally world
opinion against the dangers arising from Soviet-American
rivalry.“gl

Arriving home Sunday, April 27, at La Guardia Field,
Wallace was greeted by 50 enthusiasts shouting: "We want
Henryi%92 In addreesing this group, Wallace stressed the
fact that people in Europe were more'concerned about peace
than we are, and that we were on our way to ruthless imperi-
alism., He believed that the Truman Doctrine had brought
France to the brink of civil war and would divide the world
into warring factions. Wallace sald also that he had gone
to Europe not to criticize the United States but to streng-

then world peace.

The transcontinental tour. In May, 1947, Wallace be-

gan a tour of the United States by traveling to the Midwest.
Although the announced purposes of his trip were to express
his viewpoints on world peace and to criticize the Admini-

stration, the journey provided an excellent opportunity to

91the New York Times, April 27, 1947.

921p1d., April 28, 1947.
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assess the political situation in the United States. On

" May 23, The United News commented:
Henry Wallace, on a barnstormingrtrip through the
Middle West, 18 accusing the President of sgelling out
to the Republicans. He says the Truman foreign policy
is being directed by the Republicans, and drope hints
that a new, liberal political party is taking shape.’3
Wallace himself recorded that "disturbing divisions within
the progressive movement alone prevented the swift emergence
of a new political force in American 111‘8.“9’+ On June 6,

The United States News commented:

For the moment, Mr. Wallace simply is trying to alter
the direction of the Democratic Party, inside the party.
But the threat of a third party is plain. And such a
party would take votes any from Mr. Truman, not from
his Republican opponent.

Significantly, Wllace bellieved that he had found on his
tour a new spirit stirring which was being ignored by the
ma jJor political parties.96

Writing of his Midwest tour, Wallace reported that the

Minnesota farmers "blamed the 80th Congress for failing to

93The United States News, XXII (May 23, 1947), 22.
(The United States News didn't become The United States News

and World Report until July, 1948).

9“Henry A. Wallace, "Report from the Middle West,"
The New Republic, CXVI (May 26, 1947), 11,

95The United States News, XXII (June 6, 1947), 28.

96Wallace, loc cit.
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support farm commitments made by the 79th Congress."97 In
Chicago, Wallace found that Mayor Kennelly had made a start
in civic reform, but that the CIO, where Wallace hoped for
support, was divided.98 From the situation in Detroit,
Wallace believed that its many workers should provide the
strongest progreasive political organization in America.
Wallace commented: “The U.A.W., with 891,000 members, is
the largest and most democratic union in America," however,
- "most of their energy is expended in factionalism."?? For
this reason, Wallace urged "the progressives to stop hating

each other and to wake up."lQO

Ffom Detroit, Wallace flew to Austin, Texaé, to speak
at a mass meeting at the University of Texas. The meeting
was arranged by the tAmerican Veteran's Committee, a group
that invariably brought together the ablest and most pro-
gressivevvetefans in each community.”101 Having been warned

by a friend that the press opposed the meetiﬁg, Wallace was

97Wallace, "Report from the Middle West," The New
Republic, 1l.

981bid., p. 37.
991v1d., pp. 37-38.
1001pi4., p. 38.

101Henry A. Wallace, "Report from the Southwest," The
New Republic, CXVI (June 2, 1947), 1l.
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met in Austin by five boys, led by the son of an oil pro-
ducer--all waving red flags and singing the Internation-
ale.lo2 In spite of this demonstration, "an audience of
10,000," said Wallace, "cheered every assertion of liber-
alism, a8 loudly and as long as the progressives of Chicago

and Detroit had done."103

Wallace traveled from Austin to Los Angeles, Cali-
fornia. In the Alexandria Hotel, Wallace met with the offi-
cials from AFL, the Railroad Brotherhood, and the CIO. |
Wallace recorded that he found among them great concern over
the Taft-Hartley bill and the effects of the Truman Doc-
trine.2%% Because of the political dissatisfaction, labor,
gald Wallace, was being driven to political unity and action.
Congressional cuts 1in reclamation projects had hampered
development in the Central Valley project of California. Re-
sentment against the Republicans, Wallace learned, was rising
as the voters came to believe the motive was not 8o much

" economy but pressure from large farming 1ntereste.105

102yal1ace, "Report from the Southwest," The New
Republic, 11.
1031b14.

10471pi4., p. 12.
1051bid., p. 35.
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Trouble also existed between the vast shipping interests,
who had large stakes in the Southern Pacific and the exten-
slon of American power abroad, and the longshoremen, who felt
the ship owners were trying to break their union. Labor had
begun to think that both parties were against their interests.
They were dissatisfled with the state legislature one-party
government and the one-party press; they disliked the system
in California, which permitted a candidate to file on every
ticket. This method had allowed Warren, a Republican, to
win the endorsement of the Democratlic Party and become its
titular head with his election.as Governor of California.l06
In this California viglit, Wallace was denied the use of the
Hollywood Bowl in Loa Angeles and the University Campus 1in
Berkeley; neverfheless, his meeting at Gilmore Stadium, Los
Angeles, and on a street corner in Berkeley were well

attended.107

Wallace believed on the basis of his findings on his
transcontinental trip that the greatest story in the United

States was the "awakening of the farmers.“108 Everywhere in

106Henry A. Wellace, "Report from California," The
New Republic, CXVI {(June 9, 1947), 12,

107gee "Report from the Southwest,! and "Report from
California."

1°8Henry A. Wallsce, "Repdért on the Farmers," The
New Republic, CXVII (June 30, 1947), 12.
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the Western and Northwestern states, Wallace_believed that
he found a new progressive movement developing. Ih James-
town, North Dakota, a two-day conference was held for founding
the Farmer Union Progressive Alliance. The alliance was
open to all the citizens of North Dakota; on the other hand,
it was hoped the movement would spread to other states. The
farmers in North Dakota were concerned with the Government's
cutting back reclamation service and crop 1nsurance.lo9 In
Colorado, Wallace found similar problems existed, aggravated
by a record crop of wheat which threatened a shortage of
elevator storage space and freight cars.llo This situation
caugsed the governors of the wheat producing states to demand

federal action to purchase and ship wheat for overseas re-

lief,

Wallace believed that '"wheat and cotton prices will be
the first to break when depression hits America.“lll Lee
Fryer, farm ecdnomist of the Farmers! Union, remarked to
Wallace as follows:

The farmers are losing faith in the leadership of

the political parties. . . . More and more they have
a feeling of futility. They feel as if they are little

109Wallace, “Report on the Farmers," The New Republie,

13.
1101p14,

111l1ps4.
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men who don't count and can't control evente,ll?
Fryer, sald Wallace, felt the farmers had had the opportunity
to govern their own lives through the committee system as it
was set up under the AAA, but that "the committee system and
the whole program are being destroyed.“ll3 In addition,
Fryer predlcted that "the farmers believe that a depression
is coming, and that when prices break, Congress will default
on its obligations to maintain farm prices. That means the
last opportunity for the small farmer willl be gone.“llu
Wallace found in Billings, Montana, a group of 40
citizens to meet him as his plane made a half-hour stop at
midnight. Wallace wrote concerning this impromptu meeting:
One after another, ag we sat in the airlines terminal,
members of the group stood up to talk. Many were o0ld-
timers, such as one who had carried the first hundred
copies of the old Socialist paper, Appeal %o Reason,
into North Dskota. They were all angry men and women.
'We don't live in a free country here,! Kinney an
automobile dealer sald. 'Our boys work in a slave

market. Their wages are rigged by the employers®! associ-
ation.,!

'When Mr. Sutton called me tonight, I telephoned the
radio statiens and saild I'd pay for an announcement that
your were coming. They refused. The press won't even
mention any opposition now. We just aren't free any

more, !

112ya11ace, "Report on the Farmers," The New Republie,

13.
1131p14., p. 37.
1141p14.
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'As far as a free press and radio telling us the
truth 1s concerned, we live in the darkest Africa here
in Billings.' '

To me it was alarming to listen to these angry voices.
To believe in democracy, Americans must believe that they
are getting the truth. Without the truth t eg cannot
intelligently direct our free institutions. 1

From Iowa, Wallace reported, a situation not unlike
other western states. He wrote: | .

Everyone I talked with critieized Gongress for killing
the AAA, but everyone admitted that the farmers were
rolling in money. . « « In every county in Iowa the
leading farmers. think that trouble is coming, and while
they say the death of the AAA farm program was a tragedy,

they don't believe the farmer generally will become in-
dignant until low prices arrive.

L] L 4 * * . - - L d . LJ - * * * * * . . - - * L * - * - . L]

There is an extraordinary complacency in Iowa these
days, but at the same time a great underlying fear,11

In July, Wallace traveled to North Carolina where he
met Josephus Daniels, the Secretary of Navy under Wilsoh.
Daniels had a great distrust of big buesiness and the mili-
tary interests of the cquntry.ll7 For that reason, he

feared the outlook of the world was very dark and thought,

115ya1lace, "Report on the Farmers," The New Republig,

38,

115Henry A. Wallace, "Report from Iowa," The New
Republic, CXVII (July 7, 1947), 15, 35.

1174enry A. Wallace, "Report on the South," The New
Republic, CXVII (July 14, 1947), 14,
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8ald Wallace, the future promised long years of domination by
the military powers. Similarly, Daniels feared big business
would be in a position to dominate the country.ll8 From
this North Carolina visgit; Wallace recalled that meeting,
held for an unsegregated'audience at Raleigh, was the most
- interesting of the trip: ,

This unsegregated political meeting, with 2,700
pald admissions, was further evidence to me that those
sincere Southern liberals who believe it is necessary to
maintalin certain undemocratic !traditions’ for political
effectiveness, are grossly mistaken.ll9
In Alabama, Wallace found the progressives were ald-
ing Governor Folsom against a combine of northern industri-
alists and aristocratic Southern 1eaders; which tended to
keep the Negro in peona.ge.120 This situation led Wallace to
gay: "I am convinced that progressive Americans must con-
cenfrate their politibal energlies more on the Congressional
races than on presidential campaigns," because, "the monied
interests almost invariably run the legislative bodies, ex-

cept in times of great crisis.“121 Governor Folsom, who

accompanied Wallace on his tour of the fourteen southern

118Wallace, "Report on the South," The New Republic,

14,
1191p14., pp. 14-15.

1201p44., p. 15.
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states, had been elected Governor, said Wallace, by the votes
of dirt farmers, laborers, small storekeepers, and veter-
ans.122 The farmers and the Farmers! Union in Alabama
wanted to establish a big fertilizer co-operative because
they accused the fertillizer companies of limiting production
in order to control prices. From the South, Wallace re-
ported: "At base, the pfoblem of the South is the same as
it is everywhere--how to improve the standard of living by
increasing efficiency and reducing exploitation;" moreover,
he felt that "as the small farmers and businessmen of the
South really find out what has been going on, the Demoératic
Party will be a democratic party in fact as well as in
name, 4123

An October trip in 1947 to the New England states
caused Wallace the report that the New Englanders were con-
cerned about the "course of our present foreign policy and
the failure to take steps which will either avert or cushion
the oncoming depression.“lzu New England was faced with

gserious problemse, wrote Wallace, as both manufacturing and

agriculture declined. Wallace thought the solutlion to the

122ya11ace, "Report on the South," The New Republic,

15.
1231pia., p. 32.

124Henry A. Wallace, "New England Today," The New
Republic, CXVII (October 20, 1947), 10. '
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problem lay partly in New England's need for cheap power
which could be obtained by developing the Merrimack,
Connecticut, and 8t. Lawrence Rivers. In Claremont, New
Hampshire, Wallace found the town meeting type of government
still in existence. Out of a population of 15,000 in Clare-
mont, only a few hundred citizens attended the town meetings
called to make major decisions. Wallace commented: "The
abdication of responsibility by so many citizens is the
greatest threat to our country. We have the machinery for

‘political democracy, but we still haven't used it."125

'The Palestine tour. In the autumn of 1947, Wallace

turned his attention to the problems of Palestine.126 Wal-

lace became interested in seeing conditions in Palestine from

two standpoints: (1) as a problem of the United Nations;

1254a11ace, "New England Today," The New Republic, 11l.

126por the first eleven months of 1947, Palestine, a
trouble spot, was under the rule of the Britlish High Commisgsion
supported by some 100,000 soldiers and policemen. The British,
after a London Conference with Arab and Jewish leaders had
failed in January, requested a special meeting of the United
Nations General Assembly at Lake Success in May, 1947, to
work out an acceptable plan to partition Palestine. On
August 31, 1947, seven members of a United Nations Special
Commission on Palestine submitted a report which recommended
the partitioning of Palestine into a Jewlsh state, an Arab
gtate, and a separate city of Jerusalem. The transition from
a British mandate would be supervised by an United Natlons
Commission. The Jews were agreeable to the report, but the
Arabs opposed it. Trouble broke into the open in December

1947, and continued through 1948.
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and (2) as a locale using scientific methods applied to

agriculture and reclamation. In The New Republic, he wrote:

"I want to see what is being done in the way of plant and
animal husbandry, the new plastics industry, the possibili-
ties of a Jordan Valley Authority for hydroelectric power
and irrigation, and many other things.“127

Wallace reached Palestine on November 3, 1947, after
a 44 hour flight from New York to Lydda airport, some 40
minutes from Jerusalem. An address of Wallace, which favored
the United Nations' plan for partitioning Palestine, had been
printed in the local papers and led the British to furnish
him with an armed guard. Nevertheless, Wallace found little
of the tension that he had been led to expect. Concerning
the Jewish attitude toward the Palestine problem, Wallace

wrote:

There'!s no hysteria. They face the facts as they are.
They know there is still a long road ahead for a Jewish
state which « + « 18 not conceived as a theocracy but as
a democracy with full citizenship rights regardless of
race, religion or national origin. They are convinced
that there must be a solution and soon. The are not
happy about partition. But if partition is the only way
to achieve a Jewish state . « . then partition must be

accepted.

L L ¢ o * o L . . - s @ L] * . . . . . o L] [ . . [ 4 . - .

Just before we left, Ell1 Ostrovsky, ohe of the

127Henry A. Wallace, "Trip to Palestine," The New
Republic, CXVII (October 13, 1947), 1l. - T
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settlers, summed up the work of Bet Haarava in brief,
memorable words: 'Please understand, we don't want to
take land from others. We want to build land. What we
are doing here is using land that has never been used
before. All we ask is the opportunity to be like any
other people anywhere elgse in the world.' It is this
spirit which is my strongest first impression of modern
Jewish Palestine. I am impressed with the willingness
to work, the eagerness to apply science to the solu-
tion of human problems and the atmosphere of great
courage %g facing the most difficult problems of
nature.l

Wallace traveled over Palestine, seeing its Biblical
geography as well as the birth of a new experiment'in an Yold
historic land."29 Despite the aifficulties, Wallace be-
lieved that if progress continued "Palestine may be one of
the loveliest garden spots of the world."3% 1n a 1ater

igsue of The New Republic, Wallace described the new experi-

ment as follows:

In once barren sand dunes we bent under the branches
of orange trees laden with fruit. In northern Palestine,
where the River Jordan flows into Lake Huleh, we stepped

" into a small boat and headed into the interior of the
great Huleh Swamp. . « . We pushed our way through a
narrow channel overhung with Egyptian papyrus, and later
Jumped out upon a black peat bog which shook under our
footsteps. Farmers of this region have for centuries
been weakened by malaria--carrled by mosquitoes bred in
this swamp. Today the Jews are pianning to drain and
gettle this entipe area.

A people concerned with cash returns alone would
choose easier field of endeavor. There aren't any easy

1284enry A. Wallace, "First Impressions of Palestine,"®
The New Republic, CXVII (November 3, 1947), 12-13.

1291114,
130Henry A. Wallace, "The Conquerors of the Negev,"
The New Republic, CXVII (November 10, 1947), 4.
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fields in {glestine. But the needs of immigration are
desperate,131 '

Because of the great difficulties, said Wallace, the
land is beyond the resourcefulness of the individual; hence,
the Jews resorted to collective effort.132 Wallace wrote
that three kinds of collectives existed. The first type,
Kibbutz, had a town meeting form of Government. Under this
system, the settlers lived in a communal hall with separate
roomg. No wages were paid to the workers, who received only
pocket money. A second type, Moshav Shitufi, was a modified
form. Many war veterans lived in this arrangement owning
thelr own homes., A third type, Moshav Ovdim, provided each
member with his own ground. Waliace asked a third generation
Palestinian private farmer 'whether private-enterprisé farm-
ers or collective settlers contribute more to the‘develop—'
menﬁ of new agricultural methods . . .?“133 The farmer

thought the,

e o o individual farmer fyas] possibly afrald to take
responsibility for error, while in the Kibbutz declsions
for new directions are taken by the membership, so the
responsibility is shared. . . « A8s a result, there 1s
likely to -be more progress along such lines 1n the

Kibbutzim. i34

131lwgllace, "The Conquerors of the Negev," The New
Republic, 4. ' : :

1321p4,

133;§;g., p. 10.

1341p14.
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In his investigation of labor, Wallace found a unique
labor organization called the Histadrut. This consisted of,
e« ¢« » One hundred seventy-five thousand wage and salary
workers [office workers], both industrial and agricul-
tural, are members of the Hlistadrut, which is particular-
ly noteworthy because of 1ts operations of gome of the
ggggg.iggustries of Jewish Palestine through the Solel
The Solel Boneh, the largest roadbuilding contractor of the
Middle East, ran a transportation system, a rubber and tire
plant, a glassmaking plant, a cement factory and others. The
membership of the Solel Boneh owned and conducted it on
principles of "national ownership of the land, self-labor
on the farm, mutual ald and development, and purchasing and
marketing 60—0pé.“136
On the basis of his Palestine visit, Wallace thought
that Jew and Arab must‘live together in a land iong beset by
difficulties and they would rise wiﬁh the United Nations.
#Trom now on/! he wrote, "the Un, the USSR, the U3, the
British, the Jews, and the Arabs are tled together in a

drama which can end in degeneration and death or 1ln coopera-

tion between the participants.?l37 Wallece believed that 1f

L35Wallace, "The Conquerors of Negev," The New Repub-
ic, 11.

g

1361p1d., p. 12.

137Henry A. Wallace, "Palestine: the UN's Task,“ The
New Republic, CXVII (December 15, 1947), 15.
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co-operation failed "the end result [?oulé] be violent
revolution in the Arab lands and new chaos in the Middle
East, 4138 |

Wallace had been given an opportunity in his own
country as well as abroad to present his views and to learn

problems for many peoples:

In the space of two months I spoke in flve countries
and fourteen states to nearly 300,000 people face to face.
More and more I reached the concluslons that I was
gpeaking, not primarily as a citizen of the United
States, but a8 one of millions of world citizens on
behalf of a world program for recongtruction in which
the help of the United States, Russia, and Britain 1is
absolutely vital.

More and more I reached  the conclusion that my su-
preme objective was to destroy the feeling that war
between: the United States and Russia was inevitable.
Again and again I said I hoped that various types of
gocialism would succeed in Western Europe, communiem in
Russia, capltalist democracy in the United States, and
that all three would live in peace with each other.

Soon after Wallace returned to this country, he em-
barked upon a new phage of his career as the candidate for

the Presidency of the United States.

138yaliace, "Palestine: the UN's Task," The New
Republic, 15.
139Wallace, Toward World Peace, p. 13.




CHAPTER IV
CANDIDATE OF THE PROGRESSIVE CITIZENS OF AMERICA

" The political strength of Wallace seemed to be based
on many factors. The New Dealers of the Administration
tended to regard Wallace as the logical helr to Roosevelt.
Wallace's champiohship of the "Century of the Common Man"
had brought to his support Sidney Hillman and large segments
of labor. 4A1though Wallace had not materially supported
Negro!s cause as Secretary of Agriculture, most Negro leaders
favored his candidacy.l Leftist independents seemed to have
been drawn to him about the time of his mission to Asia in
1944, Most of his support appeared to come from New Dealers,
labor, Negroes, independents, and leftists.

On the other hand, Wellace had lost other sources of
political strength. He had alienated conservative leaders
such as Jesse Jones, Cordell Hull, James Byrnes, and others.
Further opposition to Wallace developed among the Democratic
6ity bosses who prevented his renomination for the Vice-
Presidency in 1944.2 His continuance in the Cabinet revived
his followers! hopes for his availability in 1948. These

1Henry Lee Moon, Balance of Power: The Negro Vote
(New York: Doubleday and Company, Inc., 1948), p. 204.

23e¢ page 28 of this manuscript.
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hopes were weakened; however, by such factors as (1) his
dismissal from the Cabinet, and (2) his difficulties with
important political figures: Secretary Byrnes, Senator Van-
denberg, Bernard Baruch, énd others.

During his public career, Wallace had been approached
on sgeveral occasions on the idea of forming a third party.
One group which was most concerned in the formation of a
third party and which advocated Wallace ée a leader, was the
Independent Committee of Arts, Sciences, and Professions.
This liberal group was later expanded into the Progressive
Citizens of America. The original committee reputedly had
been formed in 1944 by Red agents working in-the background.
Louis Budenz, a one-time Communist worker, tells the story

in his writing, Men Without Faces:3

The commlittee was created in my office in the Dailly
Worker, and largely at my instigation.

Ld * - . . . . L] . . . - » . . . . * . . [ . . . . » L] -

Then I proposed that we capitalize on these ‘gains?

guccess agmong the cultural classes] to strengthen the
party's leadership among American intellectuals of all
kinds. The best way, I suggested, would be to channel
our present strength into a committee for the re-elec-
tion of Mr., Roosevelt. Naturally, it would be com-
pletely under Red dominstion. We knew, of course, that
the same Red professionals who had denounced the Presi-
‘dent as %another Hitler! in 1940 could be counted on
to cheer him now, if told to.

3Louis Francis Budenz, Men Without Faces (New York:
Harpers and Brothers, 1950), pp. 219, 220, 221, 222, 268.
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« + o« the comrades on the Coast had persuaded Dr.
Robert Sproul, president of the University of California
to lend them the campus for meeting place and to let
them use the Universityt!s name as a co-sponsor [sic] of
the ewnt. Under 1ts win-the-war dress, the Congress
had been successful--and a marked triumph for the party.

The Politburo was therefore eager to go ahead with the
suggestion of our Daily Worker group. « . . We had some
difficulty at first in deciding upon a chairman, the
choice lying between a noted and handsome motion-picture
actor and the man finally gselected, Jo Davidson, the
sculptor. The Politburofs decision in favor of Davidson
rested on his !long relationship with the Party, eince
the days on his friend, Lincoln Steffin.!

. . L] » * - . [ L] L] . . . . L . - . [ . . . . . L] . - -

+ » o Ag a start, they the party workers simply got
in touch with small knots of Communiste writers, artists,
and sclentists in New York and Hollywood. These men and
women immedliately asked others, friends and acquaintances,
to join them on the Committee. Since the idea of support-
ing Roosevelt was in 1tself a popular one, an impressive
list was soon run up. « « « Then an order in the name
of the Politburo went out through our mail-drop system
to every district organizer in the country, instructing
them to mobilize their local cultural workers in like

fashion.

As usual, the Communist leaders made sure that they
had secret control of the apparatus of the organization.
That meant having enough concealed Communists on the
executive committee and in the key posts of the outfit
to exercise directing power.

Eventually the Independent Committee went through a
couple of transformations, to end up in the Progressive
Citizens of America and finally the Progressive Party.
But the special section of the Arts, Sciences and Pro-
fessions was continued as an auxiliary, to be called
upon for a big demonstrations when necessary.

. . . 3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 . . . . .

Wallace, Budenz related though not a Communist,[pad]
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the unique distinction of having been directly chosen
by the Kremlin to lead the 'progressive! political forces
in this country. Not even the top men of the American
Communist Party know what, if anything, happened during
Wallace'!s viegit to Siberia to cause the Kremlin to send

urgent directives to this country that his political
ambitions were to be supported.

Similarly, Budenz related that word from Moscow came t0 a
meeting of the National Communist Board that they were to
give all-out support to Wallace for the "Vice-Presidential
nomination at the forthcoming Democratic National Convention
(1944)."4 The message had come through Gerhart Eisler, and
was presented to a group of Communiets leaders, among whom

were Earl Browder, Eugene Dennis, Alexander Bittélman, well-

known leftist leaders.

As far as I know, Ewrote Budenz] Wallace was not told
that He had been adopted as the darling of the comrades.
There is no doubt, however, that the Communists 4did
all in their power to see that Moscow'!s wishes were
carried out. Nearly all the public sentiment which
developed in favor of Wallace during the few weeks prior
to the Democratic Convention of 1944 was fomented and
organized by the Communists.?

On other occasions, Wallace was the recipient of Communist
support or praise. The Communists, according to Budenz,
worked for his confirmation as Secretary of Commerce.6 In

April of 1945, he was singled out for pralse by Jacques

4Budenz, Men Without Faces, p. 269.

5Ibid., p. 271.

6Ibido ’ pu 272'
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'Duclos, the general secretary of the French Communist Party
and known as the "voice of Moscow to the West."’ "It is
known [éaid’Duclos that the former Vice-President of the
United States, Henry Wallace, had @enounced their evil
doings 'E;merican foreign policy] and their anti-national
policy.“8 When the American comrades booed Wallace at Madil-
gon Square Garden, they were rebuked by Moscow. In Russgla,
Pravda, a Soviet newspaper, praised Wallace for "having de~
tected and‘oppqsed Americals ‘'imperialistic designs.'"9

In August, The United States News commenting on the

"Gommunists® Shift within CIO," reported that a "third party
is listed as a must for the 1948 presidential campaign' by
the Communists,© They hoped "to rally all progressives and

democrats® (emall 4), and all those who 'desire peace and

are opposed to fascism.'" '"This group," said The United

States News, "includes the Wallace and labor forces, as

well as Communist Party members.“ll The publication believed

that "it is obvious that they expect Henry A. Wallace to

7Budenz, Men Without Faces, p. 272.

8Ivia., pp. 272-73.

91vid., p. 273.

10wcommunists! Shift within CIO," The United States
News, XXIII (August 15, 1947), 19.

1l1pia,
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lead a third party."t?

At a meeting of the Progressive Cltizens of America,
held in Philadelphia on October 4, 1947, the board of
directors criticized the Democratic Administration for be-
traying "the principals [?ic] of Franklin Roosevelt," and
predicted that such a leadership ®"will lead to disastrous
defeat of the Democratic party in 1948 and victory for the
Republic party, the main arm of reaction."13 The PCA be-
‘1ieved the international situation has become even more
eritical,' *prices have risen still further unchecked," and
fcivil liberties have even been more sharply curtailed.“ll+
"Millions of Americans,! said the PCA, *will stay away from
the polls if they are confronted with only a cholice between
two brands of reaction," whereas, "only if Mr. Wallace runs
as an 1ndependeht candidate will they have a choice., 15

Early in December, 1947, the PCA began to urge Wal-
lace to make the race for president. The executive board
of the organization extended such an invitation to Wallace,

anticipating a confirmation of their board of directors

12vgommuniste’ Shift within CIO," The United States
News, 19.

13phe New York Times, December 17, 1947.

141p14.
151pi4.



95
meeting in January. Once the matter had been confirmed, they
said, the Progressive Citizens would call for a nominating
convention of a "Progressive Party," to be named at a later

date. The New York Times commented on the movement:

It 1s regarded generally as being well to the left
of the political spectrum, and if 1t follows the third
party path, will go into the 1948 campaign without the
support of the CIO and other unigg groups that backed
the Roosevelt candidacy in 1944,

The action of the executive committee in supporting
Wallace as the candidate in a third party movement lost
Wallace the support of men who otherwise would have backed
him. Among these were: Jack Kroll, Chairman of the CIO;
Louis Hollander, Chairman of the New York State CIO; Jacob
Polofsky, President of the Amalgamated Clothing Workers of
America; A. E. Whitney, President of the Brotherhood of Rail-
road Trainmen; and Walter Reuther, Chief of the United Auto
Workers., Reuther commented as follows:

I think Henry is a lost soul. He is a great dis-
appointment to many decent people in America. People
who are not sympathetic with democracy in America are
influencing him. Communists perform the most complete
valet service in the world. They write your speeches,

they do your thinking for you, they provide you with
applause and they inflate your ego as often as nec-

essary.

I am afraid@ that!s the trouble with Henry Wallace.17

16phe New York Times, December 17, 1947.

171b1d., December 19, 1947,
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Another critic of Wallace, Alec Rose, President of

the American Liberal Party, declared that:

The declision of the PCA to run Mr. Wallace for Presi-
dent was the direct result of the fallure of the Council
of Foreign Ministers in London, and that the Communists!
fight against President Truman and the %grshall plan was
being transferred to the United States.

"The PCA movement for a third ticket," said Rose, "is not a
genulne attempt for a third national party movement but an
attempt of political extortion.“19 Rose believed that "the
third ticket will be the fifth column in action and will
meet with the opposition of the entire American lasbor move—
ment," and "complete the disaffiliation of American liberals

and the progressives from every organization dominated by .

the Communists. "20

On the other hand, delegations called on Wallace in

his New Republic office $0 urge him to run for President on

a third ticket. A delegation from Massachusetts PCA brought

a resolution, which read in part:

The enemies of American democracy have secured cone-
trol over the two 0ld parties in this country. When
the last shred of the Roosevelt influence in this coun-
try has been torn away, it is time to rally around the
man who for millions of Americans has come to mean
democracy, security and peace.*

18phe New York Times, December 18, 1947.

191bi4.
201p14.,
211p1d., December 19, 1947.
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Other groups came to Wallace unofficially: students from
colleges and universities of New York City, PCA members from
New Jersey'and Pennsylvania, and representatives from labor
unions all requesting him to run for President on a third

party tlcket.
Likewise, the Dalily Worker approved of Wallace and

commented that "a contest between President Truman and
Senator Robert A. Taft, General Dwight D. Eisenhower or
Governor E. Dewey would be a 'cynical heads-I-win-talls-you-
lose gkin game for the entire American electorate!'"?? More-
over, it continued, "Wallace alone among the possible candi-
dates speaks for the interests of the common man and a demo-
cratic America," the editorial declared.23

As the sentiment for Wallace!a candidacy grevw, he
remained silent on his plans. On December 23, 1947, Gover-
nor M. E. Thompson of Georgla made a statement "that he
had 'positive 1nformatioﬁ‘ from Washington ﬁhat Mr. Wallace
would announce next Monday as third party candidate."24 "He
termed it the action 'ill-advised and ill-considered'! and

predicted President Truman's re-election.“z5 This statement

229ne New York Times, December 19, 1947.
231pid.
241p13., December 3, 1947.

251p1d.
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was followed two days later by Wallace!'s announcement that
he would state his own views on the election of 1948 on Mon-.
day night, December 29, 1947, over the Mutual network from
Chicago.

On December 25, Michael Straight, the publisher of
The New Republic announced that "Henry A. Wallace will cease

to be editor of The New Republic magazine when and if he

becomes a candidate for President on a third-party ticket;®

- in addition, Straight said, "The New Republic ‘will not be

the organ of a third party.'“26 On December 28, dissension
developed in the staff of The New Republic. William Harlan

Hele, editor in charge of articles, resigned, having tried
and failed to get the magazine to dissoclate 1tself complete-
lj from Wallace's campaign. Hale pointed out that "if the
magazine planned to open 1ts pages to Mr. Wallace, even as a
contributing editor, it would give the impression of a ‘vir-
tual endorsement! of the candidacy." "Such a show of sym-
pathy,” he declared, "could not be construed otherwise."z7
On Friday, December 26, 1947, Senator J. Howard

McGrath, National Chairman of the Democratic Party, sald
that "the Administration would welcome Henry Wallacé's sup-

port in the 1948 election, but will not change 1ts policies

267he New York Times, December 25, 1947.

27Ibid., December 28, 1947.
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to win 1t.%28 e Elallace] is acting as a free citizen,"
sald McGrath, "and has a perfect right to follow such a
course as he feels 18 to his own interest."%?

From the beginning of the third party venture of Wal-
lace, it seemed that disavowal came from labor groups be-
cauge 1t was difficult to see a genuine demand for a third
party and because the party was thought to be dominated by

leftiast influence,

December announcement. Whlle Wallace was in Tulsa for

an addreas to a Negro fraternity on December 28, 1947, the

Chicago Sun expressed 1ts views on the situation as follows:

Henry Wallace will make a serious mistake if he
accepts the third party nomination for President. There
could be times and circumstances when third party strat-
egy promised to advance the progressive cause. . . .

But in the circumstances of today, a national third
party futilely bidding for the presidency would not
advance but set back the principles which Mr, Wallace

believes in,

Surely he must recognize, that, while the threat of
a third party may have some usefulness in pulling admini-
stration policy toward the progressive side, the actu~
ality of it this year, in advance of the conventions,
would inevitably encourage the Republicans to nominate
thelir most conservative candidate,30

On Wallace'!s arrival in Chicago prior to his promised

28phe New York Times, December 26, 1947.

291p1d.,

3OChicago Sun, December 29, 1947.
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broadcast, he was met by delegations from 18 states and the
District of Columblia. In a closed meetiﬁg held at the
Knickerbocker Hotel, Wallace was asked to run for President
in the 1948 campalign, sponsored by the newly organized Pro-
gressive Citlzens of America. In the address, originating
from Chicago, Wallace answered their request affirmatively.

Wallace's address, delivered Monday, December 29,
1947, was entitled "I Shall Run in 1948;" he presented his

political position as follows:

Everywhere in the United States today, smong farmers,
workers, small businessmen and professional men and
women, I find confusion, uncertainty and fear., The
people do not ask 'will there be another wart--but twhén
will the war come?!

* L] . . L] . . . » . L3 . . * . . . . . . . . . . * . *

Peace and abundance means 80 much to me that I have
said at a dozen press conferences and in many speeches
when asked about a third party, 'if the Democratic
party continues to be a party of war and depression, I
will see to it that the people have a chance to vote
for peace and prosperity.! To those who have come to
me agking the conditions of my adherence to the present
Democratic administration, I have sald, ‘'let the ad-
ministration repudiate universal military tralning and
rid itself of the Wall Street military team that 1is
leading us toward war.!®

I have insisted that the Democratic administration
curb the ever-growing power and profits and monopoly
and take concrete steps to preserve the living standards
of the American people. I have demanded that the Demo-
eratic administration cease its attacks on the civil
liberties of Americans. In speeches in the North and
in the South at non-segregated meetings I have stated
the simple truth that segregation and discrimination
of any kind or character have no place in America.

My terms to the Democratic high command have been
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well known. By thelr actions and finally by their worde,
they have said-~'Henry Wallace, we welcome your support
but we will not change our policies.?

In answering me, the Democratic leadership also gave
its answer to millions of Americans who demand the right
to vote for peace and prosperity. Thus, the leadership
of the Democratic party would deprive the American people
of their rightful opportunity to choose between progress
and reaction in 1948. As far as the Republican party
is concerned there 1s no hope--28 George Norris, Fiorello
La Guardia, and Wendell Willkle long ago found out,

When the old parties rot, the people have a right
to be heard through a New Party. . «

The lukewarm liberals sitting on two chairs say, 'why
throw away your vote?! I say a vote for a new party in
1948 will be the most valuable vote you ever have cast
or ever will cast. The bigger the peace vote in 1948,
the more definitely the world will know that the United
States is not behind the bi-partisan reacticonarywar
policy which is dividing the world into two armed camps
and making inevitable the day when American soldliers
will be lying in thelr Arctic suits 1in the Russlan snow.

* . . * . * L] [ * » [ * . L] L] ° L] * L] - L4 . . . . . L4

A New Party must stand for a positive youth program
of abundance and security, not scarcity and war. We
can prevent depression and war if we only organize for
peace in the same comprehensive way we organize for war,

* L] * L] L4 - - . * * L] . . * L] * » . * [ 4 L L * . * * L

Today there is a greater menace then ever before--a
menace more serious than has ever confronted the human

race. -

That menace can be met and overcome only be a new
political alignment in America which requires the organi-
zation of a new political party.

To that end I announce tonight that I shall run as an
independent candidate for President of the Unlited States
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We face the future unfettered--unfettered by any
principle but the general welfare. We owe no allegiance
to any group which does not serve that welfare. By
God's grace, the pe0p1§ 8 peace will usher in the cen-
tury of the common man 1 . ' A :
In the address, Wallace 8¢t the ground.work for the slogan of
"Peace, Freedom, and Abundance," which later became the slogan
of the new party. Finally, Wallace charted the course of the
- new party against the two oider parties which he character-
ized as having the same reactionary thought.

Comments on Wallace's announcement soon appeared. The

Chicago Daily News carried remarks from Paul R. Leach, its
Washington correspondent: ”By announcing his third party
presidential candidacy, Henry A. Wallace has dumped a car-
load of scrap iron in the path of Harry 8. Truman's Democratic
re-election special. It is Mr. Truman's biggest obstacle, 32
-On the same subject, the News said editorlally on December
301
In anticipation of Mr. Wallace'!s announcement, Tru-
man Democrats have been seeking solace for several weeks.
They have found some, but it is s8lim picking. They
definitely don't like the picture. '
They say the Wallace candidacy, whooped up by the
Communist Daily Worker, permits Mr. Truman to forget the
extreme left wing that went into the Democratlic party

for Roosevelt. The Republicans have been 1ink1ng Mr.
Truman's party with the Communists. .

31Henry A. Wallace, ¥I Shall Run in 1948," Vital
 Speecheg, XIV (January 1, 1948), 172-74.

32The Chicago Daily News, December 30, 1947.
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Top leaders of organized labor have been shylng away
from the Wallace movement, saying they are for Mr. Tru-
man, But political analysts here say that while Mr.
Truman can forget the lefties and the Communist vote,

he will have to go all out for labor from now on to.
hold the labor vote in line.

. 3 . . » . . . . - . . - . . . . 3 . . . . » -

New Dealers have been rallying to Mr. Truman lately.
Senator Pepper who was counted on for a while to be
Wallace's running mate, has sald he would have none of
the third party.’3

On December 31, the News sald that "actually the record shows
him E‘Iallace‘ to be the worst qualified intellectually and
tempermentally of any who ére seeking office. Instability
and irresponsibility, compounded with a naive good will and
bewildered sincerity, are his outstanding traits.“34 "Wal-
lace assumes," said the News, "that if war comes it will
be our fault." "He assumes we have the power to prevent it
by yielding to Soviet poliey all over the world.“35

The Chicago Daily Tribune thought that Wallace's can-

didacy would make Taft!s nomination by the Republicans more
likely as Wallace, by mobilizing the left wing Democrats,

had "dealt a body blow not only to the candidacy of President
Truman in the 1948 election but to the aspirations of Gover-

nor Dewey of New York to the Republican nomination for

33The Chicago Daily News, December 30, 1947,

341bid., December 31, 1947.

351p14.
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President."36 The Tribune believed “that a split in the
Democratic party, particularly in New York, Illinocis, Michi-
gan, California, and Washington, could easily defeat the
President;" on the other hand, "Democrats contended that the
left-wing candidacy of Wallace [%oulé] tend to s0lidify con-
servative Democrats behind Truman and‘attract enough inde-
pendent Republicans to assure him of the election.'37 The

Daily Worker commented:

Every honest American must know that the Truman
Democratic party and the Taft-Dewey GOP are at bottom
a single party, united on the same platform of reaction,
profiteering and war.

Wallace's declaration should be studied for what it

is~-a historic challenge to a vaest and sinister conspir-

acy against the true interests of the United States. . .
Clarence Brown, a Taft political supporter, Sgid: "While I
-haVe been confident that the Republican candidate for Presi-
dent would be_elected next November, the candidacy of Mr.
Wallace assures Mr. Truman's defeat."39 Republican National
Chairman Reece assessed the situation from a Republican
. viewpoint as follows: "The Moscow wing of the Democrat

party has now parted‘company from the Pendergaet wing.“uo

36¢he Chicago Daily Tribune, December 31, 1947.

371bi4d.
381he New York Times, December 30, 1947.

391bid.
40ppe Chicago Daily Tribune, December 31, 1947.

38
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Democratic National Chairman McGrath commented the motive
of Wallace was "to defeat the bipartisan foreign policy of
the United States, which can have only one effect, namely--
a victory for the Communist foreign policy of Russia."al
James Roosevelt saw the announcement "as bringing closer to
reality 'the dangers in a return to power of the Republican
paur'ty.”‘“'2 Senator Wayne Morse thought the announcement
would not "materially affect either the Republican or Demo-
cratic campaigns of 1948 or their outcomes. "43

By a statement, made after his address to a press
conference, Wallace indicated *that if either of the major
parties became 'a peace party' he would withdraw his name
ae Presidential asp.‘i.rant‘..""”)+ Before leaving for Milwaukee,
Wallace said "that he had no running mate, no definite plans
for getting on the ballot in any state, and headed a party
without name."“5 It would seem that his remarks could be
interpretated to mean that he still hoped to sway the course
of action taken by the o0ld parties.
After his Milwaukee speaking engagement, Wallace

4lpne New York Times, December 30, 1947.

b21p14d.
431p1a.
bhipia.

45 he Chicago Dally News, December 30, 1947.
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returned to his East Salem home in New York for a rest after
post-announcement activities. Over a thousand persons sent
Wallace telegrams and letters encouraging him in thie new-
role. From his home Wallace issued a statément to the press
on January 5, 1948, ®#inviting supporters and others interested
to write him regarding reglonal, State and local issues."*6

The Wallace announcement caused dissension in the
ranks of labor. The New York Board of the CIO called on all
of the CIO unions to quit the American Labor Party if it
endorsed Hénry A. Wallace in his third party candidacy.u7 At
the same time, the board endorsed the Marshall Plan and de-
nounced the attack of Wallace on it., Within a CIO board
meeting held early in January, 1948, 1t became evident that
the labor parties believed the support came from the Com-
munists and for that reason were opposed to him as Presi-
dentiai céndidate. Because of their opposition to Wallace,
Blumberg, Amalgamated Clothing Workers, and Chapman, Brother-
hood of Rallway Clerks, resigned as Executive Vice-Chairman

and Treasurer of the American Labor Party. Blumberg was

46The New York Times, January 5, 1948.

47phe American Labor Party was formed by Sidney Hill-
man, president of the Amalgamated Clothing Workers of Ameri-
ca, in 1936. Composed of New York socialist workers, it
provided a means to support Roosevelt without allegliance to

Tammany Hall.
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replaced by Vito Marcantonio, a pro-Wallace, New York City
politician. By January 9, the CIO repﬁdiated Wallace fur-
ther by sending letters to all local union affiliates
- 8tating that the American Labor Party was no longer the
*political arm" of the New York 010.48

Meanwhile, the AFL, following the path of the CIO, dis-
avowed the candidacy of Wallace, also. In the AFL Executive
Council meeting, it waes charged that Wallace was a “front
spokesman" and "gpologist! for the Communists.49 A. E.
wﬁitney, Chairman of the Railroad Brotherhood, likewlse re-
pudiated Wallace. On the other hand, there were 1abor lead~
ers who were favorable to Wallace. Among these were: Albert
Fitzgerald, United Electrical and Radio Workers Unlon; Harry
Bridges, International Longshbremen and Warehousemen Union;
and Hugh Bryson, Marine Cooks and SteWards.5o Lee Pressman,
who had served under Wallace in the Department of Agricul-
ture, resigned his post as general counsel for the CIO to
support Wallace. It seemed, however, that although the
1eadership of the labor unions were actively opposed to
Wallace, he had in the early part of 1948 the support of many

individual members of labor organizatlons.

48vne New York Times, January 10, 1948.

491bid., February 3, 1948.
50A11 these unions were CIO affiliates.
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As the labor support for Wallace dwindled, he was
endorsed by several Red rallies. William Foster, the Na-
tional Chairman of the‘Communist Party, told his followers
fthat millions of Americans believe that ‘the Wallace move-~
ment 18 the one movement that has the posslibility to put a
halt to this drive toward a new war.'“5; Foster pictured
the new party as capable of arousing "millions of passive
voters" and of drawing "'aeavily! on the Negro voter, the
foreign-born, especially in agriculturael areas, and pri-
marily on those 'disgusted with Truman and the Democratic

ticket. 492
On February 23, 1948, the Dally Worker announced

that Glen H. Taylor of Idaho would be Wallace's running
mate. Taylor!s statement appeared the next day as follows:

Now I will be free to fight this bipartisan coali-
tion and all its works: Taft-Hartley, universal mili-
tary training, the drive toward war, high prices and
racia%gdiscrimination, and suppressed civil liber-
ties. ‘

The source from which the news appeared tended to confirm

the belief that the Wallace party was under leftist Influ-

ence,

After the Wallace announcement, the progressive

51lPhe New York Times, January 15, 1948.

52Ibid.
531bid., February 24, 1948.
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forces became active as they organized their party in twen-
ty-six states. Within the Progressive Pérty organization,
C. B, Baldwin served as campaign manager, while Jo Davidson
and Rexford Tugwell served as co-chairmen of the Nationsl-
Wallace-for-President-Committee. Lee Pressman, who re-
signed as General Counsel of CIO, and John Abt, who took a
leave from the position of General Counsel of the Amalgamatéd
Workeré, became important leaders in the Progressive move-
ment. The New York 3tate Committee of Progressives, which
tended to dominate the initial movement, was composed of
Louis Untermyer, Mark Van Doren, James Waterman Wise, Leo
Isacson, and Vito Marcantonio, In many other states, Pro-
gressives were engaged in securing signatures to place the
Wallace ticket on their state ballots. To further the Pro-
gregsivetls cause, Negroes were encouraged to appear on
ballots in Brooklyn, Chicago, Cleveland, St. Louis, Phila-
delphia, Atlanta, Los Angeles, and Harlem. Moreover, a
schedule for state conventions was set up in six states:
Pennsylvania, Illinois, Connecticut, Missourl, Wisconsin,
Louisiana, and New York. As the orgahization grew, plans
were made for a national founding convention to be held in
Philadelphia in July, to be made up of gome 2,531 delegates.
Progressive enthusiasts prophesied the party would poll five
million votes in 1948, and they would appear on the ballot

in forty-five states. On the progressive activity, The New
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York Times commented as follows:

" The principle gtrength of the PCA today appears to be
in large industrial areas. 1Its present strongholds are
in New York, Illinois, and California. It is galining
ground in the Northwest, New England and ﬁmong the newly
industrialized communities of the South.5

Financially, the Progressives had finished the year

of 1947 with a deficit of two thousand dollars, compared with
a gross income of $421,000, Of this amount, Wallace had
ralsed half the income by his addresses during the year. The
policy of charging admission to Wallace!s political meetings
wag continued in hope that a million dollars might be raised
by this means. The party hoped to raise another million from
left-wing union sources; the party hoped for large donations

from the theatrical and entertainment fielde. "Although

Wallace was himself a millionaire," said The New York Times,
hé was not expected to advance money for the campalgn as
"Wallace Evas] noted for his careful peréonal spending, w55
One of the moét important figures for ralsing money for the
Wallace-for-President movement was Mrs. Elinor Gimbel of

New York, who served as the head of the women's division for
the progressives. Many donations were received at dinner
meetings held to promote the candidacy of Wallace. By all

these means, Wallace backers hoped to raise three mlillion

54The New York Times, January 25, 1948,

55Ibid., February 2, 1948.
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dollars for the campaign.

In addition to the problem of raising funds, the Pro-
gressive movement became subject to various attempts ét petty
persecution. The Greater Council of the CIO charged that
the left-wing CIO locals were subject to successive visits
of FBI agents during the month of March, seemingly to cur-
tail their political activity on behalf of Wallace. 0 Wal-
lace was booed by a group of five-hundred veterans 1in the
Red Hook section of Brooklyn on April 1, 1948. The audience
used such phrases as "You can have him--we don't want hime--
he's too Red for us,! "Down with Wallace," and "Send him
back to Russia."57 Paul Robegon and Wallace were denied
rooms in an Indianépolis hotel.58 Two Oklahoma girls, active
in getting Negro citizens to sign Wallace petitions, were
arrested.59 A customs official was sald to have broken de-
liberately an egg sent from Denmark for breeding purposes.6O
Wallace'!s running mate, Senator Glen Taylor, was arrested

and convicted in Alabama for disorderly conduct. The New York

Times related that the "charge against the Vice-Presidential

56phe New York Times, February 27, 1948.

571bid., April 1, 1948,
581pid., April 20, 1948.
591}_3_5;@_.
601p14.
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candidate on Henry Wallacels thiyd party ticket resulted
from his efforts last Saturday to enfer a church through an
entrance set aside for Negroes.“61 Taylor tried to force
his way in past a policeman, and this resulted in a brawl
involving some half dozen policemen. As a result, Téylor
was fined fifty dollars and costs and sentenced to one
hundred-eighty days in the city Jall; however, the sentence
was suspended and Taylor placed on probation for six months.
Nevertheless, the "Police Court Judge Oliver Hall gave the
Senator a tongue-lashing for introducing the raciasl issue
into the caee.“62 On May 17, 1948, C. B, Baldwin, Wallace's
campalgn manager, engaged in "harsh words and near fisti- |
cuffs" as the California reporters accused the Progressive
candidate of “giving the Beverley Hills audience ‘s differ-
ent story' from what he had given to an open Negro gathering
in the afternoon.”63 These with many other similar incidents
led Wallace to charge: "Today the United States is operating
under a pseudo-two-party system which 18 proceeding with
frightening speed toward that preliminary type of police

state which smiles on unofficial violence from the Right.“éu

61The New York Times, May 5, 1948.

621p1d.
631b1d., May 17, 1948.
641p1a., April 20, 1948,
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Another form of persecution, from the Wallace inter-
pretation, was the increased public censure of the Commu-
nigts prior to the 1948 election. The House Un-American
Activities Committee had uncovered a great amount of evi-
dence against the Communists in the United States. Their
charges were that the Communists had tried to control labor
unions and had gpread propaganda for the over-throw of the
government by force., They had carrlied on much of this work
through Communist front organizations. On May 19, 1948,
Congress passed the Mundt-Nixon Communist control bill to
cope with the difficulty.65 In addition, the Supreme Court
upheld the provigions of the Taft-Hartley law which required
all union members to sign anti-Communist affidavits.

Surprisingly, Wallace, who denied the Communists by
words by not deeds, came to their defense. To counteract
the activity against the Communists, Wallace asserted the
Mundt-Nixon Bill was "an offensive act in 'the cold war'

agalinst Russia."66 "Its sponsors," declared Wallace, "“were

65The Mundt-Nixon bill would make it a crime punish-
able by ten years! imprisonment and loss of citizenshlp to
attempt to establish a foreign controlled totalitarian dic-
tatorship in the United States. The Communist Party was
required to register with the Attorney General as were the
Communist front organizations. In addition, they were re-
quired to file financial reports and to name their leaders

as well.

66The New York Times, May 30, 1948.
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!warmongers, fearmongers and hatemongers! who in history
would stand as 'American counterparts of Mussolini and Hit-
1er.'“§7 In speaking to 8,500 people at the Cow Palace in
San Francisco, Wallace continued his attack, charging "that
the real instigators of the cold war were international big

business, monopolists and 'hugely rich! American corpora-

tions."68 “It hag been less a war against Russia, he saild,

tthan a war against the American people; less of a war against

communism than a war against democracy."69 Wallace charged

furthers:

(1) This war's objectives . . . are to burden the United
States people with inflation, strip us of civil 1ib-
erties and undermine our trade unions.

(2) Overseas . . » the cold war had meant support for
kings, fascilsts and reactionaries; here at home it had
meant ah all-out attack on civil liberties, trade
unions, individual enterprises and the living standards

of the American people,

(3) The initial victories of the ‘monopolists! were the
removal of price controls, the attack of free speech 1in
the 'incredible star chamber proceedings of the House
Un-American Committee,! and the 'offensiye against labor

barricaded behind the Taft-Hartley law.'?0

The most serious set-back to the Communists came 1in

July when top ranking Communists were indicted by a Federal

67The New York Times, May 30, 1948,

681p14., May 19, 1948.
691bid.
701114,
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grand jury in the New York City on charges of teaching the
violent overthrow of the United States Government in viola~
tion of the Allen Registration Act of 1940. This gpoup wes
composed of William Z. Foster, Chalrman of the Communist
Party; Eugene Dennis, Secretary; Ralph J. Davis, New York
City Council Member; and John Gates, editor of the Daily
Worker, et al, Many of this group had made active plans to
attend the Progressive Convention,

To summarize Progressive activity prior to the found-
ing convention, Wallace's candidacy seemed to attract left-
wingers but to alienate important labor groups. The old
parties had been attacked by the Progressives as reaction-
ary; on the other hand, a haven for disgruntled voters was
offered b& the ~new barty. In the political scené, the un-
determined strength of the third party offered a real threat

to the established parties.

Philadelphla Progregsive Convention. Preparations

went forward for the Progressive Convention of July 24, 1948,
as the rival parties! conventions became history. The Re-
publicans met 1nvPhilade1ph1a, June 21-25, and nominated the
ticket of Thomas Dewey and Earl Warren. The Democratic
Gonvention followed on July 12-16, and nominated Harry Tru-
man and Alben Barkley. Another group, the Southern Democrats

held their convention in Birmingham on July 23, 1948, and
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nominated J. Storm Thurmond and Fielding Wright.

The Progressives opened their convention preliminaries
with a meeting on July 20, of thelr seventy-four member plat-
form committee, headed by Rexford Tugwell., This committee
planned a two-~day period of open hearinga on the platform
preparatory to the regular convention, which was to open
officially on Friday, July 23, 1948, Plane were formulated
to have the nominations of Wallace and Taylor take place on
Saturday at Shibe Park.’'~ Finally, the plans called for the
official adoption of the platform on Sunday, July 25, 1948,

By July 21, a tentative draft 6f the platform was
reported by Chairman Tugwell, and 1ts title, "Peace, Freedom,
and Abundance," announced. While the platform hearings were
continuing through night and day, Tugwell announced a for-
eign plank, committed to dropping the Marshall Plan and
advocating a negotiated settlement with the Soviet. Also,
during the Committee meetings, Edgar Brown, a Washington
Negro leader urged that the Convention be moved to Washington
to march on the forthcoming session of Congress in order to
pressure it into enacting a Civil Rights program.

On July 22, the platform became involved in an angry

71Departing from the cusiomary procedure, the plans
called for an admission charge ranging from sixty cents to
two dollars and sixty cents, which would be used to defray
campalign and convention expenses.
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debate. Groups of independent New Dealers "wanted the plat-
form (1) to demonstrate its independence of Communism and
totalitarianism, (2) to support the European Program, and
(3) to condemn all police states whether they were found in
Mississippl or Rugssia. James Loeb, Jr., an Americans for
Democratic Action leader, charged that "Communists and thelr
collaborators guide the major policies and word the major

pronouncements of the party.“72 The New York Times reported

that Dr. Tugwell saild in reply that,

The Americans for Democratic Action had resorted to
tunscrupulous and demagogic denunciation! and appeared
to be getting ready to endorse Governor E. Dewey since
it already had denounced both President Truman and Mr.
Wallace and had failed to persuade General Dwight D.
Eisenhower to seek the Presidency.’

Any disavowal of the Communist support and influence
by the Progressives could not be obtained. Wallace, arriving
in Philadelphia on July 24, "repeated his assertion that he
would not repudiate any support which came to him on the
~ basis of interest in peace, including Communis®t support.“7u
Wallace admitted that: "I am getting a lot {?ommunist sup-
porQ] and there is no question that this is a liability.”75

Clarifying his position further, Wallace was quoted by The

72pne New York Times, July 23, 1948.

731bid.
741pid., July 24, 1948.
751p14.
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New York Times a8 follows:

I will not repudiate any sSupport which comes to me on
the basls of interest in peace. The Communists are in-
terested in peace because they want a successful Socialist
experiment in Russia.

I am interested in peace because I want our American
system to demonstrate the enormous vitallity of which it
is capable, that vitality which is being wasted in prep~
arations for war. If, Quring the war, we had accepted
the 1dea that you can't work with Communists, we might
not have succeeded in our Joint effort to stop Hitler.

If you accept the idea that Communists have no right
to express their opinions, then you dont't believe in
democracy, and if you accept the notion that it is im-
pogsible to live in a world with sharply differing ideas,
then you accept the inevitability of war. I don't be-
lieve in thg inevitability of war, I do belleve in
democracy.’ |

Regarding the indictment of the top Reds, Wallace censured
the Truman Administration for using it as an effort to
create fear in order to remain in power. Consequently, he
felt that Americans had more fear from the suppression of
political freedom than from the teaching of Communism. He
accused the Administration of timing its Red scares to
silence opposition to the bipartisan get—tough'foreign poliey.
Wallace regarded the defense of civil rights of Communists
as the first line in the defense of the liberties of demo-
cratic people. Finally, Wallace believed that the Courts
woﬁld eventually find the Smith Act, under which the

760nhe New York Times, July 24, 1948.
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Communists were indicted, unconstitutional.77

As the platform Committee in their stormy session
completed their work, the Convention opened with Elmer A.
Benson, the former Governor of Minnesota, calling the meet-
ing to order; After Josliah W. Gitt, Pennsylvania, welcomed
the delegates, he was followed by a symposium of nine speak-
erd evaluating the founding of the new party.78 Katharine
Van Orden, New Jersey, who spoke for women, attacked the
ending of price controls. Shirley Graham, New York, who
spoke for the Negroes, attacked the abuses of Jim Crowism.
Philip Morrison, Cornell University atomic physicist, spoke
for science, and presented the dangers of g world where the
small military minds and the atom would try to co-exist.

0lin Downes, music critic for The New York Times, who 8poke

for the Arts, criticized the conspiracy in high places and
the blacklisting of the artists. Walter Johnson, who spoke
for the farmers, feared that the security, enjoyed by the
farmers under Wallace and_the New Deal, might dilsappear.

Miles Pennybacker, Connecticut, who spoke for business,

77According to Baldwin, Recent American History,
p. 716, this act made it a crime (1) to advocate the for-
cible seizure, overthrow, or destruction of any government
in the United States; (2) to engage in the dissemination of
such doctrines in printed form; and (3) to organize or be-
long to any society which advocated such doctrines.

7BThe New York Times, July 24, 1948.
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thought the interests of big businessmen were opposed to
little businessmen. Harold Horn, New Hampshire, portrayed
the veterans! disillusionment that they did not find peace,
but a cold war. Archie O'Neill, West Virginia, who spoke
for youth, criticlzed the 0ld parties for fooling the public
too long.

The regular order of the convention was interrupted to
gsecure the most favorable radio time for the keynote address.
Hence, this address followed Mr. Downes! remarks to the con-
vention. The honor of making the.keynote address went to
Charles P, Howard, a Des Molnes Negro lawyer, who felt that
he had achieved human dignity for the first time in being
chosen to make the address. Howard's address emphasized
that the voter's choice in the 1948 election was either
iWallace or War."’?Z

Leo Isacson, who represented the party'!s first victory
in the New York Bronx by-election, made a plea for the Jewish
vote. "I charge that Great Britain and the United States,®
8ald Isacson, "have to extend the United Nations! truce in
order to gain time, for the Truman Administration does not
want to commit itself to an open anti-Jewish policy at this
time, at least not until election day.“80 Isacson thought

79The New York Times, July 24, 1947.

801pid.
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that once the election was over they "would commence the
affalir of making Israel submit to Anglo-American tutelage,"
and "this would happen whether 'Truman or his Republican
counterpart wins.'“81

In the afternoon session, the Convention proceeded
to the business of nominating the Presidential and Vice-
- Presidential candidates. Fred Stover, the head of the Iowa
Farmers! Union, nominated Wallace. This was seconded by
Mrs. Elinor Gimbel and all State delegations except South
Dakota, whoge delegation was at home getting signatures for
. placing the new party on the ballot. On the motion of Mra.
Charlotte Bass, California, Wallace was nominated for Presi-
dent by acclamation. On the roll call for nomination of a
candidate for Vice-~President, Alabama yielded to Georgia.
Larkin Maréhall, a Macon newspaper publisher, placed the
name of SBenator Taylor in nomination. The temper of the
afternoon session of the Convention seemed against hearing
many additional speeches; hence, Taylor as Wallace was nome
inated by acclamation;

Wallacet!s acceptance address was glven at ten o'clock,
P.M., in Shibe Park on Saturday, July 24, 1948. It reit-
erated many of the ideas Wallaée had presented in his pre-

convention addresses: the nostalgic New Desl days of

8l7he New York Times, July 24, 1947
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Roosevelt, the ability of Roosevelt and Wallace to keep the

peace--When others falled, criticism of bipartisan foreign
and domestic policies, and censure of Truman for abandoning
the New Deal policies. Wallace compared the Progressives of
1948 to the party led by Lincoln in 1860, saying:

But we here tonight--we of the Progressive party--
we here dedicate ourselves to the complete fulfillment
of Lincoln's promise; we consecrate ourselves to a
second emanclpation; an emancipation that will achleve
for the Negro and all Americans of every race, creed,
and national origin a full, free, and complegs citizen-
shlip everywhere here in these United States.

He compared himself to Jefferson saying, that Communist
slander charge was similar to French Revolutionists' slander
charge of Jefferson's day. Wallace dealt with the Berlin

crisis saying:

In all earnestness, I assure you that if I were presi-
dent, there would be no crisis in Berlin today. I assure
you that without sacrificing a single American principle
of public interest, we would have found agreement long
before now with ghe Soviet Government, and with other
wartime allies.8

As the address continued, Wallace stated:

Germany will be the core of every world crisis until
we have come to an agreement with the Soviet Union. We
have been manoeuvred into a policy whose specific pur-
pose had been this, and only this: namely, to revive
the power of the industrialists and cartelists who~helled
Hitler and financed his ggscism, and who were the well~
spring of his war chest.

827he New York Times, July 25, 1948.
831b1d.

841p14.
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Wallace accepted the nomination "with pride" and
committed himself to place human rights above property
rights, to negoﬁiate with Russia; to select men for Cabinet
posts whose private interests do not conflict with public
intereéts; to build and strengthen the United Nationsg; to
ugse power to help backward peoples--~not explolt them; to
plan production for pesce; to fight injunctions against
labor; to lick inflation by stopping the cold war; to 1lift
fear from the citizens; to advance the programs for agri-
culture; and to use'science for all men to enjoy.

In the final session held Sunday, July 25, 1948,
attempts made by Vermont and Pennsyl&ania delegates to put
the Convention on record as being unwilling to give a blanket
endérsement of the Soviet Union?s foreign policy, was shouted
down.85 Such efforts were denounced as an "insinuation
against a friendly ally of the Unlted States! and a “compro-

migse with the !smear campalgn of red baiting'! attributed

to the current anti-~-Soviet hyateria.86 The New York Times
reported the following action of the convention:

8o seneitive were the delegates to every change in

851n addressing the Progressive Convention of 1950,
Wallace said he regretted the faillure to support the delew-
gates from Vermont and Pennsylvania. Other Progressives
censured Wallace for his fsilure to wrest control of the con-
vention from the Communists.

86The New York Times, July 26, 1948,
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Communist line that i1t took one action today [July
2 which served to put it on the side of the Communist
Information Bureau in its conflict with Marshall Tito,
leader of the Yugoslav state.

As made public yesterday, the proposed platform favor-
ed a 'unified homeland! for the Macedonian peoples, now
dispersed in Bulgaria, Yugoslavia, Albania and that part
of Greece now under the control of General Markos! rebel
army. That is a plan favored by Marshall Tito, whose
country includes the majority of Macedonians.

There was a sudden flurry when this platform text was
released, and today the committee secretary, Lee Press-
man, went before convention to announce that tgs group
had eliminated its own reference to Macedonia.

Pressure within the Convention to disavow the Commu-
nists falled in many instances; however, it was able to change

the foreign policy plank to read as follows:

Beyond an effective United Nations lies the further
respongibility of genuine world government. Responsi-
bility for ending the tragic prospect of war is the
joint rggponsibility of the Soviet Union and the United

States.
Thus the plank made the Soviet share the responsibility for

peace rather than United States alone as in the original
plank.
Thie last session was characterized by frequent

attempts by the permanent Chairman Albert J. Flitzgerald to

87The New York Times, July 26, 1948,

, 88Progressive Platform Committee, Peace, Freedom, and
Abundance, The Platform of the Progressive Party as Adopted
at the Founding Gonvention, Philadelphia, July 23-25, 1948
(New York: Progressive Platform Committee, 1948), p. 6.
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1imit debate. These failed and the delegates seemingly spent
8 great amount of time giving their approval to policies em-

bodied in a platform-—alreddy agreed upon by thelr leaders.

Communists and platform adoption. The Progressive Plat-

form, issued by the Platform Committee caused The New York

Timesg to comment:

It was possible today to compare the new Progressive
platform with the proposed text of the Communist plat-
form as 1t was published May 30 in The New York Daily
Worker and it was found that every sepecific point rec-
ommended by Mr. Fosger and his associates won approval
in this convention.%9

The Platform?® of the Progressives as approved by the
Founding Convention attacked the old parties in the following
manner:

The American people want peace. But the 0ld parties,
obedient to the dictates of monopoly and the military,
prepare for war in the name of peace.

They refuse to negotiate a settlement of differences
with the Soviet Union.

They reject the United Nations as an instrument for
promoting world peace and reconstruction.

They use the Marshall Plan to rebuild Nazl Germany
a8 a war base and to subjugate the economies of other
European countries to American Big Business.

They finance and arm corrupt, fascists governments
in China, Greece, Turkey and elsewhere, through the
Truman Doctrine, wasting billions in American resources

90Progressive Platform Committee, Peade, Freedom, and
Abundance, pp. l-4. '
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and squandering America's heritage as the enemy of des-
potism,

They encircle the globe with military bases which
other peoples cannot but view as threats to their free-
dom and security. ’

They protect the war-making industrial and financial
barons of Nazi Germany and 1imperial Japan, and restore
them to power.

They stockpile atomic bombs.

They pass legislation to admit displaced persons, dis-
crimin%ting against Catholics, Jews, and other victims
of Hitler,

They impose a peacetime draft and move toward Univer-
sal Military training.

They fill-policy~-making positions in government with
generals and Wall Street bankers.

Peace cannot be won--but profits can--by spending
ever-increasing billions of the people's money in war
preparations.

Yet these are the policies of the two old parties--
policies profaning the name of peace.

Next, the Progressive Party declared its principles to be:

The Progreseive Party is born in the deep convictlon
that the national wealth and natural resources of our
country belong to the people who inhabit it and must be
employed in their behslf; that freedom and opportunity
must be secured equally to all; that the brotherhood
of man can be achieved and the scourge of war ended.

The Progressive Party holds that basic to the organi-
zation of world peace is a return to the purpose of
Franklin Roogevelt to seek areas of international agree-
ment rather than disagreement. It was his convictlon
that within the framework of the United Nations differ-
ent social and economic systems can and must live
together. If peace 1s to be achieved capitalistic
United States and communistic Russia must establlish

good. relations and work together.
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The Progressive Party believes that only through
peaceful understanding can the world make progress to-
ward reconstruction and higher standards of living; that
peace 1s the essential condition for safeguarding and
extending our traditional freesdoms; that only be pre-
gerving liberty and by planning abundant life for all
can we eliminate the sources of world confliect. Peace,
freedom, and abundance-—the goals of the Progressive

Party--are indivisible.’l

Many planks of the comprehensive platfbrm of the Pro-

gregsives geemed to follow rather closely both the Communist

Party line and the addresses as delivered by Wallace. The

following comparison is made on the basis of material avall-

able at the present time in The New York Times92 and The

Platform pamphlet as issued by the Progressive Party:

Progressive Plank

End the drive for war.

We demand the repudiation of
the Truman Doctrine and an
end to military and economic
intervention in support of
reactionary and fascist re-
gimes in China, Greece, Tur-
key, the Middle East, and
Latin America. We demand
that the United States com-
pletely sever diplomatic and
economic relations with
Franco Spain.

Communist Plank

. Withdrawal of all Amer-
ican military aid and per-
gonnel from Greece, China,
and Turkey, and for an end
to American military and
naval pressure in the Medi-
terranean area, as well as
halt to militarization of
Latin America.

91Progressive Platform Committee, Peace, Freedom, and

Abundance, pp. 4-5.

92The New York Times, July 28, 1948,




We call for the repu-~
diation of the Marshall Plan.

American~3oviet Agree-
ment. Henry Wallace in his
open letter suggested and
Premier Stalin in his reply
accepted, s basls for sincere
peace discussions. The ex-
change showed that specific
areas of agreement can be
found if the principles of
non-interference in the in-
ternal affairs of other
nations and acceptance of the
right of people to choose
their own form of govern-
ment and economic gystem are
mutually respected.

The Progresgsive Party
therefore demands negotlation
and discussion with the Soviet
Union to find areas of agree-
ment to win the peace.

United Nationg. We
call for the establishment
of a United Nations Recon-
struction and Development
Fund to promote international
recovery by providing asgsis-
tance to the needy nations
of Europe, Africa, and Asia,
without political conditions
and with priorities to those
peoples thst suffered most
from Axis aggression.

We call for the cone
tinuous strengthening of the
United Nations as a foundation
for eventual world government.

Disarmament. The Pro-
gressive Party will work
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Fight for peace by
checking and defeatling the
Truman Doctrine and the
Marshall Plan.

Press for a return to
the Roosevelt policy of a
friendship and collaboration
with the Soviet Union.

FPight for the adoption
of the Wallace plan for eco-
nomic aid through the United
Nations. '

Fight for a policy of
general disarmament, includ-



through the United Nations

for a world disarmament agree-
ment to outlaw the atomic
bomb, bacteriological war-
fare, and all other instru-
ments of mass destruction; to
destroy existing stockpiles

of atomic bombs and to esta-
blish United Nations controls,
including inspection, over the
production of atomic energy;
and to reduce conventional
armaments drastically in
accordance with resolutions
already passed by the United
Nations General Assembly.

Germany and Japan. The
Progressive Party calls for
co-operation with our wartime
allies to conclude peace
treaties promptly with a uni-
fied Germany and with Japan.
The essentials for a German
gsettlement are denatzification
and democratization, punish-
ment of war criminals, land
reform, decartelization,
nationalization of heavy in-
dustry, Big-Four control of
the Ruhr, reparations to the
victims of Nazi aggression,
and definitive recognltion
of the Oder-Nelsse line as the
Western boundary of Poland.

On this basis, we advocsate
the speedy conclusion of the
peace treaty and a simultan-
eous withdrawal of all occu-
pation troops.

S8imilar principles
should govern a settlement
with Japan.

State of Israel. The
Progressive Party demands the
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ing a halt to the production
of atom bombs, destruction of
existing stockpiles, and
eatablishment of true inter-
national control of atomic
energy.

Fulfillment of the
Potsdam agreements to guar-
antee a united, democratic
and peaceful Germany and
Japan.



immediate de Jjure recognition
of the State of Israel.

We call for a Presi-
dential proclamation lifting
the arms embargo in favor of
the State of Israel,

The Far East. We call
for the immedlate wlthdrawal

of American troops and abandon-

ment of bases in China

We support the efforts

of the people of Korea to esta-

blish the national unity and
the kind of government they
desire. We demand an early
joint withdrawal of occupa-
tion troops.

Colonial and dependent
people. We belleve that
people everywhere in the world
have the right to self-deter-
mination. The people of Puer-
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Lift the embargo on
and extend full recognition
to Israel.

Grant immediate indew-
pendence to Puerto Rico.

to Rico have the right 460 inde-

pendence.

_ End discrimination.
The Progressive Party con-
demns segregation and dis~
crimination in all its forms
and in all places.

We demand fully equali-
-ty for the Negro people, the
Jewish people, Japanese Ameri-

cans, Italian Americans and all

other nationality groups.

We call for a Presi-
dential proclamation ending
segregation and all forms of
discrimination in the armed
gervices and Federal employ-
ment.

To fight for the equal
rights for the Negro people;
for the outlawing of Jim Crow,
and the passage of the antl-
lynching and anti-poll tax
legislation, for the aboll-
tion of all forms of discrim-
ination against the Negro
people in Army and civilian
life; for democratic agrarian
reforms in the South, satis-
fying the needs of the Negro
people for land, freedom and
equality; and for the right
to self-determination of the
Negro people in those South-
ern areag where they form a
ma jority.



We demand Federal anti-
lynch, anti-discrimination,
and falr-employment-practices
legislation, and legislation
abolishing segregation in
interstate travel.

We support the enact~
ment of legislation making it
a Federal crime to dissemin-
ate anti-Semitiec, anti-Negro,
and all racial propaganda by
mall, radio, motion picture,
or other means of Communica~
tion.

The right of political

association and expresslion.
The Progressive Party will
fight for the constitutional
rights of Communists and all
other political groups to ex-
press thelr views as the first

line in the defense of the 1llb-

erties of a democratic people.

We pledge an all-out
fight against the Mundt-Nixon
Bill and all similar legisla-

tion designed to impose thought

control, restrict freedom of
opinion, and establish a
police state in Amerilca.

We demand the abolition

of the House Uh~American Activ-

ities Committee and simlilar
State Committees, and we mean

to right the wrongs which these

committees have perpetrated
upon thousands of loyal Ameri-
cang working for the realiza-
tion of democratic ideals.

We pledge to eliminate
the current "Loyalty" purge
program and to reestablish
standards for government
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To fight for an effec-
tive FEPC to outlaw all forms
of discrimination agalnst the
Negro people, the Jewish
people, the Mexican-Americans,
and all other national groups,
and the foreign born.

Demand the prosecu-
tion and punishment of all
Fascists, anti-Semitic and
anti-Negro Acts and groupings,
and to fight for legislation
making such activities a
criminal offense,

Reglst the reactionary
offensive at home and the
mounting attacks on the rights
of labor and the civil 1ib-
erties of the people

Defeat the Mundt Bill
and all other efforts to out-
law or persecute the Commu-
nist party.

Dissolve the House Un-
American Committee.

Cancel Truman'g “Loy-
alty" decrees.



service that respect the
rights of Federal employ-
ees to freedom of associa-
tion and opinion and to
engage in political activi-
ty.

We demand an end to
the present campaign of de-
portation against forelgn-
born trade unionists and
political leaders, and will
actively protect the civil
rights of naturalized citi-
zeng and the foreign born.

We demand that the
Federal Buresu of Investiga-~
tion and other Government
agenclies desist from in-
vestigating, or interfering
with, the political bellefs
and lawful activities of
Americans.

Abundance., The Pro-
gresgive Party calls for leg-
ialation which wlll impose
controls that will reduce and
keep down the price of food,
shelter, clothing, other
egsentials of life, and basic
materials. Such controls
ghould squeeze out excessive
profits, provide for payment
of subsidies to farmers where-
ever necessary to maintain
falr agricultural prices, and
allocate materials and goods
in short supply.

We support the legiti-
mate demands of all wage and
salary earners, including
Federal employees, for wage
and salary increases and im-
proved working conditions. We
demand the enactment of a
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: Halt all forms of poli-
tical discrimination and per-
gecution of labor, progressive
and Communiet organizations;
stop the deportation Adrive
and other forms of perse-
cution and discrimination
against the foreign born.

To combat the high
cogt-of-living, monopoly
profiteering, and inflation;
to fight for substantial wage
lncreases and better working
conditions to protect the
masses from rapacious crisis--
policies of the monopolies;
to fight for ralsing the min-
imum hourly wage level to $1;
to demand a roll-back of
prices to OPA days and to
fight for such price controls
as will insure the democratic
gupervision of the people's
progressive .mass organlza-
tions over the price-fixing
agencies; to fight for a
people!s tax and housing pro-
gram, for a capital levy on
large fortunes to retire the
national debt on a graduated



minimum wage of $1 an
hour + « o

We demand a Federal
emergency housing program to
bulld within the next two
years four million low-rent
and low-cost dwellings for
homeless and doubled-up fami-
lies, with priority to veter-
ans. :

We pledge an attack on
the chronic housing shortage
and the slums through a long-
range program to build twenty-
five million new homes during
the next ten years. This pro-
gram will include public subsi-
dized housing for low-income
famllies.

The Progressive Party
demands the extension of social
security protection to every
man, woman and child in the
United Ststes.

We pledge our active
support for s national old-age
pension of $100 a month to all
persons at 60 years of age,
bagsed on right and not on a
pauperizing need basis.

The Progressive Party
demands the overhaul of the
tax structure according to
the democratic principle of
ability to pay. We propose
to employ taxation as a flex-
ible instrument to promote
full employment and economic
stability.

The Progressive Party
proposes to guarantee, free
from segregation and discrim-
ination, the inalienable
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bagis; for widening and
strengthening all Soclal Se-
curity laws; for adequate im-
mediate aid to all unemployed
and partially employed; for
an adequate and non-discrimin-
atory people's health and
educational program; for
effective measures to safe-
guard the economic well-being
of the farmers, the Negro
people, the aged, the youth,
veterans, women and small
business men. '



right to a good education to
every man, woman, and child in
America. Essential to good
education are the recognized
prineiples of academic freedom
-=-in particular, the principle
of free lnquiry into and dis-
cusglion of controversial
issues by teachers and stu-
dents.

We support the right
of every American to good
health through a national
system of health insurance,
giving freedom of choice to
patient and practitioner,
and providing adequate medi-
cal and dental care.

We demand the immediate
repeal of the Taft-Hartley
Act and the relnstatement of
the principles of the Wagner
and Norris-LaGuardlia Acts.
These measures are essential
to restore labor'!s equality
in collective bargaining and
to prevent business from using
government to establish a
dictatorship over labor by
injunction.

We stand for the family-
type farm as the basie unit of
American agriculture. The
Farmers! Home Administration,
(formerly Farm Security Admin-
istration) must be expanded to
provide ample low-cost credit
to asslst tenants, sharecrop-
pers, and returned veterans to
become farm owners. Marginal
farmers must be assisted to
become efficient producers.
Where farming is incapable of
ylelding an adequate family
income, supplementary employ-
ment on needed conservation
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To pregs for a Federal
farm program, including exten-
gion and strengthening of war-
time price guarantees which
will guarantee a decent mini-
mum annual income to every
family-size farm; promote
goil consgervation, make Fed-
eral credit available at low
interest rates, encourage
independent ownership, esta-
blish cooperative machinery
pools, check the inflationary
increase in farm indebtedness,
and defend the cooperatives
againgt blg business-insepired



and public work projects must attacks.

be provided.

We propose as a major
goal of Federal farm programs
that all farm families be en-
abled to earn an income of
not less than $3,000 a year.
We repudiate the program of
Big Business which would
eliminate as many as two-
thirds of the nation's
farmers.

We call for a five-
year program of price-gsupport-
ed for all major cropa at not
less than 90 per cent of
parity--parity to be calcula-

. ted according to an up-to-
date formula. Dairy products
and certain specialties should
be supported at higher rates

than 90 per cent.

We call for a long-
range national land policy
designed to discourage the
growth of corporation farms
and absentee ownership. This
policy is especially important
in the South to promote the
proper development of 1its re-
sources and to provide land
for the landless, Priority
in the purchase of land made
available by river valley
projects must be given to
tenants, sharecrOppera, and
small farmers,93

On the basis of the preceding comparison, the Pro-
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931nformation used in the comparison was taken from

The Progressives? Platform and The New York Times of July

28, 1948,



136
gregsive Platform seemed to embody all specific recommends~
tions made by the Communists. At times, it seemed to be
more aggressive than the publicly-announced Communists!

policy. An example of this might be found in the following

planks

The Progressive Party will initiate such measures of
public ownership as may be necessary to put into the
hands of the people's representatives the levers of con-
trol essential to the operation of the economy of abun-
dance. As a first step, the largest banks, the rail-
roads, the Merchant Marine, the electric power and gas
industry, and industries primarily dependent on Goverp-
ment purchases must be placed under public ownership. E

Political comment. The convention whose Saturday

meeting netted seventy-five thousand dollars 1ln admission
fees was made up of a younger group than its counterpafts of
the Democratic and Republican parties. Some sixty per cent
of the group was made up of men and women under forty years
of age. Thirty per cent was made up of women, many of whom
brought their children. Thirty-five per cent was made up

of trade union members; twenty per cent was made up of vet~
erans; twenty-one per cent was made up of professional men;

nine per cent was made up of business men; and four per cent

95

was made up of farmers.

94Progreesive Platform Committee, Peace, Freedom, and
Abundance, pe. 12.

957he New York Times, July 25, 1948.
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The New York Times commented on the Progressive Con -

ventlion as follows:

The majority of his followers are sincere non-Commu-
nist Americans drawn to Mr. Wallace by the belief that
he alone can bring peace with the Soviet Union, or attrac-
ted by his economic theories of a planned and plentiful
economy.

» . . * . L] » L] [ » . . . . . . . . » - . » . . . . - L4

The professional Communists and %fellow travelers,!
who congtitute a minority, are tough and well-trained and
know how they wish to utilize his candidacy and party
platform further to weaken confidence in the American
system,

- . . - . . . * * L) L] - . . . - . * » . * - . . . - . »

Mr. Wallace would like to be the candidate of !'labor,’
which fought for his renomination as Vice-President in
1944, ., . . But in 1948 neither AFL nor CIO will sup-
port him. There are, however, a minority of CIO inter-
national unions, led by Left-wingers such as Harry
Bridges who have bolted the national leedership to back
Mr, Wallace. There 1is algo a scattering of 188al labor
leaders from the AFL and the railroad unions.

Herbert L. Matthews of The New York Times wrote the

following from London:

Henry A. Wallace may be making a dent in the American
body politic during the Presidential campalgn, but in
Europe he is regarded as either a champion of the Com-
munists and fellow-travelers or a candidate not to be
taken serliously.

- L] * . . [ . . L - . . . L . - . * > > . - . * - * . >

Their interest in him resembles that of spectators
watching a bull cavorting around a chins shop; they
wonder how much he is going to break.

960he New York Times, July 25, 1948.




For instance, The Manchester Guardian, Britain's
famed liberal daily, Iﬁescribe@j Wallace!s election
platform as one 'which will appeal to a great many well-
meaning people with no knowledge of public affairs,'

When to Wallace's ‘pro-Communist! leanings there was
added this week the note of appeasement regarding Berlin,
8till more Europeans were alienated. At the same time,
in Europe as in the United States, Wallace appeals to
those, who desperately fear another war and are willing
to try to avoid it by any means.

. * . L] . » . L] . . 3 3 . . . . . » . . * . . . . . .

However, in Paris, as elsewhere, Wallace 1s looked
upon as a stalking horse for Stalin in the United States,
and from that angle he is feared.

. . . . . * . » . . - L] * L] L] . . * . - L 4 . . * . . . L4

Communist newspapers and magazines in France and
Italy have large circulations, and they print numerous
encomiuns of Wallace. In Italy, for instance, they
build Wallace up as the only true Democratic candidate
who 18 a sincere friend of peace, as compared to those
'imperialist warmongers,' President Truman and Governor

Dewey.97
The Soviet press and the Moscow radio freduently pralsed
Wallace for his support of peace and the thought that there
would be no crisis in Berlin of Roosevelt or he were in the

White House,

The Nation commented as follows:

The New Party's Platform and the speeches of Mr. Wal~
lace and Senator Taylor echoed the party line closgely
enough to dispel any idea that a break with the Commu-
nists is likely. Most non-Communist progressives will
agree with much that was sald and written in Philadelphia,

97Phe New York Times, August 1, 1948.
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but the refusal of the Wallace leadership to qualify
its attack on Americen foreign policy with any consider-
ation of the effect of Russian policies, or to find any
virtue whatsoever in the European Recovery Program, for
example, 18 sure to allenate independent voters who are
looking fgr a political rallying ground outside the old
parties.9 ’

Wallace in his attempt to lead a third party seemed not
to be motivated by any great agrarian or labor protest. It
seemed that the cheers of the appreciatiﬁe crowd had charme
which Wallace could not deny. He was willing to sacrifice
many other worthwhile liberals on the altar of his own per-
gonal succesgs to follow a dream of peace, a dréam which led

him to disavow defense measures--but not Communlsts.

98The Nation, CLXVII (July 31, 1948), 113.
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CHAPTER V
THE CAMPAIGN OF 1948

Wallace's early announcement of his candidacy on
December 29, 1947, secemed to cause earlier political activity
on the part of all political parties in the campaign of
1948. Among the early contenders for the Republican nomina-
tions were Governor Thomag E. Dewey, New York; Harold
Stassen, Minnesota; Robert Taft, Ohioc; Arthur Vandenberg,
Michigan; General Douglas MacArthur, Wiscansin; and Earl

Warren, California.

Qgggz ve. Wallace. Early Republic contenders had
varied opinions on Wallace as a Preaidential candidate.
After Wallace had declared his candidacy, Dewey was asked by
reporters if he had aﬁy thoughts on the Wallace candidacy.
Dewey replied, "1 suppose every one has. . . . Mine are my
own and they are not high.“l When asked to express himself
on the third party, Dewey said, "I am pretty busy working
0

for the State of New York sixteen hours a day. Stassen,

believed that the third party threat was a danger to his

candidacy in that 1t made the selection of a congervative

lrhe New York Times, January 6, 1948.

21p1d.
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candidate more likely. Senator Taft thought that President
Truman's State of the Union speech promised the people so
much that Wallace "will have a hard time to find anything to
promise the people of this country that 18 not promised 1ﬁ
this message.“3

Governor Dewey followed in pre-convention campaign as
well as in post-convention campalgn the strategy of ignoring
his opponents. This policy of refusing to join the fray
proved disconcerting to Stassen and Taft in the pre-conven-
tion period as well as to President Truman in the post-con-
vention period. However, while Dewey remained silent, other
Republlicans were more voluble.

In March of 1948, the House Committee on Un-American
Activities, headed by J. Parnell Thomas, a Republican from
New Jersey, tried to link Wallace with an appointee, Dr.
Edward V. Condon, whom Wallace had appointed to the Bureau
of Standards in the Commerce Department. Thomas attacked
| Dr. Condon for alleged Un-American activities, calling him
“one of the weakest links in our atomic security."b Sub-

gsequent investigation proved the attack unwarranted, moti-

vated by the desire to expedite the granting of an

3The New York Times, January 9, 1948.

YRobert K. Carr and Joel Barker, The House Committee
on Un-American Activities (New York: The Cornell University

Press, 1955), pp. 131-132.
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appropriation to the Committee as well as to smear Wallace.
However, at the time; the Republicans attempted to link
Condon to Wallace. The Thomas report said:

In this country [the Communists] haven'!t gotten as
far as they have in Czechoslovakia, but they got pretty
far, because they got a man as Vice President of the
United States, and he is now their candidate for Presi-
dent, and he is the same man who recommended Dr. Condon
as Director of the Bureau of Standards.5

In a recent book, The House Committee on American

Activities, written by Rober K. Carr and Joel Barker,

appears the following excerpt:

Entirely apart from the implication of this passage
that Vice-~Pregident Wallace was a Communist or an agent
of the Communists, the committee!s report fails to tell

~that Wallace did not know Condon until the time of the
appointment and that the recommendation was made on the
basis of the findings of a departmental committee which
had geen directed to find the best-qualified man for the

Job.
An article, written by Marquis Childs, appeared in

the Congressional Record, which commented on the matter as

follows:

To fair minded Americans it would seem clear that
Condon is being persecuted because he was appointed head
of the Bureau of Standards by Henry Wallace when Wallace
was Secretary of Commerce. A second reason 1s the smear
campaign conducted against him in the small section of

5Carr and Barker, The House Committee on Un-~American
Activities, p. 136.

61bid.
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the press.7
Wallace answered the attack saying, "We are in serious dan-
ger of becoming a pollice state if this sort of thing contin-
ues."8 He continued, charging as follows:
o « o the game 1is to create fear in all of you, eéery
last one of you. That is what the game is. S0 that you
don't dere speak out, so we will all be second-class
citizens, 8o that we will willingly serve without asking
questions of our betters, That is what the game is.
Think it over carefully.? .

In the meantime, Governor Dewey, the defeated candi-
date of 1944, worked effectively to establish himself as the
titulsr head of the Republican Party. However, Stassen's
early primary successes in New Hampshire, Wisconsin, Nebras-
ka, and Pennsylvania forced Dewey to make a fight for the
primary victory in Oregon, if he meant to stay in the race
as a coﬁtender for the Republican nomination. Advice from
Senator Wayne Morse of Oregon brought Dewey to stump that
state. This he accomplished in traveling 1,950 miles in
three weeks speaking to 100,000 people. Stassen, who had

campaigned in Oregon and regarded it as "safe! for him,

Marquis Child, “Smear against Condon," Washington
Evening Star, Congressional Record, Proceedings and Debates
of the 80th Congress, 2d Session, Volume 94, Part 2, Febru-
ary 20-March 15, 1948 (Washington: Government Printing

Office, 1948), p. 2411.
8The New York Times, March 3, 1948.

91bid.
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returned to challenge Dewey to a debate on Communism. In
the subsequent radio debate on the question of outlawing of
Communists as a subversive group, Stassen took the position
that their continued existence would encourage them to over-
throw our Government; Dewey, on the other hand, argued that
outlawing them would send them underground. In the primary
election that followed, Dewey captured all twelve of the
Oregon delegates and reestablished his position a8 the lead-
ing contender.
In May, Dewey, feeling Jubilant over his primary
victory in Oregon, took occasion on May 22, at Powning Park,
Reno, Nevada, to declare "that people who sell communism
either here or abroad are ‘stupid or ignorant.'“lo Adding
the following statement, Dewey continuedf
What makes the United States different from Russia
and Africa, both of which have vast natural resources,
are the Bill of Rights and the country!s unity. . . .

The Bill of Rights permits us to hold such meetings
a8 this and to discuss politics and to listen to any
other Republican or to a Democrat or to Henry Wallace
or to any other crackpot.ll

Dewey promised that if he vere "elected President he would

have 'the bést house cleénlng this cbuntry has had in seventy

years.'"12

10rhe New York Times, March 23, 1948.
111p14.
121p14,
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When Dewey was asked what effect he thought Wallace
would have on the campaign, he replied, "He'!ll be a nui-
sance."13 To the question, would Wallace be nuisance enough
to elect a Republican a8 President? Dewey answered, "“The
Republicans will elect a President on their own feet,” and,
"they will elect one because the country wants-—and needs-—-
a Republican Admihistration."lu

Following the victory. in the Oregon primary, Dewey
continued as a leading aspirant for the Republican nomination.
As the Republican Convention opened June 21, Taft and Stassen
formed a stop-Dewey coalition which failed because neither
would relinquish his first position on the proposed ticket.
Governor Kim Sigler of Michigan joined the opposition to
Dewey to support Senator Vandenberg, Michigan!s favorite son.
Warren remained neutral, probably thereby earning the second
place on the Dewey ticket. On the first ballot, Dewey
showed strength but lacked a majority because many delega-
tions supported their favorite sons. After the first ballot,
the Dewey forcesl> let it be known that Representative Hal-

leck of Indiana would be Dewey's choice as Vice-Presidential

137he New York Times, May 24, 1048.

141p14,

151n the light of subsequent events, it appears that
the Dewey men started the rumor with no intentions of carry-

ing 1t out.
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candidate. This led Halleck to Join the Dewey forces on the
gecond ballot. He wae_followed by Martin of Pennsylvania
and Driscoll of New Jersey. On the third ballot, Warren

and the California delegation Joined the Dewey forces as

did Sigler and the Michigen delegation. Other delegations
and favorite sons followed. Taft and Stassen withdrew,
leaving the field to Dewey.

The contenders for the second place were Stassen,
Halleck, and Warren. Warren seemed to be the compromise
candidate between Halleck and Stassen; besides, Warren
appeared to be Dewey's choice. Asg a result, Warren was
nominated by acclamation.

In the second address of the Cbnvention, Clare Boothe
Luce, aé reported by Time, attacked Wallace as well as Presl-
dent Truman. The Time commented as follows:

A roar of applause was punctuated by waves of laughter

as blonde ex~Congresswoman Clare Boothe Luce volced the

thesis of her speech; that Harry Truman is a ‘gone
goose.' The Democrats, she sald, were divided into 'a
Jim Crow wing, led by the lynch-loving Bourbons . . . g
Moscow wing, masterminded by Stalin's Mortimer Snerd,l
Henry Wallace . . . and a Pendergast wing run by the
wampum and boodle boys . . « Who gave us Harry Truman

in one of their more pixilated moments.' Harry Truman's
term of office, she cracked, was hardly 'the pause that

refreshes. 1

16A dummy used by Edgar Bergen in his radlo show.
17uRepublicans," Time, LI (June 28, 1948), 10.
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Similar attacke came from other Republicans, but the Republi~
can candidates, Dewey and Warren, followed their agreed-—upon
strategy not to name or attack their opponents.

Dewey, speaking August 12 in New York City to a group
of Young Republican Clubs, criticized the Progressive Party
in the following manner: .

The word progressive is a.fine old American word mean-

ing-~before the month of July, 1948--a forward looking
point of view, maintaining anchore in the success of our
great system. Now i1t has been despoiled by a group which
would like to put our country in chains slong with the
rest of the world. So I don'!t use the word progressive.
We will again be able to use it after this year's cam-
paign because those who use it will have little or no
influence in American public life and after the election
of a Republican President they will havi not influence

in the Government of the United States..8

Vice-Presidential candidate Warren followed Dewey's
attack on the Progressives with a speech at Albuquerque,

New Mexico, on September 18, 1948. In this address, Warren
proposed a crusade on "what is right with ‘America'" to
“oombat the influence of the followers of 'false gods' who,
he said were ‘Yhiding' in the Presidential campaign under the
tProgressive! banner. "9 Warren, in addition to attacking
the Progressives, attacked the Communists in the following
manner:

A stealthy appeal, under the guise of showing what 1is

187he New York Times, August 12, 1948.

191pid., September 18, 1948,
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wrong with America, 1is being made to the credulous, the
cynical, and the weak. . . . Neighbors are polised against
neighbors. Races are being inflamed against races.
Classes are being created and arrayed against each other,

Every device known to a conspiracy is used to dis-
credit our institutions and divide our people. Unfor-
tunately, even some who were born in this country have
become enamored of these false gods and are preaching
the doctrine of despair. They can see no good in our
country. All of their waking hours are devoted to
establishing what 1s wrong with our nation.

They give no credit to anyone, or to any of our in-
stitutions for the great material and spiritual pro-
gress. They have infiltrated into many phases of our
gociety. They have made their influences felt in unseen
ways. They have even wormed their way into Government.

They have insinuated themselves into this campalgn
and are hiding under the wholesome name and banner of
Yprogressives.' They tell us that everything ls wrong
with America, that it has failed and that it has no
future under our system.

Warren climaxed his address by commenting: "Tom Dewey will
never have any trouble getting Communists out of Government.

He never will tske them in."21 Reaching Tulsa, Oklahoms,
on September 20, Warren struck out against all opponents by

gaying, as reported by Time:

Republicang] can prove only . . «» that the incumbent
Administration is a shambles; that it is dlspirited,
chaotic, quarrelsome and desperate . . . [sic! The
Democratic Party, and its splinters, present lo the
people of the U. 8. in this national campaign a sorry
gpectacle of warring factions, city machines, rebellil-
ous elements, pressure minorities, fellow travelers and

Such a %ireat [&ruman‘s threat of war agalnst the

20ppe New York Times, September 18, 1948.

211pia.
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1eft-w1ngers.22
While Warren traveled East, Dewey began a swing

through th;rteen Western states. It soon became evident on
this tour that audiences en joyed attacks on Communists in the
Government and that they gave most applause when Dewey said:
T suggest you elect an administration that simply won't
appoint them in the first place.“23 Following this mode of
attack, Dewey, according to Time, delivered an attack on

Communism in Los Angeles, sayling:

The tragie fact is that too often our own Government
« « o S8cems8 to have so far lost faith in our system of

free opportunity as tqQ engourage this Communist advance,
not hinder it. . . . 1}103 Communists and fellow trave

elers fhave] risen to positions of trust in our Govern-
ment, . . .'[sici On that very day when a poor distraught
gchool teacher kana S. Kosenkina] ventured death to
jump to freedom . . . the head of our Government called
the exposure of Communists in our Government a ‘red

herring.!

We must neither ignore the Communists nor outlaw them
. + « PBicl If they engage in sabotage or break any other
laws,we'1ll jail them. If our laws aren't adequate we'll
get ones which are. But in this country we'll have no
thought-police. We nill not jall anybody for what he
thinks or belleves.? :

Dewey'!s campalign exuded the confidence of a victor.
‘He chose to ignore his opponents as he campaigned, as 4is-

gusted Democrats termed it, against Joe Stalin. Over and

220ime, LII (September 27, 1948), 22.
23Pne New York Times, September 18, 1948.

24pime, LII (October 4, 1948), 20-21.
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over again he pled for the unity of the country as he de- |
nounced those who played group against group. He promised
honest and competent government and defended the record of
the eightieth Congress. He, according to Time, criticized
the deviating foreign policy and promised:

Nothing will be said or done in this campaign by my-
gelf or the Republican Party which will do anything but
strengthen our unity . . . [sic] We are pulling together
for the good of the country . . . and it would _be wise
for all of the rulers of the world to know it.

Truman v8., Wallace. Meanwhlle, President Truman,

after making some overtures in late 1947 and early 1948,
attacked Wallace very soon after his December announcement
of candidacy for the Pfesidential race. Many Republicans
believed that the January State of the Union Message out-
bid Henry'Wallace for factional support. The first public
occasion, used by Truman to denounce Wallace, was his
address before the Society of Friendly Sons of 3t. Patrick,
delivered in the Grand Ballroom of the Asgtor Hotel. Tru-
man charged Wallace was an agent of Communism and "declared
that under no conditions would he accept the support of Mr.

Wallace or his Communist allies."26 The President persisted:

If jJoining them or permitting them to join me 1s the
price of victory, I recommend defeat.

25pime, LII (October 4, 1948), 21.
26ThevNew York Times, March 18, 1948.




. . . . [ . . . . . . . . . . . . . - . . . L] . . . ] .

These are the days of high prices for everything, but
any price for Wallace and his Communists 1s too much for
me to pay. « .« » I'll not buy 1t.<7
Wallace answered by saying that "President Tfuman
appealed to prejudice because he could not answer us with
reason.“28 He further accused the President of implying that
"1t was only the Communists who disapproved of his policies
of supporting fasclsts, kings and reactionaries around the
world and his plans to draft our young men and militarize
the country.“29 YBut," continued Wallace, "millions of
Americans, who stand firmly opposed to his policies, know
that they are not Communists and they will not be frightened
into accepting militarism because someone calls them !Commu-
nigts. 1130

There was s great amount of pressure exerted to pre-
vent Trumants running for President in 1948, Although he
behaved as a&-candidate on many occasions, his formal announce-
ment came late in March. This seemed a courageous stand in

the face of mounting opposition from the Southerners and

Wallaceites. To add to Truman'!s misfortune, the old-line

277he New York Times, March 18, 1948,

281p14., March 20, 1948.
291pid.
301pia.
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New Dealers opposed his candidacy as did the big city
bosgses, The defection of so many elements lefthruman one
course of action, namely, to steer to the right of Wallace
and to the left of the Republicané. Above all, it was nec-
egsary for Truman to regain the support of labor.31 This he
did as he called for the repeal of the Taft-Hartley bill and
as he made a decisive stand for the Civil Rights program.

As pressure was still being brought on Truman to with-
draw from the 1948 Presidential race, he left on a trans-
continental tour of this country. His schedule called for
speeches at Chicago, Omaha, Seattle, Berkeley, and Los
Angeles. Speaking in Chicago on June 4, the President called
for "broadening of the social sedurity program.“32 In Omaha
on June 5, he told Nebraskans that "some Republicans were in
favor of g farm program when they were in the West, but
against it when they got back to Congress.“33 At Pocatello,
Idgho, on June 7, President Truman charged "“that some power

interests with allies in Congress, Were seeking to restore

3lLabor had become disgruntled in 1946 and 1947.
A. F. Whitney, who headed the Brotherhood of Railroad Train-
men, came January 21, 1948, to make amends and end his hos-

$t11ity that had lasted since 1946.

320he World Almanac and Book of Facts for 1949 (New
York World Telegram, 1949), p. 722.

331vi4.
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the abuses of the Samuel Insull era. . . ."3% 1In Butte,
Montana, on June 8, the President "assailed Congress for
falling to pass adequate farm and housing programe and for
slashing the Labor Departmentts appropriations.“35 At
Spokaﬁe, Washington, on June 9, Truman declared the Eighti-
eth "Congress was the worst one we've ever had since the first
one met.“36 In an address, made at the University of Calil-
fornia in Berkeley, on June 12, the President "issued a
warning to the Soviet Union that it was opposed not by the
United States alone but by all the free nations of the
world. . o o137 Speaking in Los Angeles, on June 14, "a
demand that Congress should remain in session until it had
passed effective price controls and seven other major bills
‘was voiced by President Truman.”38 As Truman returned East,
he spoke in Maryland and Penﬁsylvania. On these occasions,
he warned that thé Republicans were concerned with "special

interests” rather than '"general Welfare.'39 1In this fifteen

34The World Almanasc and Book of Facts for 1949, p. 722.

351p14.
361p1a.
371p14.
381b14.
391b1d.
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day, 9,505-mile tour, Truman made seventy-three speeches in
eighteen states. This tour seemed but a rehearsal for the
post-convention tours.

As the convention date approached, there was 1hcreased
activity on the part of such leaders as James Roosevelt.
Jake Arvey, Mayor O'Dwyer, and Millard Tydings to get General
Eisenhower or Chief Justice William O. Douglas to become a
candidate for the Democratic nomlnation for President.uo In
addition, the Southerners, allenated by the Presgidentts stand
on. civil rights, planned to demand that the National Commit-
tee request that Mr. Truman withdraw from the race. These
plans fell by the wayside as Eisenhower and Douglas refused
to become candidates and the Southerners dropped their plan.

In the Democratic Convention of July 12-16, important
events became political history. The activities of Hubert
Humphrey, Mayor of Minneapolis, and Andrew Biemlller, eXx-
Gongreeéman of Wisconsin, supported by delegations of the
North and West, caused the adoption of a Civil Rights plank.
This caused part of the Alabama delegation and all of the
Mississippi delqgation to leave the Convention. The remain-
ing Southern delegations gave their support to Richard

Russell, Senator from Gedrgia. Truman, however, had enough

4°Ray Tucker, "Elections," 1949 Britannica Book of
the Year (Chicago: Encyclopaedia Brittanica, Inc., 19497,
p. 261.
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votes for nomination on the first ballot. His fighting
acceptance speech pfoduced admiration from the Conventlon
members, who were far from enthusiastic. This address, made
from an eighteen-page outline and notes preparéd by Clark
Clifford and Sam Rosenman, struck a new note in political
gambling ag Truman announced that he was calling back the
Elghtieth Congress into specisl session. The Convention com-
pleted its work by nominating Alben Barkley as the Vice-
Presidential candidate by acclamation, and elected J. Howard
McGrath as its Democratic National Chairman.

With the nomination achieved, labor, big city bosses,
Americans for Democratic Action, and New Dealers began to
fall in line to support Mr. Truman. Labor and city bosses
worked diligently for the success of a candidate who alone
believed that he could win.

On Labor Day, President Truman spoke to a crowd of
over 100,000 people in Cadillac Square, Detrolit. He emphé—
sized that the Democratic Party had the welfare of the little
man at heart; he continued in the following manner:

The Republicans . . . voted themselves a cut in taxes

and voted you a cut in freedom. The 80th Republican
Congress falled to crack down on prices. But it cracked

down on labor all right.

. . * . . . . . . . . . . . - . - . . . 3 - . .

If you let the Republican reactionaries get complete
control of the Government . . . I would fear not only for
the wages and living standards of the Amerlcan workingman,



156

but even for our demgcratic institutions of free labor
and free enterprise. 1

In late September, Truman traveled West again.
Speaking in the Midwest, Truman attacked the Republicans as
being in the hands of reactlonaries and Wall Street gluttons,
who wére putting up fabulous sums to elect a Republlican
Administration. In S8alt Lake City, Utah, Truman warned that
the Republicans, who, he claimed, had choked power develop—
ment in that part of the country, would}strangle the New
Deal-inaugurated irrigation, reclamation, and hydroelectric
programg. On September 22, the President attacked the House
Committee on Un~American Activities, saying that 1t was more
Un-American that the activities it was investigating; in
addition he called on the.voters to fire the Republican
"mogsbacks" in Congress. On September 24, President Truman
made a major address in Los Angeles, appealing to the 1lib-
eral voters to return to the Democratic Party. ‘Lds Angeles,
a political strateglic spot with ite concentrated population,
was estimated to have from 250,000 to 500,000 Progressives.
President Truman, cognizant of the liberal voters who sought
the third party as a solution for chaotic world conditions,
appealed to them to re join the Democratic Party. TIruman

continued in the following statements:

Ylugrough snd Ready," Time, LII (September 20, 1948),
24-25.
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To these liberals, I would say in all sincerity,
think again. . . « The fact the Communists are gulding
and using the third party shows that this party does not
represent American ideals.

But there 1s another and very practical reason why
1t 1s folly for any liberal to put his hope in this third
rarty. :

The third party has no power in the Government and
no chance of achieving power. The simple fact 1is that
the third party cannot achieve peace because it 1s power-~
less. It cannot achlieve better conditions here at home
because it 1s powerless.

- . * . . [ ] » . . . . . L ) - > . * . . . . . . . * . .

A vote for the third party can only weaken the efforts
of the Democratic Party to build a healthy nation and a
peaceful world. . . . A vote for the third party plays
into the hands of the Republican forces of reaction,
whose aimg are directly opposed to the aims of American
liberalism. A vote for the third party will.not prom&%e
the cause of American liberallsm, but will injure 1it.

President Truman asserted that his own Administration was

doing everything possible for world peace and was eager to
put an end to the reactionary policy inaugurated since the
Republicans had gained control of Congress. Wallace, in

reply, assalled Truman as belng insincere, saying: "If he
ia sincere, he will call for the defeat of Congressmen who
overrode his veto on the Taft-Hartley Law and the defeat of
those who voted against continuance of the [House] Un—-Ameri-

can Activities Comrn.’L'ctee'.“L"3

42phe New York Times, September 24, 1948,

431pid., September 25, 1948.



158

President Truman, speaking at a private dinner in San
Antonio, Texas, saild that peace was the best policy for the
world, but we must keep our bullets in order and our powder
dry. In addition to this, Truman said that world peace was
more important than whether or not he was elected President
of the United States. In an address delivered in Charleston,
West Virginia, he warned that to elect a Republican President
to match a Republican Congress would mean a headlong dash
toward another depression. After returning to Washington on
October 2, the President sald after his 8,300-mile trip that
he had Just begun to fight.

Contrary to Republican claims that victory was in
their hands, President Trumant's crowds were 1ncreasing.
This was particularly notioeable on his trip to Philadelphia
and Camden, New Jereey, where crowds of 500,000 people were
estimated by the police to have greeted him on the tour.
Spesking in Convention Hall, Philadelphla, before a crowd
of 11,000 people, he denounced the Republican promises of
funity! as "quackery." Similar crowds continued throughout
the remaining campalign as Truman continued his speaking s
tour. At Buffalo, Truman warned that the electlion of a
Republican President would threaten the country‘'s prosper-
ity. The major issue to be decided at the poll was, saild
President Truman, "Hard times or prosperity?" At Raleigh,
the President appealed to Southern Democrats to vote the
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stralght Democratic ticket inetead of supporting the States
‘Rights Party. In Chicago, Truman told an audience that a,

« « o« Republican victory would bring a totalitarian

threat to American freedom, and would place in power

« » o men who wanted unbridled inflation would give con-

trol of the nation to a smal& group, and would foment

racial and religious strife. b ' :
As the campaign ended, Truman declared that he had "cracked
the Republican East" and that “North, South, and West [were]
falling 1in line.“us In his last pre~election address, Tru-
man said that the voter must make the choice between the
party of the people, the Democratic Party, and the party of

privilege, the Republican Party.L"6

Wallace against the major parties. As the atrategy

of the Democrats was to establish a course between the Re-
publicans on the Right and the Progressives on the Left, the
Progressives tried to prove that both of the older parties
were reactionary. The bi-partisan foreign policy provided

a stépplng stone for such an approach. From this, the Pro-
gressives charged the old parties were also allke 1n domestic
issues; consequently, the Progressive leaders believed that

the new party provided the only hope for liberal voters.

uuThe World Almanac and Book of Facts for 1949,
p. 743.

451p14.

461p1d., p. 748,
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Consedquently, the Wallace strategy against Dewey and
Truman was to consider them as equal representatives of re-~
action., However, the sarly part of 1948 wass characterized
by Wallace'!s criticism of Truman rather than Dewey. The
avowed purpose appeared to be to defeat Truman and the Demo-
crats. Wallace attacked Truman on innumerable occasions at
home and abroad after his dismissal from the Cabinet. On
his announcement of candidacy on the third party ticket,
Wallace charged that the Democratic Party was "“a party of
'war and depression,' and asserted that the time had come
for 'a new party to fight these war-makers.‘“47 On the
occasion of Mayor O'Dwyer's inviting him to rej)oin the Demo-
cratic Party, Wallace chargéd that the "Democratic high
command 1n.Waehingtqn is scared to death."us‘ On February 12,
1948, Wallacé censured the Truman Administration's unwilling-
ness to press for an effective action to carry out the United
Nation's decieioﬁ to partition Palestine; meanwhile, he
accused Truman of talking Jewish and acting Arab to serve the
0il interests bf the country.

The Truman Administration was again under attack by
Wallace as he testified before the House Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee on February 25. Wallace assailed the Administration

H77he New York Times, December 30, 1948.

48Ibid., February 16, 1948,
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for "'laying the foundations' for war with Russia" and
charged "that the original'European récovery concept had
been 'poisoned' by the Truman chtrine of world communism
containment. . . .“""9 On February 26, Wallace severly crit-
icized the United States policy on Palestine and denounced
Warren Austin's United States delegaté to the United Nations
consultation proposals "as a complete sellout of the people
of Palestine and.a serious blow at the United Nations, "0
Making a more grievous criticism, Wallace sald as follows:

The ﬁnited States'position is dictated by oil imperi-
alism and oil politics. A second Munich i1s under way.
Unless an outraged public opinion forces the Truman

Administration to keep its word, that Munich can have
the same consequences as the historic sessgion of Chamber-

lain, Daladier, and Hitler.51l

One of the early events that seemed to present a good
omen for the new barty was the successful candidacy of Leo
Isacson, the American Labor Party candidate. Although he
was a known critic”df the late FDR, whom Isacson considered
to be a warmonger, Wallace supported him. Isacson was
opposed in the contest by Karl Proper, a Democrat; D1 Nigris,
a'Republican; and Dean Alfrange, a liberal. During the cam-

paign, Mayor William O'Dwyer, a former member of the American

. 491ne New York Times, February 25, 1948.

50Ipid., February 26, 1948.
511pia.
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Labor Party, appealed to Wallace to abandon his third party
attempt, saying:

I am against the Wallace third party because it tends
to break up a comblnation which has been responsible for
an expanding democracy, because 1t cannot possibly
achieve its own avowed purposes, and were it to succeed
in drawing liberals away from the Democratic ranks in

large numbers, 1§5 only success would be the defeat of
1ts own program,

Adolf Berle, the former assistant Secretary of State, who
gpoke for the liberal ocandidate Dean Alfrange also condemned
Wallace as follows: -"Henry Wallace ig..not an American can-
didate but a front for international intrigue whose policies
would lead the United States into war."5?

As a result of the campaign, Isacson won, polling
22,697 votes cast from a district of 96,000 eligible voters.
Commenting on his victory, Isacson said: ‘'"this is a victory
for Henry A. Wallace and the third party--the peoplels party,"
and "a t'resounding repudiation' of the policles of the Tru-
man administration, which he declared was leading the nation
down the road to War.“'j)+ This victory led the New York Demo-
cratic leader, Edward Flynn, to comment as follows:

The Communist menace in this country is much greater

than most people thought. This election brings home
forcibly that those who are opposed to Communism d&o

527ne New York Times, February 13, 1948.

53Ibid.,.February 16, 1948,
5%1bid., February 18, 1948.
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not exercise their franchise. This is a deplorable
s8ituation. Regimented Communists vote, while those
opposed to communism 4o not take the trouble gg do so.
I hope this election will serve as a warning.

The important factors in the victory were: (1) the Jewish
vqters who had answered the Isacson's pro-Palestine appeal,
(2) the Democrats who were unimpressed by the Truman Admin-
istration and failed in their cémpaign Job, (3) the active
Communists who had promoted a hoﬁse to house campalgn in
- many areas, and (4) the Negroes and Puerto Ricans who had
voted their dissatisfaction of the Democratic record on
Civil Rights.>®

On March 7, Wallace spoke in York, Pennsylvania.
Here, he advocated that "strong action must be taken now
to breask the grip of the steel monopoly on the American econ-
omy;" while, he charged that "aided by big business men 1n
the Administration and Congress, a steel monopoly was head-
ing the 'current attempt' to hamstring world recovery in
order to increase already fantastic profits."57 |

It appéared that notall of Wallace's attacks were
justified by facts. Wallace attacked Laurence Stelnhardt,

the American Ambassador to Czechoslovakia, for provoking

55The New York Times, February 18, 1948.

56Ib1d.
57Ipid., March 8, 1948.
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the Communist coup by lending himself to the cause of the
Rightlsts who were planning a similar coup. Subsequently,
it was learned that Steinhardt was out of Czechoslo?akia at
the time. It seemed that Wallace had aided the Communists
in their strategy of defending the February, 1948, coup in

Czechoslovakia.

On March 17, the day following his attack on Ambas-
sador Steinhardt, Wallace charged that "the crisis in the
international affairs [res_ulted] from the complete fallure
of the Truman Doctrine throughout the world}"58 After Tru-
man's disavowal, Wallace charged that "Truman had expanded
the Truman Doctrine to a point where it threatens the 1life
of every human beihg in the world.'"? On this occasion,
he blamed Winston Churchill for laying down in his Fulton,
Missouri, speech on March 5, 1947, the policy followed by
‘the Truman Administration.

In late March, Wallace charged the President with
lending himself to a "reign of terror," which, "blots out
reason and unleashes dangerous forces of hate that threateﬁ

the freedom and livelihood of all Americans.“60 This

58The New York Times, March 17, 1948.

591bid., Masrch 19, 1948.
80Ipid., March 27, 1948.
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attack followed the annoyances "to which the supporters of
the third party have been subjected."61

On the last day of March, Wallace appeared before the
Senate Armed Forces Committee for the purpose of attacking
the Universal Military Training and stop-gap selective
service draft bills. These, sald Wallace, were "war-breed-
ing programs that . . . were founded on a non-existent
crisis;" and that "they led to ‘'death and taxes for the many
and very handsome.profits for the few.'“62 Wallace stated
that he thought the measure had been created to stave off
- depression; similarly; he felt that "our country (%as] in
danger," but that the "danger [came] from our own policies
which will bring war--unnecessary war--upon our country."63

A threat to cut our Italian ald if the country went
Communist brought the comment from Wallace on April 1, that
1t Jjust 1sn‘t American. It 1s coercion. It is force. It
is intimidation.“éu Wallace said further that "Americans
knew too little about the 'profits from aid' being made by

a few glant corporations that have won concessions from the

6lThe New York Times, March 27, 1948.

621b1d., March 31, 1948.
631114,
641bid., April 1, 1948.
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Italian Government with State Department aid.“65 Wallace
named oil, automobile, alr transportation, elevator, and
hydro-electric interests as "having moved into I%aly at the
expense of the American taxpayer and the Italian people.“66
In April, Wallace continued his speaking tour by
moving to the Midwest. Newsmen, Howard Norton of the Balti-

more Sun and James Weschler of the New York Post, who re-

mained with Henry Wallace'!s tour throughout this pre-conven-
tion tour, "were Quickly shushed at press conferences when-
ever they tried to challenge Wallace's ideas or facts,"
while,-"sometimes Wallace hid from them in hotel rooms.“67
They reported that “Wéllace has become a bitter, dour man
with a developing persecution complex,! and "he would like
to succeed to the mantle of Roosevelt but he does .not know
how to meet the common man whom he champions.“68

The meetings held for the twenty-three addresses of
Wallaces in nine states were characterized by varying suc-
cess. Weschler described them as follows:

At virtually every stop the local left-wing stal-

warts run the arrangements. It is the bilggest show they
have ever staged. But the political complexion of the

65Phe New York Times, April 1, 1948.

661114,
67uTnird Parties," Time, LI (April 19, 1948), 25.

68Ibid., May 10, 1948, p. 23.
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audiences is definitely broader. It ig a cross section
of American discontent and insecurity.©9

In Evansville, Indiana, the CIO picketed the Memorial Coli-
gseum where Wallace was to speak. The pickets were joined by
some two thousand citizens who stormed the Coliseum!s doors
and injured the Progressive campalign manager, C. B. Baldwin.
Wallace censured the press, saying: "The blame for this
violence lies with the press for giving misinformation,®’°
Meetings in the Midwesﬁ as well as in other sections proved
profitable ventures. Examples of this might be seen as in
Evansville, Indiana, where the audience contributed $1,000;
the Chicago businessmen's luncheon meeting, $15,000; and
the Chicago Stadium meeting, $39,000. |

Moving to the Far West in May, Wallace broke his
journey at Iowa City and demanded a meeting between the next
President and Stalin, adding the Roosevelt always saild that
| he could do business with Stalin. In Cedar Rapilds, Iowa,
2 large minority of Czechs had been established. Speaking
here as he continued his tour westward, Wallace seemed the
apologist for the Communists. According to the report in
Time magazine, Wallace‘s-defense was as follows:

The utterly insane and suicidal foreign policy of our

69upnird Parties," Time, LI (April 19, 1948), 25.

707p14.
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country contributed greatly to these developments. The
Russlansg, @aid Wallace], have no necessity to expand
their borders, nor wi they for many decades to come,
zgcgg:kagiifgzggaéeggggits7ind pregsures, compel them

¥

In speaking to an audience of some 8,500 p90p1é at
the Cow Palace in San Francisco, Wallace charged "that the
real instigators of the cold war were international big
business, monopoliste and ‘hugely rich' American corpora-
tions. It[ﬁad]been less of a war against Russia," he said,
"than a war agéinst the American people; less of g war
against communism than a war against democracy.“72

An extremely important event of the Wallace pre-Con-
vention campaign was the acceptance by Stalin of Wallace‘s
program for settling the differences between the United
States and the Soviet. Wallace had written Premier Stalin
in May of 1948 listing his program:

. o« - & general reduétion of armaments and prohiblitilon

of atomic weapong; conclusion of peace treaties with
Germany and Japan and [the settlement of] the question

of evacuation of troops from these countries; evacuation
of troops from China and Korea; respect for the sovereign-
tyrof individual countries and non-interference in thelr
domestic affairs; the inadmissibility of military bases

in member countries of the United Nations; world develop-
ment of international trade excluding any sort of dls-
erimination; in the framework of the United Natlons,
agsistance to and economic restoration of the countries
which suffered from the war; defense of democracy and

7luTnird Parties," Time, LI (May 10, 1948), 24.
727ne New York Times, May 19, 1948.
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the insuring of c¢ivil rights in all countries. . . .73
Stalin chose to present higs acceptance by radioc address from
Moscow, presented May 18, 1948. - To Wallace!s objectives,

Stalin stated, according to The New York Times:

There 1is no statesman caring for peace and coopera-
tion among the peoples who can lignore this progran,
since it reflects the hopes and strivings of the peoples
toward consolidation of peace and it doubtless wi&l have
the support of many millions of ordinary people.’

This statement encouraged the hope of Wallace for the best
interests of peace gince he regarded the response of Premier
Stalin as "a real offer by Russia 'to sit down' and find a

way to end the 'cold war.'"’> Wallace said further:

I am humble and grateful to be an instrument in this
crisis, in having been able to bring about this offer
for a settlement of our differences. . « « A8 far as
I am concerned, there is only one thing in which I am
interested in this world--doing all I can to bring about
a peaceful world.

L . . . L] . L] . . . L] . L] » - . . . . . [ . * . » . .

If I have done anything to further the cause of peace7

737he New York Times, May 18, 1948.

41p1a.
751b14.

76pccording to The New York Times, May 19, 1948, the
State Department tended to be more cautious about the ex-
change; they felt that it was "encouraging" that the Russo-
American differences could be solved, but 1t rejected the
Hgpecific issues" that Wallace listed as "“they are not
bilateral issues between this country and the Soviet Union.*
The State Department regarded the issues as concerning many
countries and they were hesitant to open new talks on the
basis of broken, earlier agreements which the Soviet had made.
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in the world . . . I shall have felt my whole campaign
a tremendous success.

In dpeaking in Cleveland, Ohio, on June 20, 1948;
Wallace again attacked Truman in the following statements:

It 1s interesting that Mr. Truman in his Weatern
travels put all the blame for the reactionary course
of domestic policles on Congress. . . « Thatt!s one
kind of speech Mr. Truman has learned how to deliver--
speeches blaming the other guy for everything that goes
wrong.

And he wasn't very far from Washington before his
head got too big for his halo., The selfwannointed angel
blames all domestic ills on the Republicans in Congress
and all the ills beyond our borders from Bogota to
Athens are Joe Salin's [sic) fault.?8

Wallace charged further that Mr., Truman was not the "fight-
ing liberal he pretends to be" but actually "a partner in
the move to curtail civil rights.®’’ Wallace said he be-
lieved, "It is always a safe bet that Harry Truman will be

right 50 per cent of the time," because, 'he is both sides

of everything.”ao

In June, Wallace, speaking before a group of New
York businessmen, took the opportunity to charge "'the Tru-’
man-~-Forrestal clique! of spending hundreds of millions of

the taxpayers' money in Greece and Turkey to protect tthe

7?7The New York Times, May 18, 1948.

781bid., June 21, 1948,
791v1d.
801p1a.
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flanks of the Standard 0il's arabian empire.'”al Wallace's
campaign manager, C. B. Baldwin, attacked Dewey and Warren
as belng the same "old Hoover crowd," the "Republican machine
fronters,% who were "bent on giving the people the same type
of enlightened government Herbert Hoover administered from
1928 to 1932 [;19] ."82 3trangely enough, Baldwin pre-
dicted that Dewey would be defeated as in 1944. This reason-
ing wae contradictory to Progressive stirategy which aimed to
place the Republican Party in control by dividing the Demo-
cratic Party.

Wallace, speaking July 12, before the Progressive

Party of West Virginia, predicted the "death knell" of the
Democrats, as Baldwin had forecast the defeat of the Repub-
licans. He said the Democratic party could not be reformed
"because a Democratic Party that was more than half Hague
offers no home for the progressives,! just as "a Democratic
party that was 'more than half Téf‘c-Hartley offered} no place
for labor," and a "Democratic Party" that was Ymore than

| half monopoly, more under the Forrestals and the Harrimans

offered no hope for the average American plagued by high

8lpne New York Times, June 23, 1948.

821p1da., June 26, 1948.
831b14., July 12, 1948.
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prices."83 Wallace continued as follows:

The futility of attempting to remake the Democratic
party is being proved by some nice liberal people who
have learned the facts of 1life in the last few weeks.

e » In Alliasnce with corrupt machine politicians they
,have tried to dump Truman. They have performed a great
service. They am making it clear ggat the Democratic
party has outlived its usefulness. ‘
Wallace turned to the Republican Party saying that the "voters
who wanted to support fascism abroad, to see "our resources
wasted in arms," to see "the draft law! passed, and to see
fcur civil liberties® curtailed, would “vote for Tom
Dewey‘“85
The month of July brought the scheduled Progressive
Convention, in which Manager Baldwin announced to the assem-
bled followers that a vote for the Democratlic Party in
November was a wasted vote. As he made no claim of victory
for the Progressives, this statement seemed to forecast a
Republican victory. Other orators of the Convention reflected
their feeling of disillusionment with both of the o0ld parties
as did the Platform adopted by the Party Convention (see
Appendix, p.259). The feeling was evident throughout the
Conventioﬁ that the Party stood little chance for the victory

in the election of 1948 but looked forward to more success in

83The New York Times, July 12, 1948.

841h1a.
851b14d.
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1950 and 1952,

The post-Gonﬁention plan of actlion seemed to call for
Wallace to go South to galn votes in the North. The Commu-
nists hoped that Southern reaction against Wallace would
arouse sympathy in the North to win more Progressive votes.,
Wallace, traveling with Negroes in his party, insisted upon
unsegregated audiences and frequently was entertalined by
Negroes in thelr homes. All of these factofs combined to
make his cause unpopular in the Soufh, already agitated by the
Civil Rights Program. In an initial address of the tour,
Wallace attacked his political opponents in the following .

statement:

Mr. Truman and Governor Dewey, the Democratic and
Republican Presidential nominees, are only more sophls-
ticated versions of theilr more articulate brother, the
candidate of the Dixiecrat party. . . . Mr. Trumant's
silence has been the eulogy over the graves of Negroes,
gsome in the United States army uniform, lynched in the
South under his Administration. Mr. Dewey has had a
number of lynchings in his state. He has carefully and
brazenly whitewashed lynching and attacks on citizens
of his state.

The Truman-Dewey-Dulles combine directed the United
Nations to reject the appeal from the National Assocla~
tion for the Advancement of Colored People to the UN.
They directed that the United States delegation vote86
againet the petition of South Africans for equality.

In speaking to the National Convention of the Grand Lodge of

Negro Elks, Wallace compared his party to "the abolitionists

86Tne New York Times, August 25, 1948.
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. of earlier years,' and Y“gaid that ‘'Jim Crow [sic] has passed
‘a gentence of death against 15;000,000 Americans and that is
why we must say they are fighting for their very 1iVes.f"87'
As Wallace continued South, he frequently became the target
of eggs and fomatoes and the victim of hoodlum attacks. Pres-
ident Truman denounced the egging activity as "fhighly Un~
American business' and as 'violating the national spirit of
falr play.'"88 Curiously, no record is avallable that Dewey
every expressed,himselr on the matter. Governor Fielding
Wright, the Dixiecrat candidate for Vice President, urged
his fellow-Mississippians to behave themselves. "At week's
end,"'said Time, "Tass's New York Bureau gleefully cabled
Moscow that an organized reign of terror conducted by !fag-
cist hooligans! was under way against Wallace and his Pro-
gressives.“89 Later, as he spoke before a New York City
audience,'Wallace based the success of his Southern tour on
the twenty unsegregated meetings that he was able to hold.90
On September 13, Wallace challenged Truman "to oppose

for re-~-election those Democratlc Representatives who Ehad

87The New York Times, August 25, 1948,

881p14., September 1, 1948.
 897ime, LII (September 13, 1948), 23.
907He New York Times, September 1, 1948.
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voted] to override his veto of the Taft-Hartley Act."91
Wallace thought if the Président was sincere in his attack
on the Republicans for the Taft-Hartley Law then he should
disavow and work against Democrats who chose to vote with
Republican leaders to override the Presidential veto. Wal-
lace regarded thé President!s attack on the Eightieth Con-
gress a8 a means of covering "his own disservices to the
causes of peace, labor, and soclal gains for the greatest
number of _people.“92 Wallace, predicting further Truman
attacks on Congress, saild: "He will continue his demagogié
proclamations in favor of measures to protect the people
from inflation, to build houses, to harhess rivers and
valleys, to help the working man and farmer.“93 YHis work,"
said Wallace, "will give the impression.Of great éincerity,
but it will take actions to cpnvince the people of any sine
cerity.“9u On September 17, Wallace attacked Truman's spend-

ing for war, as follows:

It is to hide the Truman of the fear-breeding Truman
Doctrine, and the Truman who bresks strikes, and the Tru-
man who incites witch-hunts behind a Truman who embraces
the program of Roogevelt, a Truman who speaks of peace,

a Truman who proclaims his devotion to the cause of labor,

91The New York Times, September 13, 1948.

921b1d.
931b1d. |
4Ibid., September 17, 1948,
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a Truman who suddenly champions civil rights--a Truman,
in short, who 1s running once again on the platform of
Roosgevelt,

Wallace, who prior to September had seemed more vicious
in his attacks on President Truman, attacked Governor Dewey
on September 17. Wallace charged "that Mr. Dewey was keeping
in the background those 'Roosevelt haters! who had been
active in his unsuccessful 1944 campaign against President
Roosevelt;" Wallace taunted, "Governor Dewey as being 'still
afraid of the ghost! or Mr. Rdosevelt;“ thus, Wallace de-
scribed the New York Governor as “the man who does not want
to be remembered."9® Wallace pointed out that,

Dewey [ﬁid] not want the people to remember, that he
had the support of the oil men and the big bankers, the
trust makers and the minition makers, the high tarif

sicj men and the corrupt machine men, the newspaper
titans, and gge preachers of hate, the labor-baiters and

the racists.
- Wallace pointed out that because the,

. « « 8pirit of Roosevelt is so strong in the hearts of
America, Dewey must keep these men in the background.
-If they were to show thelir faces and expose thelr views
openly as they did in 1944, the wrath of the American
peopég would smite them agaln as they d4id four years

ago.
As the campaign of 1948 came to an end, Wallace spoke

95ggg New York Times, September 17, 1948.
96;222‘
9?;2£g.
%8114,
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throughout election day and evening, at numerous Progreesi&e
rallies in New York City. He told sudiences "that their
votes today would defermine whether there would be 'one world
at peace or two worlds in conflict.'*?? In his last campaign
address, delivered in the Bronx, Wallace declared “that votes
cast for President Truman would be wasted because 'Truman
[ﬁas] going to lose. 100 ya1lace conceded the victory to
Dewey; yet, he felt that only a vote for the Progressive
Party "could register a protest against !'the war and anti-
labor policies of Wall Street.'"101 Wallace made a final
protest against the o0ld parties saying: (1) that "a vote
for Governor Dewey would be a !'vote for policies that will
temporarily increase Wall Streetls super-profits while lead-
ing us stralght to war and depression;'' (2) that Mr. Tru-
man would lose "because he abandoned the Roosevelt policiles
immediately after taking office and turned the Administra-
tion over to Wall Street;" and (3) that "both President
Truman and Governor Dewey had !tried to take the foreign
policy out of the campaign' but that !the Progressive Party

made peace a major issue.!"102

99The New York Times, November 2, 1948.

10071434,
1011pia.
1027114,
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The campaign'of 1948 came to an end; reporters saw
in Wallace an embittered man who geemed to follow the Commu-
nist line. It was charged and never dsnied that his speeches

were written by Lew Frank, Jr., a one-time New Republlc

writer.103 Everything in his campaign was done in the name

of peace.

Political comment. .Political comment was predominant-

1%, in favor of the Republicans as pollsters, newspapers,
periodicals, and experts Joined predicting a Dewey victory.

The New York Times predicted 345 electoral votes for Dewey;

105 for Truman; 28 for Thurmond; and none for Wallace.
Arthur Krock dealt with Mr. Truman in the foilowing manner:

Even if Mr. Truman had adopted and pursued his current
strategy [an appeal to group support in states of large
electoral votes] from the ocutset they tﬁolitical experts]
do not think it would have been successful. In this
opinion, his defeat was pre-ordained by the President!s
own record of shifts and errors; the party split he in-
herited and then widened; the tremendous problems that
faced him on his succession, which came by law and not by
the expressed will of the voters; and, above all, by the
national wish for a change in the Government.

» @ . L] e e o « o . . . ] - . . » . . . » LI .« o

On the other hand, if the event shows that Mr. Truman
hes surmounted the heavy odds against him he did not
create and also those of his own creation, he will take
rank as the miracle man in the history of American poli-
tics whom many hostile members of Congress will BOt ven-—
ture strongly to challenge for a year or more.l0

1037ime, LI (May 10, 1948), 23.
104The New York Times, October 31, 1948.
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Barronl!s, a financial magazine, commented on the
election campaign in the following statement:

The closing days of the political campaign will wit-
ness an all-out dash by the Republican High Command to
retain G.0.P. control of the Senate. Republican head-
quarters is convinced that Gov. Dewey is now a cinch,
hence the effort can be apared [from the Dewey campaig@]
on geeing that he doesntt have an opposition Senate.

. . - - . L] . L] . - . . 3 L] . . . . . » . . 3 . . . L)

Governor Dewey's pledges to the West on reclamation
and water power developments are causing raised eyebrows
among Congressional economizers of his own party. If
elected, he may find himself in difficulty with some of
his own Re?ublican leaders in making good on his
pledges.10

The Canadian Forum commented on the pre-convention
saying: ‘YTweedledee--Stassen, Tweedledum—--~Truman, and Wal-
lace-~in-Wonderland present an unhappy picture as the leaders

of American public opinion."lo6 In August, 1t appralsed the

gituation as:

. The renomination of Thomas E. Dewey as the Republican
candidate for the president, and the apparently certain

gselection by the Democrats of Harry 8. Truman as his

ma. jor campaign rival, set the stage for the most mean- —
ingless election in the United States since the beginning

of the Roosevelt era.l0

On the third party attempt, The Canadian Fobum sald:

105garronts National Business and Financial Weskly,
XXVIII (October 4, 1948), 11.

106Martin Lipset, "Under the Big Top," The Canadlan
Forum, XXVII (May, 1948), 26.

1071bid., XXVIII (August, 1948), 99.
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The situation would seem ripe for the long-awaited
tthird party' in the United States, but in this area
things are worse than ever. The unnamed Wallace Party
is a pure Communist front and as guch can claim no
support from real progressives,i0

A8 the campalign came to a close, all parties claimed
a victory., Dewey was confident of winning; certainly, many
Democratic.leaders were willing to concede his victory. Of
all Democratic leaders, Truman himself seemed to be the most
confident of a Democratic victory. A game dandidate, an

average American--fone of the boys' came from behind to overw

take and win the race.

108\aptin Lipset, "Under the Big Top," The Canadian
Forum, XXVIII (August, 1948), 99.
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CHAPTER VI

THE ELECTION RESULTS EXAMINED

The election of 1948 brought the astounding results of
a Democratic victory apparently to confound and amaze every-
one but the President. President Truman received a popular
vote of 24,179,623,l a majority in twenty-eight states with
an electoral vote of 303; among the losers, Dewey received
a popular vote of 21,991,290, a majority in sixteen states
with an electoral vote of 189; Thurmond received a popular
vote of 1,176,154, a majority in four states with an elec-
toral vote of 39, and Wallace received a popular vote of
1,157,326, a majority in no states and no electoral votes.
The Democrats gained fourteen seats in the Senate and seven-
ty-seven in the House. Of thirty-four states electing
governors, twenty-one elected Democratic governors; thir-
teen elected Republican gbvernors

Among the most amazed might well be listed the poll-
sters, Gallup, Roper, Crossley, whose predictions were so
out of line with the outcome of the national election. The

pollsters'2 forecasts have been widely publicized and were

lseorge Gallup, The Political Almanac of 1952 (New
York: B. C. Forbes and Sons, 1952), pp. 16, 20, 21.

20he New York Times, November 7, 1948.
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a8 is shown in Table 1.
As the newspaper polls forecast Republic victory,
their editorisls were also pledged to the Republican cause.
Nathan Blumberg in his study entitled the One-Party Press

revealed the following information on the 1948 election:

Charges of press bias reached a crescendo following
the unexpected victory of Pregident Truman in 1948 with
only a handful of newspapers supporting him.

The defense of the press during this period of 1932
to 1948 was constructed primarily on the contention that
although a majority of newspapers certainly expressed
editorial preference for the Republican cgndidate in
each election, the news columns fairly reported the
activities of the Democratic candidate. . . . It [the
election] was a sad commentary on the ability of news-
papers to sway public opinion on their editorial pages,
but no finer defense of the vress in a democratic soclety
could be made than the news columns were ngt perverted
to serve the ends of editorial preference.

The study pointed out that Governor Dewey had the support of
65.2 per cent of the newspapers, whereas Truman had 15.4
per cent. vThurmond had 3.8 per cent, and Wallace had 0.2
per cent.

Although newgpapers threw their editorial sﬁpport to
Governor Dewey, their readers in large cities of 100,000 or
more people gave substantial majorities to the Democrats in

all sections of the country. According to George Gallup's

study, The Political Almanac, 1952, the large cities in New

3Nathan B. Blumberg, One-Party Press (Lincoln: Univer-
gity of Nebraska Press, 1954), op. 10-11.




COMPARISON OF POLLSTERS! PREDICTIONS

TABLE I
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Candidates

TRUMAN

DEWEY

WALLACE

THURMOND

Percentage
predicted
by Gallup

Percentage
predicted
by Roper

Percentage
predicted
by Crosgsley

Average of
pollsters!
predictions

Percentage
cast in

the election

Variation
between the
percentages
cast and
predicted

4,5
37.5
45.0
42.3

50.0

18.1

k9.5

52.8

10.1

4.0

L.y

3.9

2.4

39.2

2.0

543

1.6

3.0

2.0

#The New York Times, November 7, 1948.
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England gave 63.7 per cent of their total votes cast to the
Democratic Party; whereas; in the Middle AtlanticAStates,
they gave 52.7 per cent; in the East Central States, 57.0
per cent; in the West Central States, 59.4 per cent; in the

Mountain States, 52.4 per cent; in the Pacific States, 49.2

L

per cent; and in the South, 47.7 per cent. On the basis of

these figures, i1t appears the urban vote was important to the
success of the Democrats.

In a study of the metropolitan election pluralitieé,
made by Dr. Samuel J. Eldersve1d5 of the University of Michi-
gan, an attempt was made to ascertaih the importance of the
large city vote in the Presidentlial elections since 1920.

Dr. Eldersveld stated his findings as follows:

The 1948 election may indeed indicate some recession
in Democratic urban strength. Truman lost New York,
Penngylvania, Michigan, and Maryland, primarily because
there was a decline in the size of the Democratic plur-
alities in the large cities of those states. But he
was successful in the crucial states of Illinois, Chio,
Massachusetts, Wisconsin, and California, due to the
Democratic pluralities in the key cities of those states.
Finally, although the percentage of the Truman vote pro-
duced in urban areas was lower in 1948 than was Roose-
velt!s in 1944, it was higher than had been Roosevelt'ls
during the entire period 1932-1940. Actually in the past
two elections the vote in large urban areas was of cru-
cial importance to the Democratic party, much more than

“3a1lup, The Political Almanac, 1952, p. 32.

5Samuel J. Eldersveld, "The Influence of Metropolitan
Party Pluralities in Presidentlial Elections since 1920; A
Study of Twelve Key Cities," American Political Science
Review, XLIII (December, 1949), 1189-1235.
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-‘during the early New Deal period.
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In 1940, 1944, and 1948, the Democrats would have
logt the presidential election, therefore, without the
urban plura%ities which they received from these 12
key cities. Roosgevelt!s 449 Electoral College votes.
in 1940 would have been reduced to 237; his 432 Elector-.
al College votes in 1944 would have been reduced to 239;
and Truman's 303 Electoral College votes in 1948 would
have been reduced to 197, without the crucial Democratic
ma jorities produced by the metropolitan electorates. 1In
a sense, this is an overstatement of the case and a
reformulation for a special purpose, but 1t is an essenti-
‘ally valid conclusion; for these metropolitan pluralities
were vital and the balancing force in Democratic success,

It would seem established that the readers of the pro-Dewey
press gave large majorities to the Democrats in various

sections of the country.

Truman victory. The election of 1948 has been called

the "Miracle of 1948.“8 There is much evidence to support
that theory of the event, Moreover, the election miracle
presented a sharp contrast to the situation that President

Truman had inherited in 1945. This situation has been

6The twelve cities used in Dr. Eldérsveld study were:

New York, Chicago, Philadelphia, Pittsburgh, Detroit, Cleve-
land, Baltimore, 3t. Louis, Boston, Milwaukee, San Franclsco,
and Los Angeles. All the cities used had a population over

500,000.

7Eldersveld, "The Influence of Metropolitan Party
Pluralities in Presidentisl Elections since 1920; A Study of
Twelve Key Cities," pp. 1200-1201, 1202.

8Jay Franklin, "Inside Strategy of the Campaign,"
Life, XXV (November 13, 1948), 48.
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appraised by S8ait in the following manner:

e o » Bwollen savings, and large incomes for gll
except the white-collar workers had built a huge demand
for all sorts of goods which had not been produced during
the war. Businessmen and farmers opposed the continua-
tion of price control when they saw an opportunity to
increase prices. Trade unions, particularly the C.I.O.
launched campaigns to maintain their weekly pay checks.

A coalition of Southern Democrats and Northern Republi-
cane passed over the President!s protest an emasculated
price law, Truman was forced to remove many controls
after the meat shortages became acute in September, 1946.
Prices began to soar for consumer goods. The accumulated
stresses and strains aided the Republicans in their
sweeping victories in the 1946 elections. For the first
time since Roosevelt had assumed office in 1932, they
gained control of both the House and the Senate. Scent-
ing the possibility of victory in 1948, Republicans
gsought to put through tax reduction, and budget reduc-

tion.J

The country's plight was reflected in the confusion
in the Democratic party itself. Many of its leaders were
willing‘to concede that the trend started in the election of
1946 would eontinue in a Republican victory of 1948, Most
leaders in the Democratic party were unwllling that Mr.
Truman be nominated as they considered him a “bungler." The
exodus of the Progressives and the Dixiecrats seemed ﬁo
assure the defeat of the Democratic candidate in 1948, It
would seem that only the fighting acceptance address made by
Truman at two o'clock in the morning of the last day of the

July session at the National Democratic Convention augured

9Edward M. Salt, American Parties and Elections (New
York: Appleton Century Company, 1952), p. 220. :
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a new political fortune for the party. Truman has given his

version of the occasion as follows:

It took only a sentence to bring the delegates to
their feet. That was when I sald, 'Senator Barkley and
I will win this election and made these Republicans like
it-~don!t you forget that.' I meant just that, and I
gald it as if I meant 1it.

The Democrats had been walting to hear somebody say
positively that we were going to win, and the effect on
them was electric. I made them a tough, fighting
8peech., I recited the benefits that had been won by
the Democratic administration for the people. I listed
in detail the failure of the Republican-controlled Con-
gress and I 4id not pull any punches. Then, toward the
end of the speech, I played my trump card. I announced:
'0On the 26th day of July, which out in Missouri we call
'"Turnip Day,! I am going to call Congress back and ask
them to pass laws to halt rising prices, to meet the
housing crisis-=which they are saying they are for in
their platform.

Jay F‘ranklin,ll a columnist and election aide, has
revegled varied factors contributing to the inaide strategy
of the campaign. (1) There were ohly a few in Truman's
immedlate circle who felt that he could be elected. (2) Con-
trary to common opinion, Truman looked upon Wallace's leaving
as an asset ﬁo the party. (3) Truman felt that Wallace would

‘prevent a general "apathy" and rid the Democrats of the

. 10npooling the 48 Forecasters," The Truman Memoirs:
Part II, Life, XL (January 30, 1956), 73.

1lpranklin, "Inside Strategy of the Campaign," 48,
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"radical embarrassment.*l? (4) The President believed also
that the exodus of the Dixiecrats.would be beneficial to the
party in that thelr departure would bring increased Northern
support. (5) Franklin believed Truman's calling, in the
political convention, the 80th Congress back in special |
Ssesslon was g master political stroke. (6) That this politi-
cal move summed up the characteristics of the opposition and
forced Governor Dewey to identify himself with the record
of the 80th Congress.l3

As the President's acceptance address proved success-
ful, so 4id his many addresses made throughout the campaigﬁ
to varied audiences in all parts of the country.  Franklin
related that all major speeches went through a series of six
drafts starting with Charles Murphy and ending with a group
composed of Charles Ross, Matt Connelly, Clark Clifford,

and the Truman family. Franklin credited Mrs. Truman with

127, “Fooling the '48 Forecasters," Truman related
that "Wallace himself, who seemed to have been transformed
into a mystic with a zeal that verged on fanaticism, was
apparently unaware of the purposes to which the Communists
were putting his 'progressive! movement. I always felt
that he was an honest man and a falthful public servant but
that he simply d4id not understand what was happening.® See

P. 65.

- "13pccording to Samuel Lubell, “Shortly after the Re-
publican Convention, Baruch suggested to Truman that he call
the Republican-controlled Congress back into special session
thus providing an arena in which the Republican-performance
could be matched against the newly drafted Republican plat-
form." Samuel Lubell, The Future of American Politicg (New

York: Harper and Brothers, 1951), pp. 15-16.
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exercising restraint based upon sound and important judgment;
and he credited Truman with a word choice that appealed to
the average American. Of Truman's addresses in the campaign
of 1948, Franklin thought the Chicago speech in which Truman
had toned down the prepared version was a mistake. This
address compared the Republicans and Dewey to the totalitari-
an movements of Italy, Germany, and Japan. A speech which
undoubtedly called for a fighting response was ignored for-
tunately by the Republicans, éaid Franklin. Speeches made
on the road tour were prepared just ahead of the stop by
George Elsey and Jay'Franklin, working from 18 to 20 hours
a day. Franklin believed this procéss gave a freshness that
the addresses of the Republicans lacked in their pre-arranged
cempaign schedule.

Franklin believed that Republican 'overconfidence
supplied the final ingredient for Trumants David-and-Goliah
[sic] victory.“lb On the other hand, Truman's sincere man-
to-mén humanity, his personal simplicity and deep sincerity
appealed to the farmers whom the G.0.P. took for granted.

Truman said in his Memolrs:

The technique which I used at the whistle stops was
gimple and straightforward. There were no special
gimmicke or oratorical devices. I refused to be coached.
I simply told the people in my own language that they had
better wake up to the fact that it was thelr fight, I

14Franklin, "Inside Strategy of the Campaign," 48.
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emphasized, the Republicans would soon be giving the
farmers and the workers the little end of the stick
again.

I also clarified the issues which the Republicans
were trying to make complex for the voters. I talked to
them as human beings with real needs and feelings and
fears. I talked to them about their jJobs, their homes
and the cost of living. I treated them not like crowds
of people but like businessmen, tenant farmers, house-
wives, married veterans, laboring men, teachers—-in-
dividuals with 1ntfrests for whom I, as President, had
a genuine concern. 5

All of these, Franklin believed, were the "Truman miracle.!
"It wouldn't have happened unless we all had worked together

honestly and unselfighly for a cause that we believed far

greater than ourselves, "16

The victory of Truman was characterized by the victor's
being established in office without the usual campaign come
mittments having been made. Mr. Truman had been unemcumbered
very largely by his Cabinet members. Only Attorney General,
Tom Clark, Secretary of Agriculture,Charles F. Brannan, and
Secretary of Labor, Maurice Toblin came to thé aid of the
President during the campaign. The National Campaign Chair-
man for the Democrafs, Howard J. McGrath, proved ineffectual;
hence, he was disregarded during the campaign., This was
frue of most Democratic leaders who also chose to ignore Mr.

Truman. An exception to this trend was Harold Ickes, who

15“F‘ooling the '48 Forecasters," p. 76.
16F‘1\emklin, "Inside Strategy of the Campaign," p. 48,

4
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came to the President!s support and delivered the funniest
speech of the campaign. The speech, wnich was called "Love,
Love, Love," satirized the so-cslled Republican campaign of
"Sweetness and Light," their 1948 political campaign strategy.
Lacking support by Democratic leaders in many instances, Tru-
man was handicapped also by the lack of funde in the National
Democratic Treasury and was forced to use his personél savings
in the cause that he felt vital. Election brought to him
success for which he had worked tireléssly.

Wheeler McMillen, editor of Pathfinder, speaking to a

group of NAM after the election said truthfully of Truman:

We have seen the miracle performed. Here was a man
whose prospects were discounted long before the con-
ventions, who was declared defeated before and after he
was nominated, and whom practically every amateur and.
professional expert pronounced to be hopelessly defeated
not only every day before the election but even after -
half the returns were in at midnight of election daz;
How did he accomplish this truly spectacular upset?-?

McMillen pointed out that Truman had conducted his
campaign much in the manner of suggestions found in Indus-

try's Sales Manual: (1) "he defined his political market

precisgely," (2) "then, he devised a sales talk to appeal
especially to the prospects he was dfter," (3) "his sales

talks wasted few words," (4) ‘*'he did not hesitate to repeat,"

17Wheeler McMillen, "The Miracle of 1948," Vital
Speeches, XV (January 1, 1949), 181.
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and (5) he presented facts. 8 McMillen thought that "his
possession of the common touch, his obvious humaneness,!
was his greatest asset, as he 'personally carried his story
to the people;“19

McMillen states that Truman had determined in advance
"the people and places where he most wanted to get support,*
while he had devised a sales talk to appeal to housewives,
promising legislation to combat high prices, high rents, and
lack of housing.20 To impress labor, Truman repudiated the
Taft-Hartley Act, proposed a higherminimum wage, stood for
Civil Rights legislation, and suggested a corporate tax for
the benefit of labor. To interest the farmer, the President
made a definite promise to support érop subsgidies, to en-
courage reclamation appropriations, to provide more grain
storage facilities, and to make avallable more public power.

McMillen thought Truman had presgented his story simply
in contrast to the more general terms used by Governor Dewey.
McMillen called attention to the fact that the NAM had gone
on record as building on "an explicit faith . . . that if
the so-called 'man on the street! was given the facts truth-.

fully, dramatically, and repeatedly, he will always arrive

18McMillen, “The Miracle of 1948," 181-182.
191p14., p. 182.
201pid., pp. 181-182.
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at the right decision and what's more, he will always make

his opinions felt.“21

Truman's faith, said McMillen, led him to present
facts truthfully lés he believed them] a8 he forged links of
understanding with his electorate. He went as a good sales-
man to sell his faith to the grass-roots of the country. His
relisnce was put on "face-to-face selling, in doorbell ring-
ing and human contacts. "% Finally, McMillen called atten-
tion to the fact that ?if he had studied your methods; your
own explanations of whaf you do and how you do it, he could

not have given you a better demonstration of their soundness

and sure succesg, 23

Decisive factors. President Truman was inclined to

credit his victory to Labor; on the other hand, Labor ap-
peared to exercise a power beyond its own expectations.
With the exception of a few lefiwing labor groups, Labor
had actively supported the Democrats in the campaign. For
example, in Chicago, the A.F.L. had 12,000 bell pushers to

ald the Democrats in the campsign; the C.I.O. had 5,000.

2lppanklin, "The Miracle of 1948,% p. 182,

221p1d4., p. 181.
231bid., p. 182.
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In Boston,?¥ the A.F.L., C.I.0., and Rallway Brotherhood
swung into the Democratic fold, motivated by the Republican
State Legislature's attempt toAabolish closed and union
shops. It ié recordéd that the Boston printers cheered after
the élection each time they received orders to throw another
quantity of type fof the predicted Republicah winners in the
hellbox where the unused type wée dumped.25 From all parts
of the country, Labor's adherence to the Democrats was re-
peated, intensified by their dislike of the Taft-Hartley
Act and the fact that Truman had vetoed 1t. Labor held the
large metrdpolitan areas 1in most cases in the Democratic
columns.

Truman's belief that Wallace would rid the Democrats
of the left-wingers was apprecliated by Labor. Before and
during election year of 1948, Labor Unions were engaged in
ridding their organizations of Communist control of their
leadership. In unions where Communist control existed, the
rank-and-file members openly opposed and disliked it. After
'a campaign vieit of Wallace to Detroit, union men who never
wore campaign buttons were demanding Truman buttons as the -

aftermath of their union struggle to oust Red control and to

2L"These incidents of the election were taken from The
New Republic of November 15, 1948, p. 7. _

251bid.
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oppoge a party reputed to be Communist controlled.

Truman also gained the support of the farmer. During
the 1948 caﬁpaign, the Republlcans failed to convince the
Tarmers that thelr benefits under the New Deal would be
maintained for them under the Republicans. The 80th Congress
alded Truman's cause when the House Banking Committee, headed
by Representative Wolcott, a Republican of Michigan, made
1t more d4ifficult for farmers to get price~support loans. In
June, 1948, the same Committee forbade the Commodity Credit
Corporation to acquire or lease storage facilities in addi-
tion tp thosé already held. The current practice had been
to store in government.owned steel bing on the farmers! own
farms. This practice had enabled the farmer to pay off the
loan and use the corn and grain if he so desired as 1t was
available close at hand. Under the June ruling, the farmers
often had to use existent storage space in distant large
cities to obtain Government loans. In the event no storage
space existed, the farmer was forced to sell to private
'speculators who frequently bought corn at a dollar a bushel,

The farmers were also upset by falling prices in
1948; wheat had fallen below the 1947 level to a dollar a
bushel;.corn, a dollar-eighty; and soybeans, a dollar sixty-
five. This meant the farmers had to put larger amounts of
crops under loan to get the price supports. If the price

supports were lowered as the farmers feared might happen
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under the Republicans then the farmers would lose still more.
Time commented on the price situation in the following

manners:

In case any farmers missed the point, Harry Truman
blamed the G.0.P. directly when the price of Illinois
corn dropped from $2.29 to 96¢ a bushel in September.
Ahead of and behind the President, Agriculture Secretary
Charles Brannan also roamed the Midwest, hammering home
the same argument. Candidate Dewey, on the other hand,
falled to glve any specific assurances on the future of
price supports. Besides, many farmers just 1ik%g the
prosperity they had gained in Democratic years.

The U. 8. News and World Report pointed out other

reasons for the farmers! failure to support the Republicans

as follows:

Other actions of Congress, too, played a part in
turning farmers against the Republlican Party. Some
farmers, enthusiastic about rural electric service,
were aroused by a cut, later restored, in Rural Electri-
fication Administration funds. Some in Minnesota got
‘up in arms when Congress clamped down on generating
plants for REA co-operatives. They took that out on
Senator Joseph H. Ball, particularly, helping to defeat
him,

Many thought Congress had been unkind to farmers! co-
operatives generally, and called the Republican program
vague about future policy affecting co-operatives. . . .

In sum the majority of farm voters, if they 4id not
fully accept Mr. Truman!s indictment of the Congress
as the Yworst or second woret in history,! did conclude
that it was no friend of the farmer. That went far to
turn voters against Republican candidates.Z2?

261The Election," Time, LII (November 15, 1948), 24.

27uyny Farmers Swung to Truman," The U. S. News and
World Report, XXV (November 19, 1948), 2k,
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Stassen, speaking in the primary, blamed the Demo-

crats for the high price of food and the Government‘for using
price supports for maintaining high prices. Meanwhile, at
the time Stassen was accepted into the Dewey group during the
cémpaign [July, 19461, nothing was done to allay the farmers!
fears that the Republicans were not %"sincerely interested in
supporting farm prices and farm 1ncome.“28 As the price of

corn fell two weeks prior to election, The New Repub11029

commented that in %Illinois the price of corn was more ime
portant than anything Colonel McCormick had to say."

The Negro vote was also important in the election of
1948. Harlem, the New York Negro District, gave 108,000
votes to Truman, 34,000 to Dewey, and 29,000 to Wallace.,30
Elsewhefe the Negro vote was also predominately Democratic;
It appeared that President Truman by taking his firm stand
on Civil Rights legislatioﬂ had fathered a loyalty from the
Negroes who felt if they falled to support Truman no other
leader would dare take such a courageous position. Although
Dewey had a good record for appointing a few Negroes to

office, this was no longer enough for the colored voter who

280yhy Farmers Swung to Truman,® p. 24.
297he New Republic, CXIX (November 15, 1948), 7.

303amuel Lubell, "Who Really Elected Truman?' The
Saturday Evening Post, CCXXI (January 22, 1949), 53,
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wanted to consolidate his balance of power into real politi-
cal concessions--usually better housing. The Republicans
failed to have a labor program, or, a housing program to
relieve the Negro from tenement districts and segregation.

A study made by Ralph Bunche gives the following in-
sight on the Negroes! political demands:

The fact is that the Negro voter in the North is much
more thoroughly assimilated politically than he is
soclially or economically., The Negro voter, like the
white, is preyed upon by the political machines. The
Negro voter, through his political leaders, who are pro-
fegsional politicians and therefore largely self-seeking,
expect a direct return for hig vote in the form of jobs,
gocial and municipal services. Whereas in Chicago, New
York, Cleveland, Philadelphia, St. Louis and Detroit,
his vote 18 an important factor in determining election
results, he dces get improved facilities and gervices,
though seldom in proportion to the real importance of
his vote. Yet his vote, especially when political
lieutenants can control it, is a volce that can command
attention, and gives to the Negro of the North an effec~
tive lever that is almost entirely foreign to his black
brother in the South.3l

In contributing to lafge pluralities in metropolitan areas,
the Negro takes his place beside Labor in the election of

1948.

Henry Lee Moon in his book, Balance of Power: The -

Negro Vote shows that the Negroes in many states control a

vote larger than the vote needed to shift the election from

31Ralph Bunche, "The Negro in the Political Life of
the United States," Race, Prejudice and Discrimination,
edited by Arnold N. Rose, (New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1951),

Po 2320 :
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one major party to another. States in this category are
Alabama, Arkaneas, Delaware, Florida, Idaho, Illinois,
Indiana, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Michigan, Miesissippi,
Missourl, New Jersey, New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Okla-
homa, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Virginia, and West Virginia.

In the over-all national vote the Negro percentage, 9.2 per
cent of the electorate, is larger than the percentage, 3.7,
needed to shift the élection from the Democrats to the Repub-
licans. Needless to say that although the Negro to a large
degree has been deprived of the right to.vote in the South,
he was very effective in the election of 1948.32

Extremely important factors in the election of 1948
were the influencés for and against the late Franklin Delano
Roosevelt. Republican national strategy had been to dis-
count this, particularly after their successful election of |
1946, Truman, himself, was thought to have been advised that
the sentiment‘for the New Deal was gone; ag a result, the
departure of the New Dealers in President Truman's Administra-
" tion became very evident. Early in the 1948 campaign, Tru-
man revised his position and reasserted New Deal policies,
an action whidh brought the support of the members of the

Americans for Democratic Action and other independent voters,

32Moon, Balance of Power: The Negro Vote, pp. 236~

56.
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because the Communist influence in the Prégressive Party
kept them from joining Wallace. There had grown up during
the New Deal regime a new generation of voters who tended

to be Democratic in their voting. The New Republic commented

that Truman had won because "Franklin Delano Roosevelt had .

worked so well.“33 An English publication, The New States-

man and Nation, expreseed the same 1dea with headlines which

read "Rooseveltt!s Fifth Term."Bu Yet, as Roosevelt's influ-
ence was feit to be an asset in many waye, his death became
an asget to the Democrate in the Midwestern areas.

Samuel Lubell pointed out in his Saturday Evening

Post article, "Who Really Elected Truman?" that although the
German-Americans disliked Roosevelt because of World War

II, they liked Truman's advocacy of the Marshall Plan.35
Lubell also pointed out that $30,000 a month went from Ger-
man-Americans living in the St. Louis area to help relatives
in post-war Germany. Hence, they were staunch supporters of
the Marshall Plan.‘ The Midwestern German group liked the
New Deal well enough--only their dislike for Roosevelt

caused them to oppose the Democratic ticket. This feelling

337he New Republic, CXIX (November 15, 1948), 6.

34The New Statesman and Nation, XXXVI (November 6,
1948), 38s5.

35samuel Lubell, "Who Really Elected Truman?" The
Saturday Evening Post, CCXXI (January 22, 1949), 5,
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existed in Wisconsin as well as the St. Louis area; conse-
quently, after the death of Roosevelt, they were willing to
support Truman in 1948,

D. W. Brogan wrote for the Spectator an article
called "The Doom of the G.O.F.," in which, he commented on
the strength of the New Deal as follows:

Yet for the o0ld guard to change would be asking a
lot of aged and highly illusioned men. They are still
fighting the Civil War and the New Deal. They thought
the Presijent was foolish when he attacked Mr. Hoover
or recalled the campaign against Al Smith. Mr. Truman
knew what he was doing. He rubbed in the s8ins of a
party whose Congressional leaders had not repented - .
of them. And~}t was the Republicang 1in their tirades,
not Mr., Dewey but the rank-and-file politicians, who
could not resist the temptstion to dig up a grave and
dance on the corpse of Franklin Delano Roosevelt. They
ghould know better now.

tImperial Caesar thou are mighty yet.’36

The factors which led to the "Miracle of 1948" are
many. The Republican campaign, carried out on an Olympian
and lofty manner, stressed the need for unity, which the
G.0.P 8aid the Democrats wouldn't provide. The Republicans,
seemingly maneuvered into no other alternaﬁive, came to the
defense of the 80th Congress, while Truman sold the 1dea
that Republican Congress had legislated against the inter-
eats of the people. The pollsters reassured the Republicans

of victory while the newspapers confirmed it. The Dewey

36p. W. Brogan, "The Doom of the G.0.P.," Spectator,
CLXXXI (November 12, 1948), 623.
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Party failed to convince the man-on-the-street that under
the Republicans, he could maintain the prosperity that he
then enjoyed, ineluding full employment, high wages, and
record farm incomes. The average man tended to interpret
the Dewey-Warren generslizations as smugness, while the
aloofness of the Republican candidate gave credence to Tru-
man's charge that he [Dewei].alone was the champion of the
“weli-to—do," the Yhaves," and the reactionaries. The Wall
Street interests who supported Dewey, were dubbed as the
"gluttons of privilege" and "fascist followers of Adolf Hit-
ler and Benito Mussolini," as Truman accused them of attempt-
ing to destroy Roosevelt's New Deal. President Truman re-
affirmed the desires of thé laborers and the farmers, as he
offset Wailace.with Civil Rights Program and welfare recom-
mendations. He appealed, with some success, to racial groups
with his demand for liberaslization of the Displaced Persons
Act, which he denounced as discriminatory against Catholics
and Jews. He endorsed Zionists' demands and was quick in
his recognition of the new republic. These factors com-

bined to culminate in the unexpected "Miracle of 1948."

Wallace, a defeated candidate. While Truman emerged

victorious, Wallace went down to a defeat far beyond his

followers' expectations. The popular vote of 1,157,326
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brought him but 2.4 of the total major party vote.37 Sup-
ported by the New York American Labor Party, Wallace polled
509,559 votesg in New York, which became the balance of
power, swinging the state into the Dewey column. This situa-
tlon the third party had hoped to duplicate in other states
containing large metropolitan areas: the Wallace vote in
Connecticut, Penngylvania, and Michigan, tended to bring'
them into the Dewey column. Other states giving Wallace
his largesgt percentages of the votes cast for the major
parties were: California with 4.8; North Dakota, 3.8; Wash-
ington, 3.6; Oregon, 2.9; Nevada, 2.4; Minhesota,'Z.B;
Michigan, 2.2; Wisconsgin, 2.0; Florida, 2.0; Arizona, 1.9;
Massachusetts, 1.8; Maryland, 1.7; Connecticut, 1l.6; and
Pennsylvania, 1.5.38 Although the pollsters had estimated
that Wallace would receive 4 per cent of the total vote
cast, 1t was only in New York and California that such a
percentage was reached. In three states, Illinols, Nebraska,
and Oklahoma, Wallace's name did not appear 6n the ballot.
Although in Illinois, his name was authorized to appear on
the Cook County ballot, the legal action came too late for

‘his name to appear on the ballot in the electlion; neverthe-

37Gallup, The Political Almanac, 1952, pp. 16, 18.

381pid., pp. 18-19.
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less, Wallace wés said to recelve "4,691 write-in votes."39
Wallace had tried to command the vote of many groups,
but most of his support in the election came from urban
sections whose peoples seemed most sensitive on the Civil

Rights issue--often Jews, Negroes, or members of other min-

ority groups, Lubell in his study, The Future of American
Polities, found the following:

Of the thirty precincts in the whole country which
Wallace carried, nearly all fit the description . . .
of the new zone of protest developing along the urban
frontier.

Wallace carrizsd seven precincts in Tampa, Florida,
around Ybor City, which are inhabited by ®Latins' from
Cuba, many of them cigar workers. All five precincts
which Wallace carried in Los Angeles are declining Jew-
ish neighborhoods, into which Negroes have begun to
move; 80 are elght of the eighteen precincts in New
York City which Wallace won. Of the other ten Wallace
precincts in New York, eight are in slum-ridden East
Harlem, whose population is a mixture of Negroes, Puerto
Ricans and Italians, and where former Congressman V1ito
Marcantonio has a strong American Labor Party machine.
The other two are along Bronx Park East, where a workers!
co-operative apartment was built in 1927. Intended as
a Communist heaven on this capltalistic earth, the pro-
ject had gone bankrupt twice and is now privately owned.

These two 'Red! precincts, along with the eight Wal-
lace precincts in East Harlem, continued to show an
American Labor party majority in the 1950 election. The
other Wallace precincts, however, gave the ALP only a
small vote in 1950, indicating that their vote for Wal-
lace was not Communist inspired, but primarily a pro-
test against Truman's stand on Palestine.

In the whole country probably three-fourths of Wal-
lace's vote came from Negroes and Jews. New York state,

39¢allup, The Political Almanac, 1952, p. 141,
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alone, gave Wallace almost half of his 1,150,000 votes
and another 190,000 came from California. Although Tru-
man's 'shilly-shallying'#0 on Palestine was the immediate
tional factors were  involred.bl | o Beveral addi-

With the Jews and Negroes, it was unquestionably true that
the bulk tended to.vote for Truman. Wallace picked up votes
in Harlem after his Southern tour with its accompanying heck-
ling and tomato-egg throwing. This momentary support wés
nullified by the advent of a major political address, made
by President Truman in Harlem--the first of its kind in his-
tory.

Early in the campalgn, Wallace had tried to become
the helir to the remnants of the earlier Progressive movements
of 1912 and 1924, However, as the campaign progressed, there
" were "no Bull Moose connected with thé Wallace~Taylor organi-
zation; Harold Ickes, the last remaining public figure, who
had lived through the Bull Moose, Progressive and New Deal
era flatly repudisted it," wrote Russell Nye in his book,

Midwestern Progresgsive Pollitics. Nye commentéd further:

40In October, 1946, Truman announced he could not
support the Morrison Plan proposed by the British Government
1t advocated a scheme of provincial sutonomy for Palestine
because of the opposition against it developing in both major
parties. In March, 1948, the Unlted States asked the Secur-
1ty Council to suspend action on partition of Palesfine and
to establish a temporary trusteeship. In May, 1948, United
States recognized the new state of Israel.

4liubell, The Future of Americen Politics, pp. 206w

207.
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The Wisconein Progressives, the Farmer-Laborites,
and other Midwestern groups were not yell represented in
the later party Igallace—Taylor group), and the Pro-
gressive, the sole remaining organ of the Midwestern
progressivism, declared that the 1948 Progressives had
no relation whatever to the older tradition. In fact,
its editor, Morris Rubin, felt in September, 1948, that
', . . the Wallace venture sullies the word 'progressive!
and damages the prospect for buillding a genuine progres-

sive party.!

Nor d4id the S89cialist party, the railroad brother-
hood, the [A.F.L , the farm groups, or co-operatives (all
of whom backed La Follette in 1924) line up behind Wal-
lace. Instead, the 1948 Progressives faced the out-
spoken hostility of these and other organlzations, such
as Americansg for Democratic Action. Unlike La Follette
in 1924, Henry Wallace did not unequivocally disavow
Communist support; by refusing to do so, he lncurred
the antagonism of moet progressive groups. 'No truly
progressive movement can be built as a popular front,!
remarked Rubin of the Progressive in summarizing Mid-
western opinion, 'harboring believers in freedom and
devotees of dictatorship under the same tent.! 2

As the Progressives! failure to support Wallace dis-—
appbinted'him,ALabor also failed to support him with the
exception of a few left-wing organizations. In 1944, Labor
had supported Wallace for the Vice-Presidentlal nomination;
consequéntly, he hoped to receive their support in 1948.
But Labor in 1948 was fighting 1ts own battle to oust the
Communists from the control of 1ts unions; so that Wallace
with his Communist support did not appeal to Labor.*3 As

Wallace left the Democratic Party, Democratic laborers could

42Rﬁssell B. Nye, Midwestern Progressive Politics
(Lansing: Michigan State College Press, 1951), p. 384.

u3Lubell, "Who Really Elected Truman?" p. 58.
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no longer be taunted about the Red influence in their politi-
cal party or be "Red-baited" as they termed it. In the case
of the left-wing labor groups, the rank-and-file lagborers
refused to follow Communist 1<-zatclershj.p..L"LP One feels that
Wallace, although he knew his party was buillding for the
1952-1956 elections, had illusions that a grand awakening of
liberalism would sweep to him laborers, farmers, and inde-
_pendent voters, and bring him victory.

Wallace accepted his defeat with a departure from the
customary congratulatory message to the electee. Instead,
on November 4, he chose to send a telegram filled with recom-
mendations for Mr. Truman to follow after his inauguration.
Wallace'!s advice was stated as follows:

In honoring you with thelr confidence, the people
have endorsed your declarations that you stand for con-
trols to bring down prices, for repeal of the Taft-
Hartley Law, for price protection to the farmers, for
guarantees fo full ecivil righte to the Negro people,
and for full recognition and asslistance to the new state
of Israel as established by the partition decision of
the United Nations in [November] 1947. Workers and
Negro people, look to you and tO0 the new Democratic Con-

gress to implement these declarations by enacting the
necessary legislation.

These goals can not be realized and the bankruptey of
the American economy avoided so long as the policy of
the cold war 1is continued and we spend 1increasing bil-
lions of American dollars to support reactionary regimes

“uIn Pittsburgh, the Communist dominated United Elec-
trical Workers' leadership worked for Wallace. This brought
an outpouring of the union's Catholic membership to support
Truman. See Lubell, "Who Really Elected Truman?" p. 63.
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abroad, arm Western Europe, and militarize America.
A comprehensive program of assistance to farmers,
rollback of consumer prices, public housing, social se-
curity, conservation, irrigation, and public power

development is posgible only under a foreign policy of
one world at peace, not two hostile worlds arming for

war.,
Therefore, the Progressive Party calls upon you, as
you enter upon your first elected term, to repudliate the
bipartisan foreign policy, to remove the military from
the civilian branch of Government, and the bankers from
the State Department, and to return to the Roosevelt
policy of friendship and collaboration among all nations
through the United Nations for the establishment of one
world at peace. Only in this way can the mandate which e
you have recelved from the American people be fulfilled. 5
Within the same month of November, Wallace declared
the Progressive party to be "far more important now than 1t
was," as he gpoke to more than two hundred Progressive party
officials, including the national committee.¥6 Wallace fore-
cast that "very little of the liberal program for which we
campaigned will be put into law unless we are organized to
keep up the pressure," and he "urged his followers to 'hold!
the Democrats" to their campaign promises.47 "It 18 not the
purpose of the Progressive party," said Wallace, "to apolo-
gize for Russlia, but rather "our concern is with the United

States." "We are as American as Jefferson was at the time

457he New York Times, November 4, 1948,

461pid., November 14, 1948,
471p14.
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of the French Revolution.“L’8 Wallace charged further:
Peace, not Russia, is the dominant issue in the eyes
of us Progressives. But we know there can be no peace

without an understanding of the problems of the ordinary
people in every nation in the world.

We know that history will demonstrate the tragic

wrongness of American big business trying to dominate
the wggld through the Truman Doctrine and the Marshall

Plan.
It would seem that the months following the election found

Wallace with the same outlook, one that was to change in the

next three years.

Political comment. Political comment varied as with

every electlion that becomes history. Comment of the Daily
Worker indicated disappointment with the Wallace vote, which
it gaid “fell below not only the unrealistic quotas assigned
to him by certain forces, but even below what his most gober
supporters, including this paper, had expected.“50 On the

other hand, the Daily Worker credited the Progressiveg both

for "forcing 'vital! issues into the campaign despite the
efforts of the Democrats and Republicans to avoid them," and

preventing the "two-party plan to stage an election in which

487he New York Times, November 14, 1948.

491b14.
501Ibid., November 5, 1948,
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not even the pretense of a debate would have been permit-
teq. "5t '

Eugene Dennis, an indicted Communist National Com-
mitteeman, gave hls explanation of the low Wallace vote:
(1) the voters thought President Truman was a lesger evil
than Governor Dewey, (2) the voters had an "idea that a vote
for Mr. Wallace was a 'wasted vote,'" and (3) "the magses
remained confused and misled regarding the Marshall Plan and
the bipartisan 'national defense'! war program.f 52 HIt [ﬁas]
true that the Communists expected Mr. Dewey to win by a close
vote," said Dennis, "and 'we worked for and expected Wallace
to secure a larger voteJ“53 "The task of the Progressive
party and the left-wing union forces now is to build a coali-
tion 'that can increasingly influence the course of events,

including foreign policy,' ssatidﬁ)ennis}."5)‘P

In an editorial entitled "Mr. Wallace's Tragedy,"

The New York Times commented as follows:

But the abysmal failure of Henry A. Wallace in Tues-
‘day's election proves once and for all time that this
country has no room for a third party allied with those
whoge roots are in foreign soil.

51The New York Timeg, November 5, 1948,

521v14., November 14, 1948,
531pid.
S41p1d.
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Mr. Wallace had an opportunity to pull together the
honest experimental forces in American society, in labor
and on the farm, and to present their desires to the
public. Mr. Wallace chose instead what seemed an easier
vath. He wae not content with a slow and legitimate
growth, He took the support so eagerly offered him by
the spokesmen of a foreign Power. As the campaign pro-
ceeded he became more and more outspoken in his defense
of policies 1aid down by an arbitrary government in Mos-
cow, more and more bitter in his denunciation of 1deals
and purposes now evidently supported by the vast masses
of his countryman., « . « Mr. Wallace lost votes stead-
ily during hisg strenuous and far reaching campaign. He
lost them becsuse of his own folly and because of the
continusal revelations that were being made in Paris, in
Berlin, and in Moscow of the true nature of the allies
he had accepted.

Now Wallace is fallen from his high estate, 1if a
third party is again to emerge in this country two or
four years from now, it will not be led by Mr. Wallace.
If he sincerely thought he had a cause, he has now de-
8atroyed this cause. That is his tragedy. He will have
to live with it.25

The Canadian Forum in commenting on the election felt

that the "Communists badly overplayed their hand," and that
the defeat of their puppet, Henry Wallace, [was] one of the
most cheering features of the election;" furthermore, the
"Canadians must feel some satisfaction in knowing that a
Democratic administration, stripped of Southern reaction-
aries and Wallace cranks, ig in office."56

I. F, Stoné, columnist and Walléce supporter, stated

his position in supporting Wallace as follows:

55The New York Times, November 4, 1948,

56nrpne American Elections," Canadian Forum, XXVIII
(December, 1948), 195.
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I wasn't born yesterday. 1I'm not a candidate for
dogcatcher., Turn off the white lights and lay off the
hotfoot. I admit everything. The Communists are doing
a major part of the work of the Wallace movement, from
ringing doorbells to framing platforms. Okay if you
want it that way, so they 'dominate! the party. So what?
I'm just a poor dupe who can't take either Dewey or Tru-
man, and is looking for an effective way to cast a pro-
test vote against cold war, high prices, and hysteria.
Wallace has had his effect on both parties already, and
a big vote for peace in November might have its effect,
too. More effect, anyway, than staying home snd play-
ing charades [_sic] .

In an interview for the U. 5. News and World Report,

Roy A. Roberts, Kansas City Star, gave his version of the
change in answer to the question, "When did you observe in
the recent campaign any change in the trends?"58

I would say about 8ix or seven weeks before the elec-
tion, The mogst notable change in the trend was the start
of the collapse of the Wallace movement, which kept on
collapsing right up to Election Day. Of course that
should have been the signal, a great big warning signal,
that the election might be close., But we all looked
at the polls.59

In Fortune appeared an essay entitled,"Our 'Laboris-
tic' President," which commented on the election in the

following manner:

Mr. Trumanl's victory disproved several deeply held
political myths. One was that the U. 5. 1s tnormally!
Republican, and goes Democratic only when some peerless
leader or great issue rouses and unites the dormant

-

~ 571. F. Stone, The Truman Era (New York: Monthly Re-
view Press, 1953), p. 67.

58uppryman Vietory," U. S. News and World Report, XXV
(December 3, 1948), 35,

591v14.
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magses against their traditional aristocracy, the Re-
publican buginess clasg. A corollary of that myth has
been that a small vote favorsg the Republlicans. The vote
was the smallest per capita since 1920, but it didn't
favor Dewey. The U. S. if ‘'normally! anything, is

normally New Deal. That pgrt of the Democratic program
has ceased to be an lsgsue.

As the '"Miracle of 1948" came about, the pollsters
and Wallace censured it from the distance corners of the
country. It would seem that Wallace had embarked on a course

which he must disavow in the light of a changing current

world of 1948,

60uour tLaboristic? President," Fortune, XXXVIII
(December, 1948), 84,
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CHAPTER VII

SUMMARY

Wallace has held an important niche in the American
life for many years. Hls service to his country is based
upon a varied field of activity. While his development of
hybrid corn brought him personal wealth, his editorship of

Wallaces! Farmer brought him prominence in the field of

agriculture. His association with farm leaders in thelr
fight for legislation to alleviate the farmers! disastrous
position also contributed to his influential position among
the farm groups. ,

This position was enhanced with the appointment of
Wallace as Secretary of Agriculture in 1933. During hié
term of 1933:to. 1940, Wallace initiated new pathways in the
Government!s attempt to ameliorate the lot of the farmers,
caught 1n.a gorry plight. Under Wallace's leadership,
attempts were made to reduce surplus farm production and
raise prices. Efforts were made to improve the soil and re-
move sub-marginal land from cultivation. Wallace inaugurated
the Ever—Normal Granary which meant stored surpluses that
became available providentially during the Second World War.

In the 1940 campaign President Roosevelt used his in-
fluence to have Wallace selected as his running mate. This

choice was due largely to the need for support from the
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Midwest farmers in the election of 1940. Wallace played an
important role during the campaign as he called the Republi-
cans the "party of appeasement,”

As Vice-President, Wallace represented the President
in missions to Mexico, Central and South America, as well as
to Soviet Russia and China. During the Second World War,
he served on various Boards such as Ecohomic Defense Board
and the Board of Economic Warfare. Whlile on an essentlal
duty of stockpiling rubber, quinine, quartz cryétals.and
other war essentials, Wallace became involved in a quarrel
with Jesse Jones, Secretary of Commerce and Chairman of the
RFC, who held the purse strings of the Board of Economic
Warfare. As the quarrel became widely publicized, Roosevelt
removed Wallace as8 Chalrman and.stripped Jegse Jones of his
RFC duties. The dispute led the discarding of Wallace as
Vice-Presidential candidate in the campalgn of 1944,

Wallace's loyalty to Roosevelt during the campaign of
1944 1led Roosevslt to give him the post of Secretary of Com-
merce from which Jesse Jones was asked to resign. Jones's
friends in the Senate prevented Wallace's appointment being
confirmed'uhtil the RFC was separated from the Department of
Commerce.

The death of Roosevelt early in the fourth term brought
Harry S. Truman to the White House as President. Under a new

President, Wallace became an isolated New Deal figure as he
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advocated friendship to Russia in the face of the current
stiffening policy toward the Soviet Union. An address in
Madison Square Garden advocating friendship with the Soviet,
contrasted sharply with_the get-tough-with-Russia policy of
Byrnes, Vandenberg, and Connally at the 1946 Paris Confer-
ence., This address, coupled with an earlier July letter,
led Truman to ask for Wallace'ls resignation as Secretary of

Commerce.,

Wallace, now outside of the lmmediate Governument
circle, became an outspoken crltic of the Administration which
he consured both at home and abroad. His editorship of The

New Republic gave him a forum for the expression of dis-

approval. A trip to England, Scandinavia, France, Palestine,
as well as a transcontinental tour of the United States,

gave him the opportunity to meet many liberals and to see
conditions in many areas at home and abroad.

In late December, 1947, Wallace announced his candi-
dacy for the Presidency in an attempt to inaugurate a third
party which would appeal to the liberal and the independent
voters who he had felt had little opportunity for expression
in the old parties which he 1§oked upon as reactionary. The
movement was to be initiated in the election of 1948 and to
be built into a real force in the elections of 1952 and
1956. The unfortunate domination of the third party by the

Communists and fellow travelers brought it into ill repute
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with the forces which 1t hoped to lead and helped bring about
the election of Truman whom the third party hoped to defeat.

Wallace in defeat foresaw the necessity of continuing
the thlrd party as a sentinel to guarantee that the campaign
pfomises of the-victorious Democrats would.be enactéd into

legislation.

The liberalism of Wallace. On the basls of his ca-

reer, it can not be disputed that Wallace was unselfish and
generous in political outlook. Truly, much of hils public'
career has been devoted to workihg for the best interests of
mankind in the direct pursuit of peace. It appears that in
any discussion of the liberalism of Wallace, his belief in
what he called progressive capitalism 1s basic and should be
defined first. According to Wallace, a progressive capita-
list was one who belleved that "the wealth and resources of
a country--including the channels of public information-—.-
must serve the whole peo?lé and not Jjust a part."l Wallace
believed that profits should come from abundant production
at lower prices and that "profits must be reinvested as
rapidly as possible in lower prices, higher wages, experi-

mentation, or plant expanaion.“z In line with New Deal

lWallace, Toward World Peace, p. 78.
2

Ibid.
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thinking, Wallace believed in "planning in co-operation with
government," in being "willing to see government experiment-
ation in the development of natural resources such as solils,
our rivers, our forests, asnd our mines."3 If the "govern-
ment does a good job in these fields,® Wallace wrote, "the
opportunities for private capital are enormously 1ncreased.“4
Wallace belleved that a progressive capitalist considered
that man was fundamentally good and looked with hope toward
the future. Hence Wallace urged the development of back-
_ward areas "on a non-exploitative basis;¥ moreover, he ad-
vocated that this would "increase business opportunities and
employment in the United States,"5 To the progressive capi-
talist "ordinary folks were the great reservoir of demo-
cracy," and he was "therefore eager to see the wisest
possible diffusion of education, health service, old-age
securlity, and job insurance.“6 "The progressive capltalist
!&aéﬁ a friend of union labor insofar as union labor is
wholeheartedly on the side of higher production.“7 Wallace

was willing “to see a considerable amount of government

3Wa11ace, Toward World Peace, p. 78.

bopa.
5Ibid.
61p14.
7Ibid., p. 78.



219
ownership of public utilities provided government -could]
demonstrate real efficiency in operation;' in addition, he
[was] willing "to see a strong development of the co-opera-
tive movement provided that also is conducted efficiently."8
Finally, Wallace stated that a "progressive capitalist [pe-
lieved] in 2 mixed economy where, with éo—operation and con-
tinuoﬁs planning, government, labor, industry, finance, and
agriculture operate through whatever mechanisms will produce
mogt and distribute most widely and cheaply without 'boom
and bust. 14?

Ffom this basic concept of capitalism Wallace devel-

oped other theses which appear in his writing. 1In his book,

New Frontlers, Wallace developed in the following statement

his concept of the new frontier:

The keynote of the new frontier 1g cooperation just
as that of the 0ld frontier was individualistic compe-
tition. The mechanism of progress of the new frontier
is social invention, whereas that of the o0ld frontier
wag mechanical invention and the competitive selzure of

- opvortunities for wealth. Power and wealth were wor-
shiped in the o0ld days. Beauty and iustice and joy of
spirit must be worshiped in the new, 10

Using the o0ld capitalist system as a starting polint, Wallace

pointed out what American could do in the following statement:

8Wallace, Toward World Peace, p. 79.
9Ibid. |

10genry A. Wallace, New Frontiers (New York: Reynal
and Hitchcock, 1934), p. 274.
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In the meantime working with the capitalistic order

as it has come to us out of the past, we can develop

" policies which will enable the representatives of agri-
culture, labor, industry, and ccnsumers to meet together
more effectively than in the past, and discover Jjust for-
mulae for price and production policles. The government
sits in elther as a party to the negotiations or a re-
viewer and enforcer. This mechanism for a concert of
interest skillfully worked out, should provide in con-
siderable measure the unwritten constitution which will
govern many of our most significant advances toward
economic democracy.

In the pamphlet America Must Choose, Wallace consid-

ered the problem of nationalism and internationalism and con-

gstrued them in the following manner:

The nationalist rests his case on the 1dea that we
cannot expect any longer to trade with the world as we
used to, He does not expect an adequate natural revival
of foreign demand, and believes it would be folly for us
to stimulate the demand artificially by loans.

The internationalist position, on the other hand, is
less pessimistic about natural foreign trade prospects.
The internationalist does not regard loans as the only
means of brightening those prospects and enlarging them.
He holds that there is no possible way of making loans
eventually secure unless we become import-minded. He
would rather trust to tariff concessione and other means
of developing trade reciprocally. He considers the pains
of this course to be less than those of a nationalist

program. 2
Wallace himself embraced the internationalist position as he
believed that the world tends to become one world and that

all men can look on each other as brothers.

llyallace, New Frontiers, p. 287.

12Henry A. Wallace, America Must Choose (New York:
Foreign Policy Association, 1934), p. 33.
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In Democracy Reborn, which appeared in 1944, Wallace

looked beyond the war to predict in this statement what

America might achieve:

America will be called upon the make a new choice
after this war. Our people, if they really want to do
go, could raise their standard of living 50 per cent;
but in go doing they would violate many of our cherished
convictiong. The easiest way to avoid violating the
pre judices which have come down to us out of the past
will be to rely for full employment in considerable
meagure on a large volume of exports. Moreover by push-
ing in thigs direction we help the whole world toward the
attaiment of peace and progperity. The 1limit beyond
which we must not go in pushing for large exports 1is the
point where, by increasing exports, we lincrease unemploy-
ment elsewhere in the world. We cannot hope to export
out unemployment to other nations without an inevitable
backlash. Therefore we must be sure that our exports
tend in the main to increase both the productivity and
the standard of living of the world.

In his address, "The Price of Free World Victory,"
delivered May 8, 1942, before the Free World Assoclation in
New York, Wallace termed the conflict of the Second World

" War as a fight between the slave world and the free world.
"Just as the United States in 1862 could not remain half
8lave and half free, go in 1942 the world must make its de-
cision for complete victory one way or another," sald Wal-
lace.lb'.Wallace believed that the people 'are on the march

toward even fuller freedom than the most fortunate peoples |

13Wallace, Democracy Reborn, pp. 273-74.

14Henry A. Wallace, The Century of the Common Man
(New York: Reynal and Hitchcock, 1943), p. 14.
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of the earth have hitherto enjoyed," and that the peoples!?
revolution brought four duties.l5 These duties were: '"to
produce to the limity" "to transport as rapidly as possible
to the field of battle;" "to fight with all that 1s in us;"
and last, the most important, "to build a peace~-just, chari-
table, and enduring."''® In the 1ast duty, we failed after
World War I, Wailace charged. For a lasting peace, the
"century on which we are entering-—-the century which will
come out of this war--can be and must be the century of the
common man."17

Writing in his book early in 1945, Sixty Million

Jobs, Wallace discussed his view point toward the Soviet and
: ]

world peace as follows:

Just as lasting peace at home cannot thrive in a cli-
mate of social tensions, 80 can there be no lasting
peace in the world if our relations with foreign coun-
tries are founded on prejudice, ignorance, and suspicion.
There can be no question as to the necessity of full
participation with the United Nations in helping other
countries help themselves toward better living standards,
for I believe that this good neighborliness spreads ben-
efits both ways. And I want here to emphaslize the nec-
essity of avoiding and removing the defeatist tenslions
in international relations that are caused by constantly
expecting the other fellow to take a poke at us. I have
in mind particularly at this juncture our attitude
toward Russia.

15Wallace, The Century of the Common Man, pp. 18-19.

161pid., p. 19.
171pia4.
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There is altogether too much irresponsible defeatist X
talk about the possibility of war with Russia. In my
opinion, such talk, at a time when the blood of our boys
shed on the fields of Europe has scarcely dried, is
eriminal. There are certain people—-and they are the
rankest kind of un-Americans--who are anxious to see the
United States and Russia come to blows. I do not deny
that in the past Russia has given the United States some
provocation-- just as the United States has given provo-
cation to Russia. But anyone who has studlied the rela-
tions of western Europe and Poland with Soviet Russila
after World War I--anyone acquainted with the bungling
policy of nonrecognition blindly followed by this coun-
try until Franklin Roosevelt ended it in 1933~-surely
can understand the background of Russian suspiclons.
However, there 1s no need here to unearth this past.

The job for all of us today is to try to understand the
basic historical, geographical, political, and economic
facts. Then, I am sure, we would all readily understand
" the basic lack of conflict between the United States and
the USSR--then there would need be no question about our
doing our part toward developing a co-operative and har-
monious relationship with Russia. . . « I firmly belleve
that the people of Russia have a great admiration and
friendship for the people of the United States and that
they want to live with us and prosper with us in peace.18

Wallace acquired a sympathy for the development of
Russia which led him into a pathway that many Americans re-

jected.

Toward world peace. Wallacel!s book, Toward World

Pesce, which appeared in 1948, presented his viewpoint at
the time of the campaign. One of the most criticized be-
liefs of Wallace was his tendency to regard the Sovliet with

o friendship and sometimes blind attitude. Since this pro-

18Henry A. Wallace, Sixty Million Jobg (New York:
'Reynal and Hitchcock, 1945), pp. 6-7.
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Soviet belief played such an important role in the campaign,
it is interesting to trace its development as Wallace re-

counted it in his book.

Wallace began with a statement taken from de Tocque-

ville, the French author of La Democratie en Amerique, writ-

ten a hundred years ago:

There are at the present time two great nations in
the world which seem to tend towards the same end, al-
though they start from different points. I allude to
the Russians and the Americans. . . . Their starting
point 1g different and their courses are not the same,
yet each of them geems to be marked by the will of
heaven to sway the destinies of half the globe.l9

From Wallacel!s Toward World Peace, this study attempts

to péraphrase the Wallace version of Russia under the Commu~-
nists. Wallace rélated that Communism came into being at a
gocialist meeting, held in 1898 in Minsk, a city in Western
Russia. The meeting split into a mild, minority groups
called Mensheviks and a vigorous, majority group called Bol-
sheviks. The real father of Communism, Lenin, changed easy-
going philosophical Marxism into power politics and action.
Because of the cruel Czarist regime, Lenin demanded from the
Communists-—complete and enthusiastic allegiance to the cause
of the dictatorship of the proletariat. Out of the grinding
poverty of Czarism, Lenin by his genius formed Communism.

According to Wallabe, it was necessary for Lenin to fight

19Wallace, The Century of the Common Man, p. 35.
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both Czarist absolutism and the incessant attacks of western
capitalism.zo '

Wallace was particularly impressed by the fact thét
only a small percentage of the Russians were Communists who
led a hundred and fifty million Russians toward a new free-
dom. 1In a single generation, wrote Wallace, they taught a
hundred-million people to read and write as they doubled thé
nationt's industrial productivity. Stalin, Wallace believed,
wss forced by practical consideraﬁions to maeke the Communism
of the Soviet intensely nationalistic by purging a number of
the revolutionar-ies.21

Wallace belleved that Stalin was able to save Russia
because he used relentless measures. Had not Stalin driven
shead with the utmost vigor to collectivize the farms and to
develop the heavy industries of the Soviet in the early thir-
ties; had not Stalin carried through his ruthless purge of
Nazi-Trotskyist conspiratofs, "Adolf Hitler might have found

it possible to conquer the world in the years that followed,"

gald Wallace.22

Wallace believed that the opposition of England,

20pgcts and material are to be found on page 48 of
Toward World Peace by Henry A. Wallace. .

2l1pid., p. 49.
221pid., p. 50.
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France, Japan, and the United States in 1918 brought forth
inereased ruthlessness on the part of the Soviet. Of these
powers, England under Churchill was especially active against
the Communist Government. In 1919, according to the Wallace
version, "the British alone gpent nearly half a billion
dollars trying to upset the new regime' in order to salvage
their investments in Czarist Bussia.23 Wallace wrote that
"the blockade and civil war enforced and financed by the
Allies" created “"disease and famine which killed many mil-
lions."zu’ Russia was kept from joining the League of NatiOnsf
(until 1934)--unless she woﬁld assume the Czar's debts.Zd
Despite these difficulties, said Wallace, Stalin "believed
it was possible to make a success of Communism 1in Ruesia
even though the outside world was capitalist;" because of
the self-denial qf Soviet people they‘were able to develop
heavy industries.26 -8talin bought machine tools from Ger-
many, Britain, and the United S%ates. "In the midst of the
1932 slump,' said Wallace, Stalin was buying consumer's goods

from the United States—-more than "were bought by all other

23Wallace, Toward. World Peace, p. 52.

2b1psg,
251p1d., p. 53.
26Ibid., pP. 53-54.
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Wallace believed that the price of "rapid Russian
industrialization during the thirties was high. Czarist
gecret police methods were adopted and perfected. The oppo-
sition was liquidated. Terrorism was common, "as' old
Communists and Germans "worked to disrupt the Soviet from
within.‘l28 The Soviet was handicapped by the uge of Gefman
technicians. Stalin, wrote Wallace, cleaned up the mess so
effectively that when the fateful hour came the Soviet "was
not betrayed by a Quisling or a LaVal."29 Wallace did not
defend Stalin's methods but suggested that if he had failed
to apply‘them, "Hitler might be ruling the world today."BO

Wallace related that when he joined the Roosevelt
Cabinet in 1933, the State Department was more friendly to
Italy than toc Russia. He found that in the United States,
Britaiﬂ, and France, the foreign offices feared the Soviet
more than the Mussolini, Hitler? Hirohito allianée.31 Wal-
- lace recalled that Litvinov had worked for peace during Hit-

ler's rigse to power by trying to band the non-aggressor

27Wallace, Toward World Peace, p. 54.

281514, , p. 55.
29Ipid., p. 56.
301p14.

31l1pid.
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nations together "so they could take a decisive stand against
any ruthless nation that might be out to loot." Similarly,
the So#iet wanted to help Czechoslovakia in 1938, whereas,
France and Britaln agreed to the bétrayal of the helpless
country.32 When Soviet efforts for peace failed, Russia
followed the United States!'! example as she embraced isola-
tionism, which in the light of 1952 was a tragic error.

Wallace recalled that many were delighfed in 1941,
when the Soviet and Germany were fighting each other. Chur-
chill!s pronouncement of June 22, 1941, %that England must go
all the way with Russia during the war' occasioned, wrote
Wallace,.a great surprise in Russia because of Britain's
earlier attitude toward Russia.23 Wallace believed that
when Churchill reverted to his earlier position, the anti-
Soviet policy as in 1919, he advocated the opening of a
gecond front in the Balkang to increase the post-war bar-
gaining position with Russia, as a formidable force poised
on the border of post-war Soviet would be a secufity against
expansion. The Soviet, also, was considering her post-war
position, which Wallace believed started the distrust which
divided the post-war world into two hostile divisions.

Wallace chargéd that Churchillt!'s military policy in

32yallace, Toward World Peace, pe 57-

331pid.
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Greece resulted in brutal methods used against the people.3u
A year later, Churchill made his Fulton, Missouri, speech,
which in effect called for an allliance of the English speak-
ing people. Wallace belleved that Churchill, more than any
leader, had created the conditions which produced the iron
curtain: (1) by his anti-Russian actions in 1919; (2) "by
his eagerness to have a second front opened through the
Balkan Statés;“ and (3) "by his action in Greece."35

As Stalin and the Russlians were susplicious of the
Churchill thrust against them, Wallace belleved that the
American bipartisan policy tended to confirm the Soviet's
fears that America believed fully in the Churchill policy.
The fact that President Truman appeared with Churchill .at
Fulton, Missouri, tended to give official sanction to this
thesis. The Truman Doctrine, combined with proposals for
universgal military service, large appropriaﬁions for defense,
proposals to restore the industrial power of Germany, seemed
to Wallace to confirm the Soviet's fears in a hostile
world.36

Wallace listed other indications of Anglo-American

accord. He believed that American and British representa-

34wallace, Toward World Peace, p. 58.

351b14a.

361pid., pp. 59-60.
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tives abroad tended to feel at home with English speaking
foreigners—~--often collaborators; whereas, they tended to
regard with susplcion resistance members Qhom they believed
to be Communists. Wallace wrote that the Anglo-American de-
termination to control strategic naval and air bases in the
world, as well as thelr oil policies in the Near East had
intensified world separation into two camps. This was term-
ed as the two-world position. This historical version of
Wallace seemed to add 1little to the authenticity of history
but it does provide an insight to Wallacel!s sympathy for a
nation he regarded as being unfairly treated in the family
of nations.

Wallace saw s 8imilarity between Russia and the United
States in that both were "striving for the education, the
productivity and the enduring happiness of the common man. "37
However, Wallace ob jected to Russian emphasis on dialectical
materialism; Communist orthodoxy, which orevented criticism
and free discussion; the labor camps; and the attempted con-
trol of world thought.38 For both countries, Wallace fore-
saw a new "democracy, the democracy of the common man."39

Wallace believed this new democracy included (1) the

37Wallace, The Century of the Common Man, p. 36.

38Wallace, Toward World Peace, pp. 62, 63, 64.

39The Century of the Common Man, loc. cit.
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bill of rights, which if carried to its extreme form would
lead to fugged individualism;'(Z) an eccnomic democracy,
which Wallace believed must find a balance between the eco-
nomic democracy of the United States and the political demo-
cracy of the Soviet I%iq}; (3) an ethnic democracy, which
meant equality of economic opportunity for different races
and minority groups; (4) an educational democracy, which had
enabled Russia in twenty years to change from an illiterate
nation to one in which ninety per cent could read and write;
and (5) a démocracy in the treatment of the sexes, for women,
the Soviet has given both edquality in opportunity and pay for
the same 1abor.40 Since the 0ld democracy had failed to give
us peace, Wallace believed that the new democracy must. He
continued saying that a "willingness to support world organi-
zation to maintain world peace by Jjustice implemented by
force was fundamental to the democracy of the common man"
in the present world.ul

World travel convinced Wallace that world peace was
vital to the present world. To achieve this end, Wallace

felt his destiny to be that he must destroy the feeling "that

war between the United States and [the Soviet] wasg inevi-

table."42 "The real peace treaty needed today is one," wrote

4O0wallace, The Century of the Common Man, pp. 36-39.

%l1pia., p. 39.
42Wallace, Toward World Peace, p. 13.
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Wallace, "between the United States and Russia."“3 On the
other hand, Wallace advocated that the new administration
must "let the [?oviet] know it is willing to discuss limits
of expansaicn and intervention in the affairs of other na-

ulel

tions. . . "The Russians must know the points beyond
which we cannot tolerate further Russian expansion--all of
them," said Wa:‘.lace.)'PS Furthermore, Wallace recommended
that American capitalism become progressive and that Commu-~
" nists be élloWed to attain a "sufficient feeling of security
in Russia so that they were wllling to grant.democratic
civil liberties;" moreover, gald Wallace, 'the changes on

both sides will come slowly but events will force these

changes or there will be a perpetuation of two worlds and
e

war."
The Wallace formula for the peace that the world
needs was "a proposal from the United 3tates to the U.N. for
the establishment of a U.N. Reconstruction Fund, modeled
after UNRRA, for the rehabilitation and reconstruction of

the war-devastated lands in Europe and Asia to the end that

their industry and agriculture may be restored and placed on

43Wallace,'TOWard World Peace, p. 68.

b1pia,
uslbid., pp. 68-69.
461p13., p. 17.
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a self-sustalning basis at the earliest possible moment."47
According to his plan, funds would be contributed by our
Congress and other{nations "to be used for peaceful pur-
poses only."48 The greatest devastation would entitle a
nation to the allocation of funds "without" regard to the
character of the politices and social insgtitutions of the
recipient nations.”LL9 Pinally, Wallace advocated that the
Ruhr Valley be placed under the Big Four, "in order, first,
that its resources may be made available to aid in the re-
construction of Europe, and second, to guarantee that Ger-
many S8hall never again be in a position to threaten the
security of its neighbors or the peace of the world."50
In concluding his book, Wallace revealed his phil-
osophy in the following statements: |
I don't agree with the Communists on much of their

fundamental philosophy. I believe for example that the

doctrine of the brotherhood of man, the fatherhood of

God, and the sacredness of the individual human soul is

the essence of democracy, of old~fashioned Americanism

and of modern progressivism. Religion 1s a great force

even though evil or misguided men have used that force

against humanity from time to time.

I believe that the doctrine of the brotherhood of
man justifies the concept of ultimate world citizenship

4?Wallace, Toward World Peace, pp. 37-38.

b81via., p. 38.
491pid.
501bid., p. 39.
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and that the various workers of the world will eventu-
2lly look on themselves as a unit regardless of national-
ity.

Personally I am trying to rid the United States of
economic criseg, unemployment, insecurity, poverty, and
war by establishing a progressive capitalism which will
engage in effective planning to prevent ®boom and bust.!

I see nothing un-American 1in advocating understanding
with Russia and the elimination of the 'busineas cyclel=-
that is the polite name for thoom and bust!a-by demo-
cragtic means.

Although in Toward World Peace as in other Wallace

writings, one findse much with which to agree, one also feels
the reluctance of Wallace to have the Soviet share the

blame for the world's confusion in 1548. Our greatest fail-
ure a8 a nation, said Wallace, "is the inability of our
statesman to work out a way to get along with Russia, "52
In the interests of peace, Wallace recommended that we aban-
don military spending, the Marshall Plan, the Truman Doc-
ﬁrine, the Wall Street-military cliqﬁe, and universal milie
tary training. He was disturbed by "the dominance of faith
in force as the ultimate arbiter."53 Hope for the future can
be based on the platformvof the new party--~the program of

54

peace, security, and abundance.

5lyallace, Toward World Peace, pp. 109-110.

521pi1d., p. 1l2.
531pbid., p. 117.
54Ipid., p. 120.
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Wallace's writings are not without discrepancies.
His frequent censure of the British does not include giving
credit for the evacuation of India, Burma, Egypt, Greece,
and Palestine, or, their steady reduction of their armed
- forces as well as their empire. Other discrepancies seem to
appear, Wallace was againét putting political pressure on
nationg, but he demanded the liquidation df fascism in Greece
and China. He was opposed to powér politics.evefywhere, but
he acknowledged the Soviet'!s paramount interest in Eastern
Europe or in the Sbviet herself. He deplored political
loaneg but recommended that the United States make a loan to
Russia as a "part of a general agreement to co-operate on
behalf of the common man in rebuilding the world."55
Wallace appeared to be the "apologist for Russia' as

he justified her 1939 pact with Hitler because of the appeas-
ers! faillure to.provide collective gecurity in the Munich
era. In Wallace's thinking, the United States geemed to be
on the offensive with propaganda warfare against the Soviet;
whereas, the Soviet tended to be on the defensive. Wallace
believed that action of the United States in China had
caused the Soviet to move troops to the East rather than to
2id the Chinese Communists, who, a friend told him, were very

much like the old North Dakota Non-partisan Leaguers. The

55Wallace, Toward World Peace, p. 12.
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behavior of Rﬁssia's neighbors made it impoésible of the
Soviet "to tolerate unfriendly governments" in the Balkans.56
A long list of such utterances could be compiled to suppoft

the contention that he Justified Soviet conduct.

FIn The Saturday Review of Literature, Frank Altschiel

wrote his opinion of Wallacefs Toward World Peace as follows:

« « » In his jaundiced view, policy is largely deter-
mined by reactionary capitalists eager to send thelr
sons into the holocaust of war. The Administration in
Washington 1s dominated by "the military and the men who
operate those larger financial and manufacturing con-
cerns which are vitally interested in profits . . .'"==by
a 'Wall-Street-military' clique" so obsessed with fear
and hatred of Rusgla that it is certain, sooner or later,
to make war. This has a familiar ring. According to

he Daily Worker: 'The Wall Street dominated old parties
are| pushing for war . . . because they are afraid of
the coming economic crisis. . . . They want guaranteed
war profits, not a program to advance the living stan-
dard of the people. . « . They want to turn back the
clock of history and drown the new People's Democracy,
colonial liberation, and Socialism in a sea of blood--

American blood.”7?

Toward World Peace explained the path Wallace took in the

campaign of 1948, which led him to a defeat more declsive than

his followers had anticipated.

Digavowal of former policy. Immediately after the

election, Wallace advocated the role of the Progressives as

vigilant sentinels to encourage the Democrats to transfer

56Wa11ace, Toward World Peace, p. 112.

57Frank Altchiel, "Stroking the Tiger," Saturda
Review of Literature, XXXI (April 17, 1948), p. 28.
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their campaign promises into legislation. On the other hand,
Wallace began to show dissatisfaction wifh the third party.
In subsequent Progressive meetings, Wallace became critical
of the Communist control of the Party and demanded their
expulsion., His hope for the new.party, once based upon his
Progresgive friends, now began to be based upon the Protes-
tant clergy and farm leaders who obviously would not accept
Red leadership.

Wallace began to spend less and less time with the
Progressives in 1949 and 1950. His disillusionment seemed
to begin as friends brought him reports of the "mounting
terror among the people, the businessmen and the farmers
in satellite countries" in 1949.58 Wallace revealed that he
had been informed that:

« + o No one could amount to anything in Czechoslovakia
who wae not outspoken in criticism of the TUnited States
and capitalism. Only Moscow-trained communists were
allowed in positions of authority. The native communists
were eased out as qulckly as possible. Not all were
ligquidated, but their 1life was made hard. This con-

vinced me that Russia was getting ready for world up-

At a Chicago Progresgsive Conventlion held in March of

1950, the party, in order toc please Wallace in his anti-Red

58Henry Agard Wallace, "How I'd Stop the March of
Stalin," Coronet, XXIX (November, 1950), p. 105.

591bid.
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approach, pasgsed a resolution declaring that the Soviet
Unlon as well as the United States had made mistakes in for-
elgn policy. Wallace now told the convention that the Pro-
gressives had been in error in shouting down an attempt made
by the Vermont and Pennsylvanla delegates to rid the Pro--.
gregssive Party of the Communists in the founding convention
of July, 1948. On the other hand, many liberals tended to
hold the Wallace leadership responsible for failure to ac-
complish this at ﬁheir previous convention.
| Other Progressives were disappointed‘that Wallace
failed to mingle with the delegates at thelir 1950 convention;
furthermore, they found his attitude changed. Wallaée in his
address appeared pessimistic in discussing the world atomic
bomb race; similarly, he seemed disgruntled with the Soviet's
Toreign pblicy. Wallace seemed to advocate to the Progres-
sives a course which neither approved of the foreign poli-
cies of the United States nor of the Soviet. At this time,
he appeared to place reliance upon foreign policies advo-
cated by Churchill, Krock, and Tydinge. He seemed more
interegted in striving for the settlement of issues rather
than pressing his former friendship toward Russia.

After the attack of the North Koreans, Wallace on
July 16, 1950, gave the Progressives three weeks to reverse
their foreign policy and support the Government. When thise

demand was rejected he resigned, stating his reasons to be



as follows:

In view of actions recently taken by the National
Committee of the Progressive party and the various state
committees, I am convinced I can more effectively serve
the cause of peace by resigning from the nationsl com-
mittee and the executive committee of the Progressive
Party.60

On the same day of the attack, Wallace clarified his posi-

tion by issuing the following statement to The New York

Timesg:

. I want to make it clear that when Russia, the United
States and the United Nations appeal to force, I am on
the side of the United States and the United Nations.
Undoubtedly they could have prevented the attack by the

North Koreans and undoubtedly they could now stop the
attack at any time they wish.

I hold no brief fof the past actlons of either the
United States or Russia but, when my country is at war
and the United Nations sanctions that war, I am on the
side of my country and the United Nations.0l

Likewise, Wallace urged all patriotié Americans to "call on
the United Nations to use all possible influence on Russla,
'the New China,'! India, Paklstan, England, France, the
Netherlands and the United States not only to end the fight-
ing in Korea but to bring about the solution of all the
conflicts in Asia and this prevent a third World War,"62

On November 13, 1950, Wallace was demanding that the

60rhe New York Times, August 9, 1950.

61l1p1d., July 16, 1950.
621114, , August 9, 1950.
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United States increase its armed strength "'as fast as possi-
ble! until the Soviet and Red China gave 'concrete evidence'
that they were interested in a specific, and not a propaganda,
program for peace."63 Wallace now "no longer believed that
peace could be obtained by meeting Russia ‘half way,'" nor
did he think it advisable to admit Communist China to the
United Nations.64 Wallace held Russia responsible for the
North Korean attack and condemned her for using "other people
to heat up the cold waf.“65 He thought that Russla never
really wanted Red China seated in the Unitéd Nations and thats
Red Chinals intervention in Korea was not justified, no
matter how unwisely United States had acted in cohdoning the
graft and corruption of Kuomintang. Wallace said also that
unless we de#eloped the peace in Korea to gain thé sympathy
of the common man in India and China our real danger had
Just begun. Rehabilitation of Korea mﬁst be accomplished
for the sake of the people of Korea and not for an outmoded
regime. The Soviet must realize, said Wallace, that millions
of Americans "who at one time believed in meeting her half

ﬁay are no longer in a mood for compromise," and that "peace

63The New York Times, November 13, 1950.

6t 1p1a,
65Ipid.
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could not be served by appeasement," said Wallace.,56
- In November Qf 1950, Wallace wrote in Coronet giving

his formula for stopping Stalin. In this article, Wallace
supported the thesis: '"There is only one firm, guiding sfar
for all of us, and that is peace, full employment, a rising
standard of living'for all people, and a maximum of freedom
for all who are willing to steer by this star Divine Provi-
dence regardless of race or creed.“67 In the Korean con-
flict, Wallace was concerned with the survival of the United

States as a "democratic power with the principle of free

initiative left to the farmer, the worker, and the business-

man.“68 Wallace wanted overcrowded areas of the world given
real assistance through the United Nations and he warned as

follows:

Make no mistake about it, the common man will march
under the banner of Russian communism ¢6 his own ulti-
mate disillusionment if we cannot move with great
economic power to serve suffering humanity, not domin-

ate 1it.

3

The, root of the trouble is that we in the gUnited
States] are blessed far beyond all other people. Even
if there were no communism and no aggressive, skillfully
led Russia, the problem would still exist.

66The New York Times, November 13, 1950.

6710w I'd Stop the March of Stalin,® p. 103.

681bid., p. 104.



. . » . . e . . . . . . . . . .

The American Congress, now that it knows the tre-
mendous cost of fighting the cold war, should be willing
to consider a comparable investment in peace as an al-
ternative. I s8t1ll say that the only road to peace is a
really big Point 4 program applied through the U.N. for
the purpose of strengthening the U.N., expanding world
trade regardless of iron curtains, and perfecting pro-
greasive capitalism in the U. 3. There is nothing in
such a program which is a threat to Russia provided she
wants to serve the needs of the common man. But if
Russia's purpose 1s %o clamp an ironclad, communistic
control on more and more nations, then it is obvious
that we must prepare at once to fight because in such
case the Stalin menace will be greater than the e Hitler
menape ever wag,b’ .

Desgpite his digavowal of the Communists, Wallace was still

‘carrying on the battle for a peaceful world.

Contribution to American politics. To assess the con-

tribution of Wallace to American political life 1is a sizable
tagk. Early in life, Wallace fought the battles of the
farmers in their attempt to earn a just living and to esta-
bligh fair prices for the farmers! produce. As Secretary of
Agriculture, he developed a new program to facllitate crop.
reduction, drought control, soil conservation, food storage,
school lunch programs, tenant farmer programs and to allevi-

ate many emergencies. A program that in all events, brought

69yallace, "How I'd Stop the March of Stalin," pp. 104,
106, 107, 108.
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baglc gains for the farmer, 7°

As Vice-President, he led stockpiling of vital war
needs and performed important missions—-—guch as the Soviet
Asia mission. A rejected leader in the campaign of 1944,
he narrowly missed becoming President upon the death.of
Roogevelt in the following April. He remained as Secretary
of Commerce in the Administration of President Truman and
became its critic as the Administration deviated from the
New Deal and stiffened its policy foward the Soviet Union.
His critical address, in Madison Square Garden, protesting
against the Administration's policy toward the Soviet Union,A
brought a request from Pregident Truman for his resignation
from the Cabinet.

Subsequent'travels at home and abroad brought a view-
point developed as an eye-witness to current world conditions.
These experiences encouraged him to enter a new adventure in
his search for peace. As a candlidate for the Presidency in
1948, Wallace tried to lead a new party in the interests of

a better world based on Peace, Freedom, and Abundance. He

became embittered as independents, laborers, farmers, Negroes,

and New Dealers, deserted him largely to the apparent

01n 1956, many unsolved problems remain in agricul-
ture; John Oates, in the New York Times, February 5, 1956,
saild that President Eisenhower's solil bank plan is "gener-
ally reminiscent of one advanced about twenty years ago by
former Secretary of Agriculture Wallace."
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Communist control of his party.

| In the years 1948-49, Wallace became disillusioned
with Soviet behavlior in Czechoglovakia and joined the support
of his country as the North Koresns struck against Southern
Korea. Wallace disavowed his earlier position, censured the
Soviet foreign policy, and became reconciled to the conser-
vative leadefship of this country. ﬁe did not abandon his
hopes for an enlarged Point 4 program for the betterment of
the common man.

Max Lerner, a political scientist and essayist, cre-
dits Wallace a8 beingboth motivated and limited by three sym-
bols: insurgency, hybrid corn, and Christianity.71 Insur-
gency is the symbol of the Midwest Populist tradition which
"glorifies rebellion and dissent.“72 Hybrid corn is the
gymbol of an agronomist that approaches "politics experi- .
mentally, with the practical purpose of improving the breed
of political man and social institutions."’3 Christianity
is a symbol of a "profoundly religious man for whom the
teachings of Christian ethics have a living meaning. . . ."

and "he takes the teachings of Christianity seriously--on

7lMax Lerner, "lenry Wallace: A Poftrait in Symbols,
Actions and Passions (New York: Simon and Schuster, 1949),
PD. 225-228. ‘

72Ibid., p. 225.

731vid., p. 226.
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social Jjustice, on racial digscrimination, on peace--go seri-
ously that he insists on apolying them," stated Lerner.74
Such an appraisal seems on the basis of this gstudy much
falrer than criticism which classify Wallace simply as s
demagogue, a visionary, and a tool of the Communists. Ler-
ner ranked him as "a great political figure of our time and
a profoundly moving democrat with a small d."75 On the other
hand, Lerner regarded him as a poor tactician, "from the-
plowing-under program, to the ill-fated Madison Square Gar-
den Speech, and the European trip that left him vulnerable
to attack."76 "He is a poor judge of men," wrote Lerner,
and '"he is the easy victim of a clique."77 "The most tragic
fact about him since 1944 has been the way he has allowed
himself to become isolated from the main currents of the
labor movement, farm organizations, the middle-of-the~road
liberalism."78

Any one of many public acts entitled Wallace to great
consideration in the American scene. As a prominent, poli-

tical figure, he has been the subject of many critical

7“Lerner, Actions and Passions, p. 227.

75Ibid.
76;9;g., p. 228.
771bid.
781b1d.
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attacks. Among these, 1t was charged that he failled to pro-
vide a practical program for many of his "world betterment
ideals." He did not bring to the world a new philosophy
judged from the realm of time.79 At times, he seemed to
suffer from a Messlanic complex which manifested itseelf in
his letters to Stalin, Truman, and Mao Tse-Tung ag well as
his attempts to lead a third party as a candidate for the
Pregsidency. There was a naiveté about him that led him to
credit political leaders such as Roosevelt and Stalin with

traits they did not actually possess.8o There was too, a

ore judice against other leaders, which led Wallace to over
look their public service and to discredit their motives,
such as: Churchill, Truman, Baruch, Hoover, Byrnes, Jones,
and Vahdenberg. In his enthuslasm for peace, he was not
always accurate-~frequently confusing. That he had influ-
ence cannot be denied as it was confirmed by the wide news-
paper, magazine, and radio coverage that was afforded him.

That he had a following was self-evident, as thousands paid

79%allace's ideas seem t0 reflect theories of (1) Thor-
stein Veblen, the author of The Theory of the Lelsure Class,
and (2) John Maynard Keynes, the author “of the Economic Con-
sequences of the Peace, and (3) the early Populist ideals.

80Wallace credited Roosevelt with the ability to
keep the peace with Russia. In retrospect this seems a
little doubtful. Figures close to Roogevelt relate his dis-
trust of the Russians. In the light of recent events in
1956, few people see in Stalin the qualities Wallace admired.
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admigsions to hear him speak before and during the campaign
of 1948, That he made many worthwhile contributions to
American politics in the past is undisputable. Here was a
man who has helped to shape the destinies of many as he went
about the task of maintaining peace for the world and of
bringing about the betterment of the living conditions of
mankind. Here wag a pioneer who pointed the way for the

Century of the Common Man.
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PREAMBLE

Three years after the end of the second world war, the
drums are beating for the third. Civil liberties are being
destroyed. Millions cry out for relief from unbearably high
prices. The American way of 1life is in danger.

The root cause of this crisls 1s Blg Business' control
of our economy and government, '

With téil and enterprise the American people have cre-~
ated from their rich resources the world's greatest productive
machine. This machine no longer belongs to the people. Its
ownership 1is concentrated in the hands of the few and its pro-
duct used for their enrichment.

Never before have so few owned so much at the expense
of so many.  ‘Ten years ago Franklin Delano Roosevelt warned:
"The liberty of democracy is not safe 1f the people tolerate
the growth of private power to a point where it becomss strong-
er than their democfatic state. That, in essence, 1is fas-
cism."

Today that private power has constituted itself an in-
visible government which pulls the strings of its puppet
Republican and Democratic parties. Two sets of candidates
compete for votes under the outworn emblems of the old parties.
But both represent a single program--a program of monopoly

profits through war preparations, lower living standards, and
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suppression of dissent.

For generations the common man of America has resisted
this concentration of economic and political power in the
hands of the few. The greatest of Americat's political lead-
ers have led the:people into battle against the money power,
the railroads, the trusts, the economic royalists.

We of the Progressive Party are the present-day de-
cendants of these people's movements and fighting leaders.
We are the political heirs of Jefferson, Jackson, and
Lincoln--of Frederick Douglass, Altgeld and Debs--of "Fight-
ing Bob" LaFollette, George Norris, and Franklin Roosevelt.

Throughout our history new parties have arisen when
the o0ld parties have betrayed the people. As Jefferson
headed a new party to victory over the slave-owners, so today
the people, inspired and led by Henry Wallace, have created
a new party to secure peace, freedom, and abundance.

With the firm conviction that the principles of the
Declaration of Independence and the Constitution of the
United States set forth 211 fundamental freedoms for all
people and secure the safety and well being of our country,
the Progressive Party pledges itself to safeguard these

principles to the American people.
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BETRAYAL BY THE OLD PARTIES

The American people want peace. But the old parties,
obedient to the dictates of monopoly and military, prepare
for war in the name of peace,

They refuse to negotiate a settlement of differences
with the Soviet Union.

They reject the United Nations as an instrument for
promoting world peace and reconstruction.

They use the Marshall Plan to rebuild Nazl Germany as
a war base and to subjugate the economies of other‘European
countries to American Big Business.

They finance and arm corrupt, fascists governments in
China, Greece, Turkey and elsewhere, through the Truman
Doctrine, wasbting billions in American resources and squan-
dering America's heritage as the enemy of depotism.

They encircle the globe with military bases which other
peoples cannot but view as threats to thelr freedom and secur-
ity.

They protect the war-making industrial and financial
barons of Nazi Germany and imperial Japan, and restore them
to power,

They stockpile atomic bombs.

They pass législation to admit displaced persons, dis-

criminating against Catholics, Jews, and other victims of
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Hitler.

They lmpose a peacetime draft and move toward Univer-
sal Military training.

They fill policy-making positiqns in government with
generals and Wall Street bénkers.

Peace cannot be won--but profits can--by spending ever-
increasing billions of the people's money in war preparations.

Yet these are the policies of the two old parties--
policies profaning the name of peace.

The American people cherish freeddm.

But the old parties, acting for the forces of special
privilege, conspire to destroy traditional‘American freedoms.

They deny the Negro people the rights of citizenship.,
They impose a universal policy of Jim Crow and enforce 1€
with every weapon of terror. They refuse to outlaw its most
bestial expression--the crime of lynching.

They abolish the poll tax, and year after year they
deny.thé right to vote to Negroes and milllons of whlte peo-
ple in the South.

They aim to reduce nationality groups to a position of
social, economic, and political inferiority.

They connive to bar the Progressive Party on the
ballot.

They move to outlaw the Communist Party as a decisive

step in their assault on the democratic rights of labor, of
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national, racial, and political minorities, and all of those
who oppose their drive to war, In this they repeat the his-
tory of Nazl Germany, Fascist Italy, and Franco Spain.

They support the House Committee on Un-American Acti-
vities in its villification and persecution of citizens in
total disregard of all the Bill of Rights.

They build the‘Federal Bureau of Investigation into a
political police with secret dossiers on millions of Ameri-
cans. |

They seek to regiment the thinking of the American
people and to suppress political dissent.,

They striﬁe to enact such measures as Mundt-Nixon Bill
which are as destructive of democracy as were the Allen and
Sedition Laws against which Jefferson fought.

They concoct a spurious "loyalty" program to create an
atmosphere of fear and hysteria 1ln government and industry.

They.shackle American labor with the Taft-Hartley
Act at the express command of Big Business, while enéouraging
exorbitant profits through uncontrolled inflation.

They restore the labor injunction as a weapon for
breaking strikes and swmashing unlons.

This is the record of two old parties--a record pro-
faning the American idezl of freedom.

The American people want abundance.

But the o0ld parties refuse to enact effective price



266
and rent controls, making the people victims of disastrous
inflation which disslpates the savings of millions of fami-
lies and depresses thelr living standards.,

They ignore ﬁhe housing problem, although more than
half the nation's families, 1nclﬁding millions of veterans,
are homeless or living in rural and urban slums,

They refuse social securlty protection to millions
and allow only meager beneflts to the rest.

They block health legislatlion even though.millions of
men, women, and children are without adequate medical care.

They foster the concentration of private economic
power. |

They replace progressive government officlals, the
supporters of Franklin Roosevelt, with the spokesmen of Big
Business.,

They pass legislation for the greedy, giving only in-
significant reductions to the needy. |

These are the acts of the o0ld parties--acts profaning
the American dream of abundance.

No glittering party platforms or electlion promises of
the Democratic and Bepublican partlies can hide thelr betrayal
of the needs of the American people.

Nor can they act otherwise, For both parties, as the
record of the 80th Congress makes clear, are the champlons

of Big Business.
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The Bepublican platform admits it.

The Democratic platform attempts to concéal it.

But the very composition of the Democratic leadership
exposes the demagogy of its platform. It is the party of
machine politicians and Southernm Bourbons who veto in Con-~
gress the liberal planks "won" in the convention.

Such platforms, concelved in hypocrisy and lack of

principle deserve nothing but contempt.
PRINCIPLES OF THE PROGRESSIVE PARTY

The Progressive Party 1s born in the deep convlction
thét the national wealth and natural resources of our country
belong to the peopie who inhabit it and must be employed in
their behalf; that freedom and opportunity must be secured
equally to all; that the brotherhood of man can be achieved'
and the scourge of war ended.

The Progressive Party holds that basic to the organi-
zation of world peace is a return to the purpose of Franklin
Roosevelt to seek areas of international agreement rather
than disagreement. It was his conviction that within the
framework of the United Nations different social and economic
systems can and must live together, If peace 1s to be achlev-
ed capitalist United States and communist Russia must esta-
blish good relations and work together.,

The Progressive Party holds that it is the first duty
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of a just government to secure for all people, regardless of
race, creed, color, sex, national background, political be-
lief, or station in life, the inalienable rights proclaimed

' in the Declaration of Independence and guéranfeed by the Bill
of Rights. The government must actively protect these rights
against the encroachment of public and private agencles.

The Progressive Party holds that a just government
must use its powers to promote an abundant 1life for its
people. This is the basic idea of Franklin Roosevelt's
Economic Bill of Rights. Heretofore every attempt to give
effect to this principle has failed because Big Business
dominates the key sectors of economy. Anti-trust laws and
government regulations cannot break thls domination. There-
fore the people,.through their deﬁocratically elected repre-
sentatives, must take control of the main levers of the
economic system., Public ownership of these levers will en-
able the people to plaﬂ the use of their productive resources
80 as to develop the limitless potential of modern technology
and to create a true American-Commonwealth free from poverty
and insecurity.

The Progressive Party believes that only thfough_peace-
ful understanding can the world mske progress toward recon-
struction and higher standards of living; that peace 1ls the
essential condition for safeguarding anmd extending our tradi-

tional fréedoms; that only by preserving liberty and by
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planmning abundant 1life for all can we eliminate the sources
of world conflict. Peace, freedom, and abundance--the goals
of the Progressive Party--are indivisible,

Cnly the Progressive Party can destroy the power of
private monopoly and restore the government to the American
people. For ours is a party uncorrupted by privilege, com-
mitted to no special interests, free from»machine control,
and open to all Americans of 211 races, colors, and creeds,

The Progressive Party is a party of action. We seek
through the democratic process and through day-by-day acti-
vity to lead the Americam people toward the fulfillment of
these principles,

We ask support for the following Program:
PEACE
AMERICAN-SOVIET AGREEMENT

Henry Wallace in hils open letter suggeéted, and Pre-
mier Stalin in his reply accepted, a basis for sincere peace
discussions. The exchange showed that specific areas of
agreement can be found 1f the principles of non-interference
in the internal affairs of other nations and acceptance of
the right of people to choose the ir own form of government
and economic system are mutually respected.

The Progressive Party therefore demands negotiations
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and discussion with the Soviet Union to find sreas of agree-
ment to win the peace.

The Frogressive Party belleves that enduring peace
among the peoples of the world community 1s possible only
through world law. Continued anarchy among nations in the
atomic age threatens our civilization and humenity itself
with annihilation., The only ultimte altern=tlive to war 1is
the abandonment of the principle of the just enforcement uvpon
the individuals of the world federal legislature with limited
but adequate powers to safeguard the common defense and the
general welfare of sll mankind,

Such a structure of peace through government can be
evolved by making of the United Nations an effective agency
of cooperation among nations. This can be done by restoring
the unity of the Great Powers as they work together for com-
mon purposes. Since the death of Franklin Roosevelt, this
principle has been betrayed to a degree which not only para-
lyzes the United Nations but threatens the world with another
war in which there can be no victors and few survivors.

Beyond an effective Unlted Nations lies the further
possibility of genuine world government. Responsibility for
ending the tragic prospect of war is the joint responsibility
of the Soviet Union and the United States., We hope for more
political liberty and economic democracy throughout the world.

We helieve that war betwesen East and West will mean fascism
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and death for all. We insist that peace 1s the prerequisite
of survival,

We believe with Henry Wallace thét *there 1s no mis-
understanding or difficulty between the USA and USSR which
can be settled by force or fear and there is no difference
which cammot be settled by peaceful, hopeful negotiation.
There is no American r inclple or publid interest, and there
1s no Russian principle or public interest, which would have
to be sacrificed to end the cold war and open up the Century
of Peace which the Century of the Common Man démands."

We denounce anti-Soviet hysteria as a mask for mono-
poly, militarism, and reaction. We demand that 2 new leader-
ship of the peace-seeking people of ouwr natlon--which has
vastly greater responsibllity for peace than RBussia because
it has a vastly greater power for war--undertake in good
faith and carry to an honorable conclusion, without appease-
ment or sabre-rattling on either side, a determlned effort
to settle current controversies and enable men and women
everywhere to look forward with confidence to the coﬁmon

task of building a creative and lasting peace for all the

world.

END THE DRIVE FOR WAR

The Progressive Party calls for the repeal of the

peacetime draft and the re jection of Universal Military
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Training.

We call for the immediate cessation of the piling up
of armament expenditures beyond reasonable peacetime require-
ments for national defense.

We demand the repudiation of the Truman Doctriﬁe and
an end to mllitary and economic intervention in support of
reactionary and fascist regimes in China, Greece, Turkey, the
Middle East, and Latin America. We demsnd that the United
States completely sever diplomatic amd economic relations with
Franco Spain.

We call for the abandonment of military bases designed
to encircle and intimidate other nations,

We demand the repeal of the provisions of the National
Security Act which are mobiiizing the nations for war, pre-~
‘paring a labor draft, amd organizing a monopoly-militarist
dictatorship.

These measures will express the American people's de-
termination to avoid provocation and aggression. They will
be our contribution to the reduction of mistrust and the pre#
ation of a general atmosphere in which peace can be estab-

lished,
UNITED NATTONS

The Progressive Party will work to reallize Franklin

Roosevelt's ideal of the United Nations as a world family of



273
Nations, by defending its charter and seeking to prevent its
transformation into the diplomatic or military instrument of
any one power or groups of powers.

We call for the establishment of a United Nations
Reconstruction and Development Fund to promote international
recovery by providing assistance to the needy nations of
Europe, Africa, and Asia, without political conditions and
with priorities to those peoples that suffered most from Axis
aggression.

We call for the repudiation of the Marshsll Plan.

We urge the full use of the Economic and Social Council
and other agencies of the United Nations to wipe out disease
and starvation, to promote the development of culture and
science, and to develop the peaceful application of the atomic
energy. |

We demand that the United States-delegation to the
United Nations stop protecting fascist Spain and press for
effective economic and diplomatic sanctions against Franco's

dictatorship.
DISARMAMENT

The Progressive Party will work through the United
Nations for a world disarmament agreement to outlaw the
atomic bomb, bacteriological warfare, and all other instru-

ments of mass destruction; to destroy existing stockpiles
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of atomic bombs and to establish United Nations controls, in-
cluding inspection, over the production of atomic energy; and
to reduce conventional armaments drastically in accordance
with resolutions already passed by the United Natlons General

Assembly.
GERMANY AND JAPAN

The Progressive Party calls for cooperation with our
wartime allies to conclude peace treaties pfomptly wilth a
unified Germony and with Japan. The essentials for a German
settlement are denazification and democratization, punishment
of war criminals, land reform, decartelization, nationaliza-
tion of heavy industry, Big-Four control of the Ruhr, repara-
tions to the victims of Nazl aggression, and definitive re-
cognition of the Oder-Niesse line as the Western boundary of
Poland, On this basis, we advocate the speedy conclusion of
the peace treaty and a simultaneous wlthdrawal of all océﬁpa4
tion troops.

Similar principles should govern a settlement with

Japan,

STATE OF ISRAEL
The Progressive Party demands the immediate de Jjure
recognition of the State of Israel.

We call for the admission of Israel to the United

Nations.,
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We call for a Presidential proclamation 1ifting the
arms embargo in favor of the State of Israel,

We pledge our support for and call upon the Government
of the Unlted States to safeguard the sovereignty, autonomy,
politicel independence, and territorial integrity of the
State of Israel in accordance with the boundaries laid down
by the Resolution of the General Assembly of the Unlted
Nations of November 29, 1947.

We support the prompt extension of generous financial
assistance without political conditiouns.

We oppoée any attempt to interfere with Israel in its
sovereign right to control its immlgration policy.

We call upon the United States Government to provide
immediate shipping and other facilities for the transporta-
tion of Jewish displaced persons in Europe who desire tb emi-
grate to Israel.

We support, within the framework of the United Nations,
the internationalization of Jerusalem and the protection of
Holy Places. |

We appeal to the Arab workers, farmers and small mer-
chants to accept the United Nations decision for a Jewish and
Arab state as being in their best interest. We urge them not
to permit themselves to be used as tools in a war against
Israel on behalf of British and American monopolies, for the

latter are the enemies of both Arabs and Jews,
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THE FAR EAST

The Progressive Party supports the struggle of the
peoples of Asia to achieve independence and to move from
feudalism into the modern era. We condemn the bilpartisan
policy of military and economic intervention to crush these
people's movements, World peace amd prosperity cannot be
attained unless the people of China, Indonesia, Indo-China,
Malaya and other Agian lands win their struggle for inde-
pendence and take their place as equals in the family of
nations.

We call for the immediate withdrawal of American
troops and abandonment of bases in China,

We demand the cessation of financial and military aid
to Chiang Kai-shek dictatorship.

We follow the policy of Franklin Roosevelt in encour-
aging the creation of a democratic coalition government in
China. We urge support for and the graunting of large scale
economic asslistance to such a government,

We support the efforts of the people of Korea to esta-
blish national unity and the kind of government they desire.

We demand an early Jjoint withdrawal of occupation troops.
COLONIAL AND DEPENDENT PEOPLES

We believe that people everywhere in the world have
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the right to self-determination. The people everywhere in
the world have the right to self-determination., The people
of Puerto Rico have the right to independence., The people
of the United States have an obligation toward the people of
Puerto Bico to see that they are started on the rosd toward
economic security and orosperity.

We demand the repeal of the Bell Trade Act relating
to the Pnilippines and the abrogation of other unequal trade
treaties with economically weaker peoples.

We urge actions by the people of the United States
and cooperation with other countries in the United Natlons
to abolish the colonial system in all its forms and to rea-
lize the principles of self-determination for the peoples of
Africa, Asia, the West Indies, and other colonial areas.

We support the aspirations for unified homelands, of
traditionally oppressed and dispersed people such as the

Irish and Armenians.
TATIN AMERICA

The Progressive Party urges a return to, and the
strengthening of, Franklin Roosevelt's good neighbor policy
in our relations with republics to the South.

We demand the abandonment of the inter-American mili-
tary program.

We call for economic assi stance without political con-
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ditions to further the independent economic development of

the Latin American and Caribbean countries.
DISPLACED PERSONS

The Progressive Party calls for the repeal of the anti-
Catholic, anti-Semitic Displaced Persons Act of 1948 which
permits the entry into the United States of fascists and
collaborators., We call for the enactment of legislation to
open our doors in the true American tradition to the victims

of fascist persecution,
FREEDCM
END DISCRIMINATION

The Progressive Party condemns segregation and dis-
crimination in all 1ts forms ana in all places.

We demand full equality for the Negro people, the
Jewlsh people, Spanish-speaking Americans, Japanese.Americans,
Italian Americans, and all other nationality groups.

We call for a Presidential proclamation ending segre-
gation and all forms of discrimination in the armed services
and Federal employment,

We demand Federal anti-lynch, anti-discrimination, and
fair-employment-practices legislation, and legislation abol-

ish-segregation in interstate travel.
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We call for immediate passage of anti;poll tax legis-
lation, enactment of universal suffrage law to permit all
citizens to vote in Federal elections, @md the full use of
Federal enforcement powers to assure free exercise of the
right of franchise,

We call for a Civil Rights Act for the District of
Columbia to eliminate racial segregation and discrimination
in the nation's capital,

We demand the ending of segregation and discrimination
in the Panama Canal Zone and all territories, possessions
and trusteeships. |

We demand the Indians, the earllest Americans, be gilven
full citizenship rights without reservation rights and be per-
mitted to administer their Awn affairs.

We will develop special.programs to ralse the low
standards of health, housing, and educational facilities for
Negroes, Indians, and nationallty groups, and will deny Fed-
eral funds to any state or local authority which withholds
opprortunities or benefits for reasouns of race, creed, color,
sex or national origin.

We will initiate a Federal program of education, in
cooperation with state, local, and private agencies to com-
bat racizl and religious prejudice,

We support the enactment of leglslation making it a

Federal crime to disseminate anti-Semitic, anti-Negro, and
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all racial propaganda by mail, radio, motion picture, or
other means of communication.

We call for a Constitutional amendment which will effec-
tively prohibit every form of discrimination against women--
economic, educational, legal, and political,

We pledge to respect the freedom of conscience of

sincere conscientious objectors imprisoned in World War II:
THE BIGHT OF POLITICAL ASSOCIATION AND EXPRESSION

The Progressive Party will fight for the constitutional
rights of Communists and all other political groups tb express
their views as the first line in the defense of the liberties
of a democratic people.

We oppose the use of violence or intimidation, under
cover of law or otherwlse, by any individual or group, in-
cluding the violence and intimldation now belng committed by
those who are attempting to suppress political dissent.

We pledge an all-out fight against the Mundt-Nixon
Bill and 2all similar legislation designed to lmpose thought
control restrict freedom of opinion, and establish a police
state in America.

We demand the abolition of the House Un-American Actl-
vities Committee and simllar State Committees, and we mean to
right the wrongs which these committees have perpetrated upon

thousands of loyal Americans working for the realization of
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democratic ldeals,

We pledge to eliminate the current "Loyalty" purge
- program and to reestablish standards for government service
that respect the rights of Federal employees to freedom of
association and opinlon and to engage in political activity,

We demand the full right of teachers and students to
participate in the social, civic, and political life of the
nation and of the local community.

We demand that the Federal Bureau of Investigation and
other Government agencies desist from investigatling, or inter-
fering with, the political beliefs and lawful activities of
Amerlcans, |

We demmnd an end to the present practices of Congresé-
ional Committees--such as the House Labor Committee--in per-
secuting trade uniounists and political leaders at the behest
of Blg Busiress,

We demand an end to the present campaign of deporta-
tion against foreign-born trade unlonists and political
leaders, =nd will actively protect the civil rignts of

naturalized citizens and the foreign born.
NATIONALITY GROUPS

The Progressive Party recognizes the varied contribu-
tions of all nationality groups to American cultural, econo-

mic, and social 1life, and considers them a source of strength
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for the development of our country,
We advocate the right of the foreign born to obtain
citizenship without discrimination.
We advocate the repeal of discriminatory immigration
laws based upon race, national origin, religilon, or politi-

cal bellef,

We recognize the just claims of the Japanese Americans
for indemnity for the losses suffered during their wartime
internment, which was an outrageous violation of our funda-
mental concepts of Jjustice.

We support legislation facilitating naturalization of
Filipinos, Koreans, Japanese, Chinese, and other national
groups now discriminated against by law.

We support legislation facilitating na turalization of

merchant seamen with a record of war service.
DEMOCRACY IN THE ARMED FORCES

The Progressive Party demands abolition of Jim Crow
in the armed forces.

We demand abolit ion of social inequalities between
officers and enlisted personnel.

We call for the basic revision in the procedure of
military Jjustice, including the more adequate participation
of enlisted men in courts-martial.

We urge that admission to West Point and Annapolis be
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based on the candidates' qualifications, determined by open
examina tions, and that an increased percentage of young men

admitted be drawn from the ranks.
REPRESENTATIVE GOVERNMENT

The Progressive Party proposes a constitutional amend=-
ment providing for the direct election of the President and
Vice-President by popular vote.

We call for Home Bule and the granting of full suffrage
to the disfranchised citizens of the District of Columbila.

We favor.the immediate admission of Hawaii and Alaska
as the 49th and 50th states of the Union.

We urge that all general and primary electlons days

be declared holidays to enable all citizens to vote.
SEPARATION OF CHURCH AND STATE

The Progressive Party intends to maintain the tradi-
tional American separation of church and state and protect

the freedom of secular education.
ABUNDANCE
HIGH COST OF LIVING

The livihg standards of the American people are under

bipartisan attack through uncontrolled inflation. The only
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effective method of combating inflation is to take the profits
out of inflation.

The Progressive Party calls for legislation which will
impose controls that will reduce and keep down the prices of
food, shelter, clothing, other essentials of l1life, and basic
materials. Such controls should squeeze out excessive pro-
fits, provide for payments of subsidies to farmers wherever
necessary to maintain fair agricultural prices, and allocate
materials and goods in short supply.

| We call for the removal by the President bf the Hous-
ing expediter who 1s administering rent control in the inter-
ests of the real esﬁate lobby.

We call for strengthening rent control, providing pro-
tection against evictions, and eliminating the present "hard-
ship® regulations, which are a bananza for the large realty

interests.
ECONOMIC PLANNING

The Progressive Party believes in thé principle of
democratic economlic planmning to develop plans for assumlng
high production, full employment, and a rising standard of
living,

| We mean to develop, on the TVA pattern, regional plan-
ning authorities in the major river-valleys the country over

to achieve power, rural electrification, soil conservatlonm,
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flood control and reforestration, and to accelerate the growth
of undeveloped areas, particularly in the South and West.

We mean to promote, through public ownership and long-
range planning, the peaceful use of atomic energy to realize
its great potential as a source of power and as a tool in
science, medicine, and technology.

Only through the planned development of all our re-
sources will the full benefit of the nation's weaith and pro-

ductivity be secured for the people.
BREAKING THE GRIP OF MONOPOLY

Monopoly's grip on the economy must be broken if
democracy is to»survive and economic planning become possible,
Experience has shown that anti-trust laws and government
regulation are not themselves sufficient to halt the growth
of monopoly. The only solution is public ownership of key
areas of the‘economy.

The Progressive Party will initiate such measures of
public ownership as may be necesséry to put into the hands of
the people's representatives the levers of control essential
to the operation of an econbmy of abundance. As a first step,
the largest banks, the railroads, the merchant merine, the
electric power and gas industry, and industries primarily de-
pendent on government funds or government purchases such as

aircraft, the synthetic rubber and synthetic oil industries
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must be planned under public ownership.

We mean tc strengthen and vigorously enforce the anti-
trust laws to curb monopoly in the rest of the economy.

We call for the 1immediate abolition of discriminatory
freight rates, which help to keep the South and West in bond-
age to Wall Street,

Tideland oil resources belong to the people, and we
fight the .efforts of the oll companies to steal them. We
support Federal control of such resources.

We demand the repeal of the Bulwinkle law which ex-
empts the rallroad from anti-trust prosecution,

We call for the repeal of the Miller-Tydings legisla-
tion which eliminated retail competition in branded goods,

excluding these from the coverage of the Anti-trust laws.

LABOR

The Progressive Parfy recognizes that from the earli-
est period of its history the organized labor movement has
taken the leadership in the struggle for democratic and
humanitarian objectives. Organized labor remains the maln-
spring of America's democratic striving, and the just needs
of labor are special concern to the Progressive Party.

We hold that every American who works for a living has

an 1nalienéb1e right to an income sufficient to provide him
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and his family with a2 high standard of living. Unless the
rights of labor to organize, to bargain collectively, and
to strike are secure, a rising standard of living cannot be
realized,

| We demand the immediate repeal of the Taft-Hartley
Act and the relnstatement of the principles of the Wagner and
Norris~LaGuardia acts. These measures are essential to re-
store labor's equality in collective bargaining and to pre-
vent business from using government to establish a dictator-
ship over labor by injunction.

We will demand the right for employees in publicly
owned industries to organize, the bargain collectively, aﬁd
to strike, |

We call for the establishment of collective bargaining
machinery for Federal employees.,

We support thé legitimate demands of all wage and sal-
ary earners, including Federal employees, for wage and salary
increases and improved working conditions. We demand the
enactment of a minimum wage of $1 an hour, extenéion of the
Fa;r Labor Standards Aét to cover all workers, enforcement
of equal pay for equal work regardless of age or sex, and
the elimination of any regional wage differential.

We oppose governmental strike-breaking through seizure
of struck industries under the pretext of Federal operation,

while the profits continue to go to private employers.
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We urge the enactment and stringent enforcement of
Federal and State Laws establishing adequate safety and
health standards for miners, longshoremen, railrdad workers,
merchant seamen, and all other workers in hazardous indus-
tries.

We pledge drastic amendment of the Railway Labor Act
to make ceftain that the raillroad workers enjoy genuine col-
lective bargaining and the right to strike. We call for
amendment of the Rgilroad Retirement Act to gfant railroad
workers pensions>of $100 minimum after 30 years' service or
when they become 60 years old. |

We call for Federal legislation to improve railroad
working conditions by establishing a 40-hour, 5-day week
for non-operating and terminal employees, a six-hour day for
roadmen, and train 1limit and full crew provisions..

We actively support measures to repair and improve
the‘living standards of 12 million white collar and profes-
silonal employees, who have suffered particularly under the
inflation,

We call for an end to the second—cléss citizenship of
our nation's two amd a half milllon agricultural wage workers,
and the thousands of food-processing workers who are excluded
from the protection of social and labor legislation. We
stand for legislation to protect the right of agricultural

to bargain collectively. We call for extension of social
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security and fair labor standards coverage to all agricultur-
al and food-processing workers,

We demand an immedlate end to the arbitrary security
orders issued by the Department of Natlional Defense which
black-1ist employees in private industries under gbvernment

contracts.
AGRICULTURE

The Progressive Party recognizes that the welfare of
farmers is closely tied to the living standards of consumers.
We reject the "eat-less" policy of the old parties and pro-
claim our intention to develop within the framework of an
economy of planned abundance, a long-range program of full
agricultural production, combined with necessary safegusrds
for the security of farmers and for the conservation of our
natural resources,

We stand for the famlly-type farm as the basic unit
of American agriculture. The Farmers' Home Administration,
(formerly Farm Security Administration) must be expanded to
provide ample low-cost credit to assist.tenants,'share—
croppers, and returned veterans to become farm-owners. Mar-
ginal farmers must be assisted to become efflcient producers.
Where farming is incapable of yielding an adequate family
income, supplementary employment on needed conservation and

public works projects must be provided.
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We propose as a major goal of Federal farm programs
that all farm families be enabled to earn an income of not
less than $3000 a year., We repudiate the program of Big
Business which would eliminate as many as two-thirds of the
ration's farmers.,

We call for a five-year prdgram of price-supports for
all major crops at not less than 90 per cent of parity--
parity to be calculated according to an up-to-date formula.
Dairy products and certain specialities should be supported
at higher rates than 90 per cent,

We demand that all essential crops be insured against
hazards which are beyond the control of the individual farmer.

We supporf the principle of compensating payments and
produc tion subsidies when necded to encourage a high level of
consumption without Jjeopardizing farm income. We also call
for asslstance to 1ow'1ncome congumers through such programs
as the food stamp plan and the school hot-lunch program.

We favor international commodity agreements and a
World Food Board under the United Nations Food and Agricul-
ture Organization to stabilize world markets and to move farm
surpluses to deficient areas,

We call for a long-range national land policy designed
to discourage the growth of corporation farms and absentee
ownership. This policy is especially important in the South

to promote the proper development of its resources and to
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provide land for the landless. Priority in the purchase of
land made available by river valley projects must be glven
to temnants, sharecroppers, and small farmers.

We regard it as of utmost importance that programs of
conservation production, marketing, and price-support be
administered by democratically elected farmer committeemen,
as in the Triple-A program,

We stand for the principle of a graduated land tax
and for the 1l60-acre limitation in the use of public irriga-
tion.

We support farmer and consumer cooperatives as a
highly important answer to the problem of monopoly control
over markets amd supplies. We oppose the tax drive beilng
staged by Big Business against cooperatives.

We favor immediate flood control projects and universal
electrification of all farms, REA lines and generating facil-
ities should be rapidly expended, and river-valley projects
for power and irrigation should be undertaken as promptly as

possible.
INDEPENDENT BUSINESS

The Progressive Party believes that independent busi-
nessmen can survive only in an economy free from monopoly
domination, where workers and farmers receive incomes suffi-

cient to permit them to purchase the goods they need.
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We proposg to encourage and safeguard independent busi-
néss by providing adequate working capital and development
loans at low interest rates, granting tax relief, and giving
independent and small business a fair share of government
contractts., We propose to make avallable to independent busi-
ness, through an expanded government research'program, the

Know-how essential to efficient operation.
HOUSING

The Progressive Party charges that private enterprise,
under monopoly control, has failed to house the American
people., It 1s the responsibility of democratic government
to guarantee the right of every family to a decent home at
a price it can afford to pay.

We demand a Federal emergency housing program to build
within the next two years four million low-rent and low-cost
dwellings for homeless and doubled-up families, with priority
to veterans,

We recognize that to accomplish this objective it will
be necessary to curb non-essential éonstruction, to allocate
scarce materials, and to reduce the cost of land, money, and
building materials.

We pledge an attack on the chronic housing shortage
and the slums through a long-range program to build 25 mil-

lion new homes during the next ten years, This program will
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include public subsidized housing for low-income families,

We pledge an attack on the chronic housing shortage
and the slums through a long-range program to build 25 mil-
lion new homes during the next ten years. This program will
include public subsidized housing for low-income families,

Werpledge that as a part of our general program of
economic planning the bullding indus try will be reorganized
and rationalized, capacity to produce presently scarce
materials will be expanded, and year-round employment will
be guaranteed to workers in the building trades,

Government--Federal, state, and local--has the re-
sponsibility to insure that éommunities are Well—planned,
with homes conveniently located near places of employment
and with adequate provision for health, education, recrestion,
and culture.

We pledge the abolition of discrimination and segre-

gation in housing.
SECURITY AND HEALTH

The Progressive Party demands the extension of socilal
security protection to every man, woman, and child in the
United States,

We recognize the service which the Townshend Plan has
performed in bringing to national attention the tragic plight

of the senior citizens of America, and we condemn the bi-
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partisan conspiracy in Congress over the past ten years against
providing adequate old-age pensions.

We pledge our active support for a national old-age
pension of $100 a month to all persons at 60 years of age,
on right and not on a pauperizing need basis,

We call for a Federal program of adequate disability
and sickness benefits and increased unemployment benefits,
protecting all workers and their standards of living.

We call for a Federal program of adequate disabllity
and sickness benefits and increased unemployment benefits,
protecting all workers and their standards of living.

We call for maternity benefits for working mothers for
thirteen weeks, including the period before and after child-
birth, and the granting of children's allowances to families
with children under 18,

We favor adequate public assistance for all persons
in need, with Federal grants~in-aid proportionate to the
needs and financial ability of the states, peniing the en-
actment of a comprehensive Federal Social Security program.

We support the right of every American to good health
through a national system of health insurance, giving freedom
of cholce to'patient and practitioner, and providing adequate
medical and dental care for all.

We favor the expenditure of Federal funds in support

of an effective program for public health and preventive
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medicine and a'program of dental care,
We favor the expenditure of Federal funds for the pro-
motion of medical and dental education and research,
We look forward to the eventual transfer of the entire-
cost of the security and healﬁh program to the government

as an essential public service.
WOMEN

The Progressive Party proposes to secure the rights
of women and children aml to guarantee the security of the
American family as a happy and democratic unit and as the
mainstay of our nation.

We propose to raise women to first-class cltizens by
removing all restrictions--social, economic, and political--
without jeopardizing the existing protective legislation
vital to women as mothers of future mothers,

We propose to extend fair labor standards for women,
to guarantee them healthful working cénditions, equal job
security with men, and their jobs back after the birth of
children., |

We propose to guarantee medical care for mother and
child prior to, during and after birth, through a national
system of health insurance.

We propose a progrém of Federal assistance for the

establishment of day care centers for all children.
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YOUNG PEOPLE

The Progressive Party believes young people are the
nation's most valuable asset; thelr full potentialities can
be realized only by implementing our complete program for
peace, freedom, and abundance., We challenge the fallure
of the old parties to meet the special problems of youth,

| We call for the right to vote at eighteen.

We call for the enforcement and extension of child
labor laws,

We call for Federal and state expenditures for recrea-

tional facilities, particularly in neédy rural communities,
VETERANS

The Progressive Party recognizes the veterans' special
sacrifices and contributions in the nation's most critical
period.

We demand priority for veterans in obtaining homes,

We call for a Federal bonus to veterans based on
length of service.

We demand the expansion of the Veterans Administra-
tion program and increased G. I. benefits and allowances and
the elimination of discrimination.

We demand that the coverage of the G, I. Bill of
Rights and other servicemen's benefits to be extended to war

widows and to merchant seamen with war service,.
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We call for the prompt refund of the overcharges
collected from veterans by National Service Life Insurance.
We demand that the government enforce the right of
Negro veterans  in the South to file terminal leave applica-
tions and to collect their benefits,
We call for increased benefits for disabled veterans

and a program to guarantee them jobs at decent wages.
TAXATION

The Progressive Party demands the overhaul of the tax
structure according to the democratic principle of abllity to
pay. We propose to employ taxation as a flexible instrument
to promote full employment and economic stability.

We propose to exempt from personal income taxes all
families and individuals whose incomes falls below the mini-
mum required for a decent standard of living. We propose
that income from capital gains, be taxed at the same gradu-
ated rate as ordimary incone,

We propose to enact effective excess préfits and un-
distributed profits taxation.

We propose to curb tax-dodging by closing exlsting
loopholes,

We propose to work towards the progressive elimlnation
of Federal excise taxes on the baslc necessities of life,

We oppose all state and local sales taxes,
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We propose to close exlsting loopholes in estate and
gift taxes and establish an integrated system of estate and

gift taxation.
EDUCATION

The Progressive Party proposes to guarantee, free from
segregation and discrimination; the 1inalienable right to a
good education to every man, woman, and child in America.
Essential to good education are the recognized principles
of academic freedom--in particular, the principle of free
ingquiry into and discusslon of controversial issues by
teachers and students.

We call for the establishment of an integrated Fed-
eral grant-in-sid program to build new schools, libraries,
raise teachers' and librarians' salaries, improve primary
and secondary schools, and assist municipalities and states
to establish free colleges.

We call for a system of Federal scholarships, fellow-
ships, and cost-of-living grants, free from limitations or
quotas based on race, creed, color, sex, or nmational origin,
in order to enable all those with necessary qualifications
but without adequate means of support to obtain higher educa-
tion in institutions of their own cholce, ‘

We call for a national program of adult education in

cooperation with state and local authorities.



299
We oppose segregation in education and support legal
action on behalf of Negro students and other minorities aimed
at securing their admission to state-supported graduate and
professional schools which now exclude them by law,
We call for Department of Edqucation with a Secretary

of Education with a Secretary of Cabinet rank.
CULTURE

The Progressive Party recognizes culture as potenti-
ally powerful force in the moral and spiritual life of a.
people and, through the people, in the moral and spiritual
life of a people and, through the people, in the growth of
democracy and the preservation of peace, and realizes that
the culture of a democracy must, like its government, be of,
by, and for the people.

We pledge ourselves to establish a department of
government that shall be known as the Department of Culture,
whose function shall be the promotion of all the arts as an
expression of the spirit of the American people, and toward
the enrichment of the people's lives, to make the arts avail-

able to all,
PROMOTION OF SCIENCE

The Progressive Party calls for the enactment of leg-

islation to promote sclence, including human and soclal
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sclences so that scientific knowledge may be enlarged and

used for the benefit of all people.
A REAL CHOICE IN 1948

The Progressive Party has not taken root as the party
of the common man. It has arisen in response to, and draws
growing strength from, the demand of millions of men and |
women for the simple democratic right to vote for a candi-
dates and a program which satisfy their needs. It gives
voters a real cholce,

Purposeful and déeply meant, the program of the Pro-
gressive Party carries forward the policies of Franklin
Roosevelt and the aspirations of Wendell Willkie and holds
forth the promise of a reborn democracy ready to play its
part in one world, The American people want such a program.
They will support 1it.

Under the leadership of Henry A. Wgllace and Glen H.
Taylor, 2 great new people's movement is on the march., Under
the guidance of Divine Providence, the Progressive Party,
with strong and active faith, moves forward to peace, freedom

and abundance.
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' This thésis deals with the campaign of Henry Agard
Wallace for the Presidency in 1948 and the events leading up
to it.

Prior‘to the campaign, Wallace led an active role in
the American scene. Following the traditional pattern of the
Wallace family, Wallace identified himself with the Agricul-
tural interests of his country. As the originator of hybrid
corn, he built a personal fortune. The editorship of Wal-

laces?! Farmer enabled him to advocate bold measures for the

relief of the farmers. Reflecting the farmers?! discontent
with Republican policies, Wallace supported the cause of'
Franklin D. Roosevelt, the Democratic nominee. Because of
his gqualifications, Wallace was offered the Secretaryship of
Agriculture. Subsequently he became Vice-President and

Secretary of Commerce.

 After the death of Franklin D. Roosevelt, Wallace be-
came critical of the Governmental policies. His censure of
the American bipartisan policy toward the Soviet led to his
resignation as Secretary of Commerce. Next he assumed the

editorship of the liberal publication The New Republic.

Trips abroad gave Wallace an opportunity to enunciate his
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thesis of world peace.,

Invited to lead a third party, Wallace became the
Progressive nominee of 1948. The Communist-dominated third
party, which attacked the 0ld parties as being reactionary,
went down to defegt. With the outbreak of the Korean War,
Wallace came to the support of his country and disavowed
his former allies--the Communists.

Finally the study attempts to summarize and evaluate

‘the role of Wallace in the service of his country.





