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Throughout the twentdeth century the United States of America
has had a twosparty gystem of government, as the Democrats and
Republicans altemately jostled for the favours of the electorate.
This 45 not to sxy however that the American people has anly had
a twowparty chalce, although it is true it has frequently so
restricted itself. Throughout the century other parties have been
bom, fostered, floundered, end died, Socialists, Progresaives,
Prohibitionists, Union Reformers, Comservatives, Farmer labourites,
and many more too mmerous to memtion. Indesd because of a surfeit
of parties, it has been found necessary to limit this paper to a
mmber of the more important parties, these baing arranged into three
groupe. . : |

The first group are those parties which have depended upon the
Charismatic appeal of ans man for their support. - Their reliasnce upon
this man often left a vacuum with regard to organisatiom, with the
conaeq:mcethatthwfw.ght'”méelecﬁ.mandtbmdiaappeamdfm
view. Theose are the Progressive parties of Theodore Roossvelt,
Robert M. la Pollette Snr,, and Henry Wallace.

Secondly, examplified by the Socialists, and the Commmist Party,
widch was formed in the years immediately fallowing the First World
War, but never attracted a large electoral following until its alliance
with Henry Wallace, there is.-the party which possesses the organisation,
but not the appeal to the electorate, so that in conssquence this party
achieves little at the ballot despite its comparatively long existence.

lastly there ave the parties or intorests which, whilst nsver
achieving power naticnally, did menage to secure a majority fallowing
in a small area, or state, of the unicn, Such organisations are the
Farmep=labour Party of Mimnesota, the Statea' Bights Democrats of
Govarnor J,S5tram Thurmond, and the presenteday Amsrican Independence
party of George C.Wallace. '



Such a breakedown is purely perscnal, and arbdtrary, some -
commentators indeed would even suggest that it does not go mearly
far encogh. Miltom C,Cummings, Associate Professor of Palitical
Science at Jolms Hopikdins University 1. considers there are not three
. tut.five types of minor party movement, as followsis Parties of
" Boonomic Protest, Secessionist Partles, Doctrinal Parties, State
Minor Parties, and Independent Candidacies. He liste the Populists
and the la Follette Progressives as parties of economic protest, and
although hs considers they possess the same salient characteristics
as the saceas!.mist‘pa:ﬁ.eé, bed.ng epdsodic, having a weak organisatiamal
substructure, and whilst they may carry a mmber of districts for the
presidenqy, they win no Congressicnal seats, their origins he asserts
are different. The secessinists he argues are the Bull Moose and
Dixieorat movements. However, could cme place Thurmond's movement
in this group? In many states he possessed a samd organisation,
although not of his own maling, being blatantly stolen fram the
national Democratic party, and vhilst it ie true that the Dixicorats
did not win any seats in Congress as a party, it was also true that
they &id not formally contest any, their supporters being already in
cantrol of the Scuthern Comgressicnal seats, eltting as Democrats.

Oumminga?! third category coincides with this paper's secand
grouping, and the old Earopean doctrinal parties, of which the
Socialist Party of America is the best example. Despite a lack of
succens at the Pregidential or Congressiocnal poll, the dootrinal party
is nevertholess persistent, mainly dus to a fairly well = developed
organisational substructure in a rumber of selscted areas; as late as
1952, the Socialiste still hsd a large membership in the town of Reading,
Permgylvania, 80 large as to warrant the organisation ef Fresidential
campaign in order to boost the standing of the slate of candidates for
local office.

1. In his book "Congressmen and the Electorate'. Page I¢q
1ABLE $.5°
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In the group designated 'State minor parties'! Cummings places
tho Farmer-labour Party of Mimnesota, and the Progressive Party
of Wiseomasin, Due to a strong local organisaticn, likethedoctrinal
parties they are persistent, and whilst carrying no districts for
President, Cummings asserts, many win a mmber of seats in Congress.
Did not Senator 1la Follette himself carry the state of Wiscansin din
the 1924 Presidential electicn, or was this an independent candidacy?

Into this grouping might also be included the Ameriecan labour
Party, and the Liberal Party, in New York state. The American Labour
Party was fomded in 1936 with the intention of using it as a vehicle
Y which to deliver to President Roosevelt as many of New York's
radical votes ag was posaible, This gulde was maintained until 1948
vhen the party came very mich under the influence of the American
Commnist Barty in their HMd to get Henzy Wallace elected President.
Ag these two movements became one, another movement, the Iiberal Party
was bom. Again it was a satellite party, confining itself mainly to
the endorsement of Democratic candidates, although in the 1965 election
for Mgyor of New York, it did nominate ite cwn candidate, Franklin D,
Roogevelt Jnr., with disastrous results for both candidate and party.

Ths indopendents are Cummings! last gxoupdng, and cne whdch I
would consider too small for the scope of this peper. They tend to bs
perasistent, again because of a looalised appeal, although charismatio
appeal at times bas to compensate for lack of organisation im the Wdd
for wvhat are usually congressional honours. Only twice since 1924 have
independant candidates secured election to Congress, J.Perqy Priest in
1940, and Frazier Reams in 1950 and 1952, Priest later joined the
Demooratic ranks, and in fact secured re-eleotion as a Democrat, whilst
Reamp remained an independent and was defeated, rumning for a third temm
of office in 1954.

Basically, however, & minority party can be judged ty its intentioms.
Seme such groups have scught merely to influence edther party policy,
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or chalce of party leaders, examples of such political phenomena

being the two offahoots of the Demooratic party at the 1948 Presidential
" electim, The Wallace Progressives, or at least those who voted for
Wallace, ecught by means of the ballot to show their dlssatisfaction

at the wgy in which the party was bedng guided. It was in fact a
genuine vote of protest, wherely the salient point is made, action

is taken, and Qy the next elsctian the wounds are healed, thoe enemies
are allies once more.

Tharmond's movement, however, like the American Independence Party
of 1968, the Presidential veklole of George C. Wallace, was more probably
motivated by the forever present Southern hope that they might, Yy their
intervention, force the election of the Frealdent into the House of
Representatives, therely securing the election of a more amemabls, to
Sputherners, Chief Executive.

Into this category of 'influencing' parties, cme might also include
the Socialists, whose major cantridution to American politics has been
the implementation of so many of the planks of thedr platform bty one or
other of the two major parties.

The other parties in this paper might be considered to be those who
deldberately set cut to influence not by compromies, political blackmail
or mere generosity, but those who scught to influence ty actually attaining
power. To the obvicus Presidential aspdrations of Theodore Roosevelt,
and Robert M. la Follette, must be added the state « wide hopes of
Minnesota's Farmerwlebour Party.

Through these media it is the intentiom of this paper to attempt
to show that third parties are not merely political havems for the
maleontants, the dissidents, and the disenchanted in a predcminantly
twouparty aystem, but that all are infegral parts of the American
body politdc, and indeed of the American political traditdom,
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American politics has known three parties with the empty title
of 'Progressive?, each of them an independent party in itself, end
each having no formal or organisational conneotion with either of the
other twoe Hsre we are to cancern ourselves with the Progressive party
which fought the election of 1912 under the leadership of Theodore
Roosevelt, and the Progressive movemsnt which preceeded it.

The Progressive movement, fram which the "Bull Moose" party was
to eventually stem, was tho more respectables suncessor to the Populist
movement of the late ninsteenth century. Whereas Populism tended to
be e rurl and geographically restricted provincial movemsnt, Progressivism
was urban, middle=class and natiomwide. The greatest social difference
between the two movements however, was that the Progressives were
supported by the middleeclasses, and in same cases were actually led
by that groupe Accordingly, whilst oppaments of the Populists could
paint a distorted image of them as wild anarohists, antagonists of
the Progreossives ocould do no suoh thing. Ths Progressives were not
only visible in every ssction of the community, but highly respectable
members of it. le.

Thus many middle=class opponents of Bryan and his Populists, found
themselves forsaking the Republican ranks and joining the Progressive
movenent, a movement which itself hed taken over so muoh af the Populist
platforme As William Allen White in his "Autobiography” wrote, the
Progressive leaders "caught the Populists in swimming end stols all of
their clothes except the freyed underdrawers of free silver,

Such remerks however, whilst earthily elequent, tell us little
of the sooio=accnomic conditions in which the two movemsnts vere spawned
end develgpeds Populism, excopt for the Vegtern silver men, was a

movement that arose from agrarian distress in e period of acute depression.

1, "The Age of Reform™ R.Hofstadter. P3|
2, Ibia, P32



In that respect it was not unlike the rural New Deal of Franklin D,
Roosevelt, whereas Progressivism emerged fram a period of relative
prosperity. l.is George Mowry wrote, "its (progressivisms) reforms
wore more the results of the heart and the heed than of the stomach". 2

Progressivism prospered upan & working coaliticn that was forged
betreen the rural territories, tendsd lovingly by Bryan end the Populists,
end the néw reform movement in the oities. The latter movement tended
to meke the Progmssives more informed and more moderate than the
Paopulists, and also gave them a greater awareness of soocial issues. Se

Concerning the large finencisl and industrial corporations, the
Progressives casidered them to be o mensce, all too often manipuleted
by unsorupulous men, On the other hand many Progressives were sware
that the newer orgamisation o industry and finsnce, emerging with the
twentieth century, was a produot of social evolution and was there to
BW. b ’ ’

With regerd to immigrants, the Progressives frequently shared
Populist horror at ethnio mixture. Howsver, such recism was no
monocpoly of the Progressives, for their views were shared to degrees
by such men of differdng politicel cpiniaons as Elihu Root, Henry Cabot
I.oti@, aend Eugene V, Debs. Progressives did however have a sense
of soms obligation to the Immigrants erriving fram Central end Eastern
Eurcpe, and recognised that this Americanisaticn was a praotical, not
idealogical probiem that had to be met, and met with a humans end
ccmstructiva programms .

le "The Progressive Brid@" Robert S.Maxwell Smaiana P 83
Magazine of History = June, 1967

2. "Georse E. Mowry" The BEra of Theodore Roosevelte P €¢
8. "Reconstrustion of Americen History" Arthur Nemn, Piig
4o "The Ags of Reform® R.Hofstedter, P. 134
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The growth of union pewer, a new force in American sociclogical
end political affairs, posed a problem, even a threat, to the
Progressives who were essentially middle-class, although perceptive
enough to recognise that suoh local organisations had arisen in
regpanse to a real need emong the urben masses, that had to be
satisfied 4in sco ways le

Perhaps the Progressive movement oan best be wnderstood by answering
the following questions: Why did the middle=classes undergo this
ewakening at all, end more espacially during a period of gensral
prosperity in which most of them sesm to have shared? What was the
place of econamio disocntents in the Progressive movement? To what
extent did reform originate in other comsiderstions? Throughout the
following chapter, it is these questions which I will endeavour to
BNEWeT,

- The Progressive loadership did much to formulate ths ideals of the
movemente These Mugwumps, 2, as they became known, were progressives
not becauwse of eccnamic deprivations, but primarily because they were
viotims of an upheavel in status that took place in the United States
during the ninsteenth and twentieth centuries. Progressivism was
thus led by men who suffered from the events of their time, not
through e shrinksge in their means, but through e changed pattern in
the distribution of deference ani power,

- The typloal Mugwump was basioally ocnservative in his eccnomic
and political views. He supported the doctrine of "Lalssez = faire”,

1, "Fho Era of Theodore Roosevelt”. George E. Mowry, RP.87, /00 -/02
2, FProm the Algonquin Indian, *Mugquamp' ee.s 'en important perscn
 the high muok = & muok: eeee Used iranically®s Mitford M. Mathews,
'A Dictionary of Americenisms'.



His eomnomic programme did not go much beyond tariff reform end
sound monsy, whilst his political programme rested upon the foundations
of honest, efficient government and oivil service reforms He was a
*1iberal” in the classic sense. Tariff reform ho considered was the
sovereign remedy for the huge business ocmbines that were arising,
However, he wes shut off from the pecple as muoh by his social reserve
end his amateurism &s by his conservative views. He sought popular
support on aristooratic terms. The end of this insulation by the Mugwumps
was ona of the changes that made Progressivism possible. '

Progressivism modified the Mugwump's doctrinasire coammitmwent to
"Leisses~faire” whilst aristocratic preferences were repleced in a
startling revival of enthusiaesm for popular government. The
movement?'s great telent, homever, was thot of dealing with demands
of the discontented so as to forestall the latter from sterting their
own political movement.

A further strength of the Progressives was that they never suffered,
even as a young movement, fram the financial troubles which lill many
politioal partics before they eare hardly off the ground. As Mowry points
outl"eesesee fow reform movements in Americen history have had the support .
of more wealthy men,"

Surveya have shown that the Progressive leader was a professional
or businessman, usually a nativeeborn American, and Protestent by religion.
Delving more deeply Mowry found that the Celifornian Progressive was
fraquent]y e Freemason and a member of his towns Chamber of Commerce and
until 1900 a conservative Republican., Of 41 cases studied, threeeguarters
of them were college educetédy 2e

Though many Progressives were wealthy men, the source of their
fortunes seemed to mctter littlc, for the movement attraoted selfemads
millioneires such as John P, Altgeld, the Meyor of Detroit, Haszen Pingree,
the Governor Miohigen and Semuel ("Golden Rule") Janes, the reform Mayor

of Toledo whilst also beckoning to its ranks such mon as Tam Jchnaon,
1, "The Era of Theodore Roosevelt". Gaorgs E. Mowry. P.P86
2, Ibid., P-P Ve/¢)




end Joseph Fels, men of second and third generation o wealth. 1.

A further group who proved to be influentiel in the movemsnt
were the liberal clergy, who susceeded in restoring same of their
prestige by making themselves a strong force in the Progressive ranks,
Progressivism was basically a latter=dsy Protestant revival., No other
major movement in American political history, unless ome classifies
sbolitionism or prchibitionism es such movements, hes ever received so
- much clerical sanctiocne 2.

Ag iIf to balance the influence of both business and the Protestant
church, the Progressive era produced a number of sociel scientists from
secular universities who aa such tended to be able to oriticise et will
those within the movement who hed vested interests. Any list & these
ecademios would be both incomplete and boring to the reeder, suffice it
to mention a mere few. of the most influentiel. Economics was
repreasnted by men such es John R, Commons, Se Richard T. Elye. 4.
Thorstein Veblen. OS. and E.RA. Seligmen, politicel science had
as its spokesmen Charles Ao Beard, 8. Arthur F. Bentley and J.Allen Smith,
whilst the other disciplines of the Social Sciences were represented

1. "The Progressive Bridge". Robert S, Maxwell (Indiene Magazine
, of History = June, 1969), P 9

2, "The Era of Theodore Rocsevelt", George E. Mowry., P29
Se University Prafessor, first seoretary of the American
Institute of Christien Sooiclogy, and author of such
. books as "Sooial Reform end the Church,”
4. University Prcfessor, and one of the leaders of Josieh
Strang's Evengelicaus 4lliance, founded in 1887,
5+ Author of "Theory of the Leasure Class",
6o Author of such reference books on Americen Government as
"An Eoanomioc Interpretation of the Censtitution” end
“The Supreme Court and the Constitution,"
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by EsAeR0ss 1. and Lester Ward 2. (Sociclogy), John Dewey (Philosophy)
" and Roscoe Pound (Law)e

It is in faot interesting to note that in Wisoconsin, the only
state whore Progreasivism became strong enough to gain the confidence
of the electorate over e period of time, even before the turn of the
century there hed been a close uniaon between the la Follette regime
and the Wisconsin State University at Medisin, The acedemio
scholar was soon to got national recognition which was to oulminate
in the election to the White House in 1912 (albeit against a Progressive
candidate) of Woodrow Wilson, the Demcoratic Governor of New Jorsey, and
former President of Princeton University. 3.

The beginnings of the movement can be found 4in the Interstate
Commsrce Act (1887), the Sherman Aot (1890), the Municipal reform
crusade of the 1890's, the local reform asscciations, end the sooial
legislative progremmes started in the various states towards the end
of the century. These were the timid beginnings of e movement that
- did not become natiomwide until the yeers af'ter the start of the
tmentioth centurye.4e The period of insulation between the formative
years of the mideninoties and the active ysars after 1901, was due to the

1. A former Populist who joined the Progressive ranks, Member
of tho la Follette brains trust at Wiséonsin State University, end
author of "The 014 World in the New", a commentary cn the Eastern
Burcpeen immigrant problem from a white, Anglo=Saxaon, Protestant
viewpoint.
2+ Reforred to by Mowry in "The Era of Thsodore Roosevelt

" and the birth of "Moderm America"™ ss the father of American sociology.
A palecbotanist with the federal govermment until 1808, he then
accepted a prafiessorship at Brown University. '

3¢ "The A@ of Reform"™. ReHoftadter, p‘ /3’5‘
4. Ihid. Picy
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middle~=classes, who, &8s we lave seen, were the renk = and = £ile
of the Progressive movemsnt. They were afraid to take further setion
in the mineties, and put aside their own discontents until it was
safe tb air thems They were most wnwilling fo air such grievancea
during the era of the Populists, who were- of'ten portrayed as egitators
end preascheys of sociel revolution, no doubt due to the Homestead and -
Pullmgn strikes, the merch of Coxey's arwy, the slump in businsss
aectivity, and the lengthening breedlines, Men such es Bryan, Altgeld,
aend Debs appeered to the middle-=classes as revolutionary leeders, as the
Dantons, Robespierres and Merats of the coming sooial upheeval, Whilst
the Populists tended to be silver-haired vetersns of old mometary reform
crusades, Progressivism was firmly in the hands of youth. The Progressive
generation was that which came of age in the 1890's,

Ag Hofstadter atafea,l when Roosevelt became President, it was
merely the symbolic coming=aofeage of a generation who felt the need of
& new philosophy and a new politics.

Whilst the Progressives inspired an enthusiestio, sometimes
fenatical, following, by speaking of returning government to the peopls,
they were quite prepared to make use of state intervention in the
economio sphore when it suited their purpose. Ironicelly enough, on
many naticnal issues, the Progressives hed relisble allies in the same
agrarian rebels for whom the "Mugwumps™ had nothing but contempt.Z2e

- The beginning of the twentieth century was a period of great
population growth for the United Statese Growth not by naturel
reproduction, but by immigration, Indescriminate immigraticn usually
leads to prejudice and hostility, and America was certainly no exception.
Hostility to mmiéx'anta was probebly most common towards the extreme ends
of the political spesotrum, even by those Progressives most influenced by
the Populist inheritance.d.

1. "The Age of Reform". R.Hofstedter, # /67
2, "The Amerioen Politicel Trediticns". R.Hofstadtere #~777
Se "The Age of Reform". R.Hofstedter. #1199
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By 1912, the main partios had each been able to loak at the
phenomena for several years, end to formulcote their om pOIic:l.eB.
The regular Republicens hed a platform thet gestured vaguely towards
the restriction of imcdgration, whilst the insurgent Progressives
tended to be more humanitéricn, aml spoke of the necessity to add,
protect, and Amsricenise the immigrent. The Demoorets simply straiiled
the problem by never montioning §¢, beoause their two most influsntial
groups, the “urban mochines, end the radical agrariens, stood sharply
et odds on this 1ssueel.

This does not meen that the Progressives were nover divided an
the issue, becouss they frequently were. Those Progressives with
Populist dbeokgrounds werc frank to express thoir dislike of the ,
jomigrents end attecked the continuing policy of unrestricted Smmigrations
leny lsbour lecders and ftellectusls were included emang this group, amd
in feet redicels of the celibre of Ross, Commons, and Bawerd Benis lost
their acedemic jobs because of their enti-immigrent outlockeSe |

Liberal Progressives homever set cut to Americanise the immigrant
by educating bdm in English end Civice. Whilst thers is no doubt this
instruction was given on humeniterisn grounds, it should elso be noted
that those Progressives in industry realised that on purely cocnomie
grounds, the courtship of the immigrant was & necesaity.Se

It is indeed ironio to find that paliticelly the immigrents
wore usually at odds with the reform aspirations of tho American
Progressive, and in fect it was the unswerving loyalty 4f the
dmmigrent voters to tho wxban bosses that was one of the reasons why
local reform victories were so short livedods

1. *The Ere of Theodore Roosevelt”, Georgs Be Momye 22 92/94.
2, "The Age of Refarm”, R, Hofstedters A *7€

3¢ "The Aworicsn Pecple". Oscar Hendline, A2~ 329 /33 [

4o "Tho Era of Theodore Roosevelt". Georgs E. Mowry. /°7? '
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The reasson for the lack of sppeal of the Progressive movement
to the Smmigrant voter lies in tho aontresting scciel background of
the Yankee Progressive, and the 4mmigrante The former was born into
e soviety which existed upan the principles of demeorsny, whereas the
immigrents were from countries with autocratic sceieties and foudal
traditions, Thoy had no oonoception of the role of the eotive oitiszen,
end only assumed their civic role in response to thedir 01d World lgyelties
‘such as the First World War, or to their own immediste nmoeds in the
struggle for survival, : Thus the immigrant of'ton failed to understand
the reformers especially those standing for suoh policies as wamen's
rights, Sunday locws, and temperance, whilst understenddng full well
the machine boss with his appealing favours, The immigrant wented
humanity not effioiency. le

It was this dnsulation of tho Progressive from the most exploited,
and most explojtebls, sector of the population, which proved one of
the mein feoters in reducing the socisl renge, end ultimately the
redieal drive, of the progressive progremms, and kept the progressive
genteel, préper, end safes.

If the weakmess of the Progressive movemsnt was its failure to
exploit the dmmigrant elass, then its most likely strength, epart fram
$ts leaders, lay 4n its Jowrnalism, though hardly in the quality of
its journalismes The basic eharacteristic was ane of exposure, using
the sensationalist style of jowrnslism known as "Muokraking", Muckreking
in the Progressive ors, however, was neither new in its ideas, nor in its
existence, it was ablo to gain natiomwide attention through the mase media
with their nationa) circulationse 2.

Funds were provided for tho investigetions of the muckraking
reporterse S.S.MeClure, the publisher, estimated thet the articles of
Ida Tarbell cost g 4,000 esch to produce, whilst those of Linocoln
Steffons ocst anly # 2,000 ceoche Whereas mest muckrakers had previcusly
restricted themselves to naming melpraoctides in Amsrican business and

1. "The Age of Reform®, Re Hofstedters PP/ e'/’?).'

2, "Third Party Movements in the United Staeaa". Willism B, Hosseltino.
re7
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" politics, the Progressives also named the melpragtitioners and
thoir specific misdeeds, and proclaimed thess faots to the nation.le’

Such eampaigns however, due to the large eosts involved, were
only possible through. the expension of the nswapaper oirculatione
This in turn had cnly been achieved because of the rapid urbanisation
of the oountry, In 1870 there were a mere §74 daily newspapers in
the whole of the United Stetes. By 1899 this figure had risen to
1,610 whilst teon yoars later it wes es high as 2,600, Circulation
accordingly inoreased over the same period from 2,800,000 copies
deily to 24,200,000 copies. Publishers saw that the popular preass
wag a means of not unly distributing nows, but of alaso influencing
tio massese 2.

Within the limited framework of the reforms that were possible
without structural alterations in the Americen socoizl end eéconomic
system, the muckrakers did at lesst echieve something in the form
of loglslotive changss end social fecowashings Tho temper of ths
early writers of "McClures" must have beexn more ekin to that of
their mjddle=olass audience than was the ettituds of thoir
Soojalist coumterparts such ag Gustavus Myers, Upton Sinoleir,
end Charles Edward Russell, who wanted to carry the implicetions of
such exposures to their utmost practicel conolusions, To the
Progressives oredit, tbo cssential train of thought &n their journelism
was that of 'realism's 3. ‘

The main targets of the Pray'eéeive press were wrban canditions,
and corruption, a particularly fins issus for the moral energies of
the cverage progressive who was alwgys ready to be canvinced that
the country was thoroughly wicked, The muckrakers acoordingly
supplied him with & wealth of plousible evidence. 4.

1. “Pho Ago of Reform®s R, Hoftedtsr, 4~ /8¢

2 "Ihe Ero of Theodore Roosevelt”, George E. Uawry, PP €64 /CS
S¢ "Tho Bre of Thoodore Rocsavelt®, Gaorge B, Mowrye P 65

4, "The Ago of Reforu®, R, Hofstedter, P 2./0
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Vie have so far eonfined ocurselves to identifying the Progressive
$desls, but who exsotly were the Progresesives, end from what sceial
groups wore they drawrf?

Progressiviem appeclled to the smell) businessmen who hed been
overwielmed or outdistanced by the groat oampetitors, It zlso
eppeelled to tho now middle = oless of techniciens, salaried professicnals,
elericcl workers, salospoople, and publis service persamnel, that
mltiplted with the coming of the great eorpomtions, This wes the -
most repidly expending stratum of sceiety in the era, It accoumzed "
for 6% of the mdddle:olass in 1910, whereas 40 yeers eerlier it
éovered only 3. of thet class, Tho movement also included over
‘three million independent entreprensurs end selfeemployed prafessional
mene These were the alesses who could not strike, £ix prices or
support expensive lobbies, hovever, being literate thoy were eble to
reed the Progressive megezines, and use thoir vote, Sush votos wero
to have .a groet moulding effect zipon the Ameriosn polity in the early
twentieth conturye le

One sphere whioh the Progressives influsnced was that of the
Trusts, that 4s the better reguletion of the railweys and the control

of the great industrial combines, The Progressives were worried not
anly et the eecnamic power wielded by such glents as tho Stendard 01l
Campany. 3, but at the possibility of them using this power for political
ends, a move which would ultimstely meen the end of American demoorzeye.
Such thinking in feot displayed some of that same fear of same seoret
plutceracy of conspirators, ss was showm by the Populists. However, the
Progressives wore not suspicious of sooial plutocrats they were merely
roptive at the thought that vital decisions wore being made with which
they had nothing to do, Suoh awarencss 48 a vitel themo 3in trying to
understand the Progressive movemont and is ono to which we will be
oonstaatly returning to in this papoers Se.

1. " Age of Roforn®s R Hfstedter, 2.2 3/8/3/6

2. After the publicotion of Henry Demarcst Llgyd's book
"oalth against Commommealth", The Standard 0il Compsany
of Hew Jersey had oame to mpxesent to the American public
the personificeticn of tiio word *trust' despite it being ane
of only meny nationel industricl combines,
3« "The Bra of Theodore Roosovolt®, George Ee. Momy, PP/OJ)-/cs'
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Uhile today we readily ecaept the fact that industrisl executives
ere paid more than our legisletors, a not uncommon procedure &n most
contemporary sooleties, tho Progressives were olways dountod by the
speotre of private powar far greater than the public powor of the
stato, R '

In 1688, Charles Villiem Elict 1. disoovered thet o redlwsy
oampany with its offices in Boston, emplgyed & total of 18,000
people, had gross receipts of § 40 million, end padd a highest selary
ofg35,000 per ennum, The Commonwealth of Massaohusetts, however,
during the same period emp}qyed cnly 6,000 pecple, enjqyod gross
receipts of only ¢ 7 million end hed a maximum salary of g 6,500,

Suoh discoverios led Eldot to oamment that "the aotivity of

sorparations, great and small, penctrates every part of the industrial
and sociel body, end their daily meintonance brings into play more mental
ond moral foree than the maintenance of all the governments an the
(American) Continont oombined,”

Iwenty years later Senator Robert la Pollette Senior of Uiisconsin,

spogking in the Senate, showed thet by employing the practices of interlooking
direotorates fewer than 100 men, zoting in cancert, controlled the greast
business interests of the countrye In 1812 the Pujo Committee found
that interests of J.P. Morgan and Coampany et the peak o the finoncial
gyotem hold 341 directorships in 112 corporations with aggregate resources,
end capitalisation, of g 22,345,000,000 equivalent to the valus of ell
property in the twenty two states West of the Mississippi River.
Fedoral rogulation of those finsncial giants was begun with the Interstate
Commosce Act (1887) end the Shermen Act (1890).2, Iezislative control of
the trusts, was hovever anly realised in the Progressive ere, when a largs
number of measures gained prominence on the 3tatute Boolk,

1, In bhis wssay "The Working of the Ameriosn Demooraoy.”
2. "Tho Agp of Reform”. R, Hefstedter, rP2ze
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The bagis of trust oantrol, as outlined by the Progreasives,
ghould be a dual programme of economic remedies desisgned to minimise
eny dangers from both the extrems left and right, on the one side they
feared the powor of the plutoracy, end on the other, the poverty and _
mstlaaneas' of the massese Tho Progressives wented political lea:}eréhip B
restored to a responsible middlecless, who were neither ultra-ooi’isézfvative,
nor “wild radical” as Thoolore Roosevelt ohoss to eall those of Sooiclist
tendenciesele ' '

Progressivism's first ideals were believed to be a complete
reformetion of the business order with priority being given to monopaly
reguletion, restoration of competition, and en expansion of oredit to
help the econsumer, small businessmen, end farmer, rather then the great
~oorporations who hed previcusly resped tho benefits of eredit solsly for
themsolvese2s After a restoration of cocnomic order Progressivism was
to deel with what 45 tormed "the Sociel question®e Alrecdy we hove seen
the humeniterien views of the Progressivos with regard to immdgrents, their
poliay regarding the sociel quostion was their answer to the exploitetion
of the woridng populations, The Progressives had a passion for sociel
Justice expounding their views on lsbour end capitel, slums, and the
employment of female and child labour, although not all of sush passion
was on humenjterian grounds. The Progressives morely wished to gront
tho urbon messes enough sooieal rights to eppeaso theme They saw any .
bid by ultra oonservatives to deny tho masses ary rights es en amission
that would increase secisl resentment, which would £ind oxprossisn in
redical and sogial programmogeSe

1. "Fhe Amoricen Politicel Tredition”. Re Hofstedter, © 20OS"
2, "Since 1900", D.J.Barck emd N,M,Blake, ~ 33
8. “"British Essays in Americen Histary®s C.P.Hill, AP 236 / 239
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Thilst gympathising with the problems of labour, the Progressives
wore genuinely troubled by the faot that 4t occuld becams es meneeing
e glent a8 big big business 4n an effort to ocunter balanoce the
corporetions. However, whon the Labour movemsnt wes moderate it wes
accopted into the movement, although in such plzces os Sen Frontisoo,
where lebour for a time dominated local government, Progressivism took
an a deoidedly enti lsbour tings, yet 4t must be remenmbered, when
talking of lebowmr-Progressive relations, that it was Progresaive
insistence which made workmans compensation a feot within the lew,
an eohiovement that itself would have made the Progressive movement
worth while., Beecusa of the Progressives, trade wmions were eocepted
es legitimato labour organisations by the United States in the early
twontieth century, being preceeded anly by such sopiclly ownssious
countries as Greot Britain and the Seandinavisn nationsele

So for havever we have eonfined ourselves to Progressivicm ca
" & soogal movement, we must now look ot it fran anotber angle, that of o
- politiocsal movement znd partye '

Although the Progressive movement was o middle eless movement
spenning both the Republicen end Democretio perties, tho Progressive
party itself was basisally a bolt fram the Rgpublicen party at the
1012 ¢lectione It supported forusr President Theodore Roosevelt,

. the nominee of the "insurgent” or "progressive” Republicens, rather
© then the oonservative President Williem Howerd Pefte Howover, to
‘undorstand the full dmplicatitns of this balt, 4t 4s magessary to go
back to when Thoodore Roosevelt himself was President.2.

1, "The Age of Beform®s Re Hofsledter, F~ 242

2+ "Phird Party Movoments 4n the United States".
Williom B, Hessoltine. A 22
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By 1207, it was gpperent that ke wes not going to offer
himself cnce more as a Prosidential condidete, it was equally
appaerent that he would support the namination for the Presidency
of Teft, his Seeretary of Wars Teft was very mush & oonservative,
end his nominotion aldenated the more progressive members of the
Bepublioan partyele notodbly Senator Robert le Follette of Wisoonsin,
end Governor Charlos Evans Hughes of Now York.2.

Taft won the eleotion of 1908, whersupon Roosovelt went to Africa
Por two years n a much publioised hunting expeditian. Howevei',
although he left a conservative in the Whiie House, the political
temper an Capital Hill was boooming inoreasingly progressﬁz‘e, there
boinz some thirty insurgsnt Bepublican congressmen incluiing Gosrge
WeNorris (Massashusetts), Charles A. Lindbergh (Minnesote), and
Victor Murdooh of Kensas, as woll as freskmen Senctars Albert B
Cummins of Tows and Coo Crowford of South Dekotas Whilst: thay
were all cble pOliticions, they did however leck both knowledge

of Senate procsdure, end en coknowledged lesder. New members sush
a8 Bristow.8. end Cummins wore willing and eager, but Anoxporisnced,
whilst e Folletts, although more cble, preferred to concern himself
more with reswarche4s The group suffered from being unsble to hold
together, '

3. "fho Republican Party 1854-1964". George He Hayer. # 302

2, Elected 1906, served two terms as Geowernor, before
boscming & Suprems Court Justies in 1910, Republiccn
Presidentiel Candidate in 1916, later ree-gppointed to
the Supreme Court of which he was ohief Justice.

3¢ Joseph L. Bristoy was formerly an assistance Poatmaster
General in the Roosevelt Administration, elsoted Senator
from Renses, 1908, '

4. "Tho Republioan Party 1854=1864", Gecrge H. Hayer, A 308
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They did, however, make ane notable cantritution to Congress in
the two years up to 1910, and that was for thelr unstinting opposition.
to the new Aldrich tariffs which had been ladd on the floor of the
Senate ty the semior Semator from Rhode Islend,1. The insurgents left
Taft in a quandary, for ke did not know whsthsr to follow his own
viewpaint and support the minority of his party, or to.bow to the
Aldrich cabal who, it could be argued, reflected the true opinien
of the Republicans, After playing a game of fencowsitting he decided
to back the party regulars, a decision he mst have regretted later, for
it alienated a large refomm section in Ms party, a group notlcably from
the territory of his own birth, the Middle West.2.

By each taking allotted sections of the Aldrich Bill, end
oriticising that glven sectiom, the insurgents at the same time proved
o themselves that they too were capable of working in hammony. They
were now a united faction in Congress.

Op Jume, 16th, 1910, Roosevelt retured to the United States from
his mnting. Waiting to grest him was Gifford Pinchot a persmal friend
of the former President, who now wanted to help convert Roosevelt's
personal misgivings about the President into political omes, although
Pinchots own personal motives were scmewhat doubtful.3, HWithin the
nonth Roosevelt bad re-entered politics Yy securing his oun eleotiom as
temporary ehiirman at the Republican Canventiom of New York State.

" Roosevelt, I feel, belioved that by his intervention, and his aleme,
the warring ractions of the Republican party could be united again, ks
motives I believe were gemiine, however, his decision to re-enter politics
inevitably meant a conflict with the luokless Taft.s.
I I Bevorldge and the Election of 1912%. James R.Parker,
(Indiana Magazine of History = June, 1967). ~P /64 /10§
2, "The Ere of Theodore Roosevelt®, George E, Mowry. A 24 7

3. Pinchot had been head of the Forestry Bureau in the Department
. of Agriculture under both Roosevelt and Taft. He was dismissed
Yy Taft bowsver following a campaigsn to emser the name of Richard
Achilles Ballinger, who had replaced Pinchots friend James L,
g:.:ﬁeldassecretuyofthelnterioruhenkﬁawmdthe
gldency.

4 "The Republican Party 1854=1964". Geocrge W, Mayer. ~3/¢
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In August 1210 Roosevelt plunged & step further into the
political osuldron with his femous "New Nationalism™ speeoh at Osawetomie,
Konsase In the specoh Roosovelt presented hdmself es a "new" personality
however there was little new ebout his philoscphy which wes mexely a
repeet of his old doctrines, interspersed with same of tho more ohsllenging
Progressive idsas. The Calonel essalled the federal judiedery for
obstructing the populer will, whilst prcposing e whole slate of ideas
for the elesotion=consciouse He wes in favour ef canpensaticn lews
end the limitation of the hours of lebour, e graduated income tax andi
an inberitance tax, & physical sveluation of railwgy properties to enforee
“henost™ ogpitalisation, plus government supervision of capitalisation of
all types «f corporations engaging in interstate cammerce.le

Democraoy, Roosevelt cantended, was to be esoncmic, not merely
political.

Such a redical outburst by the formor President only served to
widen tho split in the Republioan ranks, 2 faot that was emphasised
only three months later et the mid-term elections. FPor the first
time in sixtoen years the Demoorats geined eontrol of the House of
Ropresentatives, and although the Republicans retained their mejority
in the Senate, it was ocnly a nominel one, sinoeit was o small group
of progressive Republicen Senators who held the balence of power
between the almost evenly divided regular Republican end Democratio
forcese 2e

1. "The American Political Tredition", R. Hofstedter.e <229
2, "Fho Ropublicen Party 1854=1964". Georgp Be Hayer.e 23,8

-~
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The Eastern regulars in the Republican ranks suffered heavily,
wh:l.lat.'only three of the 98 insurgent ccngressmen failed to secwre
re-~election, thus changing radically the balance of power in the
G.0.,P. on Capitol Hille Such a vote undoubtedly gave a vote of
confidence in the policies of the progressives, though not in
Roosevelt himself, Both of his favoured candidates, Henry L.Stimson
who was trying to mtaiﬁ the governorship of New York, and Senator
Beveridge in Indiana were defeated.le

Although a Presidential election was two years in the future,
the contest for the 1912 election opened almost immediately after
the mid~term election of 1910, On January, 2lst, 1911, the insurgent
Republicans organised the National Progressive Republican League, to
be used as the wehiole for the stopping of any Taft rencmination in
1912, 2, The movement was strongest, as might be expected, in the
Mid-West, where many Senators joined it. However, it failed to gain
the support of Roosevelt, although the former President was invited to
join the movement, He deolined, confining himself to private expressions
of sympathy with its objectives.

During this period Roosevelt®s intentions are difficult to
ostimaete. Within two weeks of the November elections he spcke at a
meeting of the Washington Press Club in the manner of a Presidential
candidate, although earlier in 1911 he had appeared reconciled to the
renomination of Taft. Same political commentators have suggested

1. "Beveridge and the Election of 1912", James Re Parker,
(Indiena Magasine of History = June 1967), /£ /07 //08

2. "Since 1900", 0.J. Barck & N.M.Blake, ~ 74
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that this apparent indeoision by Roosevelt was part of a well-
planned strategy, that he was in fact to be a candidate for the
Republican Presidential nominations, not, however, in 1912, but
four years later, It has been arguved that Roosevelt foresaw a
Democratic landslide in 1912, a protest against the reactionary
Taf't, who would now be discredited, a result which would have left
the party nomination very much for his choosing in 1916, when he
would still only be 58 years old.le

Why then did such en astute politician as Roosevelt throw
what appeared to be a carefully worked out plan clean out of the
window? It could be argued that, like Ven Buren and Fillmore 2,
before him, he chose to lead a third perty as a means of revenge
on the party that had deserted him, or perhaps he saw that by
using the name *Progressive* which by the Summer of 1911 had
acquired a form of politicel magic, be might recover more quickly
his past position of leadership. If this was so he might well have
taken a lead fram his Presidential predecessors who attempted a
similar come-back, for both Van Buren and Fillmore had failed 3.

If the term 'Progressive' atimulated the electorate, it did
little to stimulate intermal harmony within the insurgents ranks, -
Roosevelts progressive image suffered badly from his determination
to work through the regular republican orgamisation, an organisation
which had a reputation for dishonesty, although it had been thoroughly

1o "The Amerioan Politiocal Traditiom®. Re HoPstadter, PP <3 9/ 230

2 Martin van Buren and Millard Fillmore were, like
Roosevelt, former Presidents who chose to lead third
parties as a means to recover their former office.

S¢ "Third Perty Movements in the United States™, William B,Hesseltine,
93
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cleaned up by the time Taft became President., La Follette headed
the faction pushing for the elimination of the Convention system and other
impediments to direct popular control, proposals he had put into effect
in his home state of Wisconsin, but towards which Bristow and the
Senators from Iowa were somewhat cooler than their collsaguese. 1l

They were even more vague about the proper role of the national
government in regulating economic life, Borah and Bourne hoped to
keep power decentralised, while the remainder tended to favour some
enlargement of government authority over business, La Follette was
especlially optimistic about his idea of supervisory commissions,
which he proposed should be staffed by disinterested experts whose
Job was to keep big business in line, A4s the reform groups had
failsd to produce tanéible improvement in the economic position the
discontented became responsive to the idea that the national governmsnt
might take positive steps for pramoting the prosperity of under
privileged groupss Thus the insurgents sppeared to be on the verge
of a redefinition of Progressivism that pointed towards the New Deal. 2.

In the Sumer of 1911 small groups of the more influsntial
insurgents, 8, started to look for a possible Presidential candidate.

1, "The Era of Theodore Roosevelt®, George E. Mowry, ~° 77-/ 23
2 Ibide A2

3¢ These groups could be subedivided themselves into three groups
as fallowas= '
The intellectuals of the movement, such as, Amos Pinchot,
Charles Crane, Harold Ickes and Gardner Gibsone

The muokreking journalists E.W.Seripps, E.i.Van Valkenberg
and William Allen White,

Those who could only be described as disciples of Roosevelt,
riotably Gifford Pinchott and the former Seoretary of the
Interior, James R, Garfield.




259

They tended to be handicapped, however, firstly by a lack of co=
operation from the insurgent senators, and sscondly by a difficulty
in deciding an & suiteble candidate. The obvious choice as the
insurgents' presidential nominee, Theodore Roosevelt, declined all
attempts to get him to stande The only epparent alternative was
Senator la Follette who appeared to have little chance of taking
the nomination fram Taft, La Follette was a lover of lost causes,
however, anmd a pledge of g 100,000 towards his campaign fund was
enough to coax him into a formal declaration of his éandidacy on
June 17th 1811, This was not to say that la Follette was the
undisputed candidate of the progressives in the Republiocan ranks,
indeed the majority of his backers still favoured Roosevelt as
candidate, and many hoped that la Follette would stand down when
the proper moment came. The candidate himself, however, had no
such intention, and set off across country an a campeaign that by
October only too obviously showed that he was not making much
headwgy in his quest for canvention delegates. Roosevelt himself
was partly responsible for this by refusing to endorse la Fallette's
candidacy, although he did give Informal encouragement, This standﬁ
by Roosevelt slowly strangled the la Follette movement, especially
when he refused to disavow his own aspirations towards the
candidacy. In fact by this time it was obvious that Roosevelt was
going to be a strong contender for the Republican nomination, he was
merely refusing to show his hand., 1.

On January 16th, 1912, a formal Theodore Roosevelt organisation
was established in Chicagos Two days later the former President
received carefully pre-=arranged letters of solicitation from three

1. "Phe Republican Party 1854~1964', George H. Mayer, ## 331/3-7.5
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Republican governors, asking him to run for the party nomination,

He still made no move, however, merely using his replies to hint
discreetly of his availability. Such manceuvres show that Roosevelt
did not want to offer himself as a candidate; he preferred a great
popular movement to draft his nomination, This he may have dane out
of vanity, but more probably to show that he was the choice of the
rank-and~file of the party and not merely of the bosses. le

The ocampaign took a decisive turn, however, on February 2,
when la Follette, during a speeoh to the Periodic Publishers Assooiatiom,
lost his temper and with it his political judgement, to give a rambling
two hour tirade, which not anly effectively removed him from the contest,
but also gave his supporters a plausible reason for abandoning him 2,
This event mede it more vital for Roosevelt to make a forthright statement
if he wished to inherit la Follette's followers intact. By this time,
however, the Colonel was ready to put himself at the head of the insurgents

in the name of a new movement, He connected the new Nationalism, a policy . _

he had advocated in the csmpaign of 1910, to the Progressive movement by
blaming the unfortunate President Taft for betraying the Progressive
movement.v This contention was an essential part of the complex
motives that prompted Roosevelt to run. e |

Roosevelts campaign managers by now had received letters of
suwport from a total of seven 4 Republican governors, and Roosevelt

¢ 1, "Phe Republicen Party 1854-1964", George H, Mayer. *~ 324
2 "Roosevelt and Wilson"., D.H.Elletson, A2 95/9¢
3. "The Republican Party 1854-1964", George H, Mayer. /~2-325"
4, The seven were:

Welter R, Stubbs (Kansas)e J.M.Carey (Wyaming)

W.E.Glasscock (West Virginis). Chase T, Osborn (Michigan)

Chester H, Aldrich (Nebraska)., Herbert S. Hadley (Missouri)
and Robert P.Bass (New Hampshire).

So eager were the Roosevelt Managers to obtain these letters,
that Bass was interrupted whilst on his honeymoen,
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regarding these as 'perfectly spontaneocus! announced his candidacy
by answering the letters on February, 25. The la Follette boom
collapsed. 1.

Roosevelt had two advantages, both leftovers from his years
as President which la Follette as a candidate did not possess.
Firstly he was nationally kmown, whilst the Senator from Wisconsin
was well-known only in the Mid-West. Secondly the magic of the
name Roosevelt ensured a rapid response to any financial a.ppe:atl.~
Roosevelt commanded the support of many men of great wealth. Most
notable of these were George W. Peridns 2. and Frank A. Munsey 3.
who both pressed Roosevelt to run, and later supplied, according to
the revaluations of the Clapp Committee over S 500,000 to his campeign,
and spent even larger sums in indirect support.i.

1. "Since 1900". 0.J.Barck and N.M. Blake. P27

2. Perkins was a former partner in the House of Morgan, a
director.of International Harvester and an organiser of
trusts. He belonged to the wing of Business which was
aroused by Taft's.vigorous anti-trust policy, especially
‘by the prosecution of so vital a Morgan concern as the
United States Steel Corporation., He thus preferred

Roosevelt to either Taft or la Follette. P37
ICHES, = ANMERICAN - MIST: REVIEW = TRV /91, ©7

3. Munsey was an influential publisher and a large
stockbroker in U.S.Steel.

4« "Who Killed the Progressive Party", Harold L.Ickes.
(Americen Historical Review - Jamary, 1941). #P 307 /309
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In announcing formally that he was a cendidate for the Republican
nomination, Roosevelt had said "One of the chief principles for which
I have stood is the genuine rule of the peoples I hope that the
people mgy be given the chance, through direct primaries, to expreas
their preference as to who shall be the naninee.” 1.

Taef't held by patronage large bleos of delegates in the South and
Eest, therefore Roosevelt's only chance of ccnvincing the Republican
party that he was the loglical choice for the Presidentiel nominetion
was to gain decisive victories in the forthcaming primary electicnse
Primaries were then comperatively new to American politics, being
only introduced in the early twentieth century in Wiasconsin., 1In
1912 thirteen states were to hold primsries giving a total of 388
conventien votes, less than the majority needed to gain the nomination.
Roogeveltts only hope was for large numbers of Taft delegates to defect
to him, in the event of him winning decisive primary victories. 2.

Roosevelt!s decision to fight the primaries forced the very
frontal encounter which Tef't had been trying so hard to avoid. The
election primaries develcped into a series of nightmeres for the
President, who was totally unable to match Roosevelt as a mudslinger.
In one contest after another, Taf't was mercilessly defeated by the
former President 3.

In North Pakota Taft polled a mere 1,659 votes, sixteen mor;e
than the number of Federal office~holders in the state, Victory was
denied Roosevelt on this occasion, however, by the intervention of
la Follette, who snatched the spolls in whet was his own territory.
La Follette had a following in a few North-Central States, and this

1, "Roosevelt and Wilson", D.H.Elletscne P99

2. "A New History of the United States”. Williem Miller.A” 3e3/3/;

S« "The Republican Party 1854-1964", George He Mayer, 232 6
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victory is only noteworthy as the high-water mark of his campaigne
Elsewhere the spoils went to Roosevelt, who swept the states of Illinois
and Pennsylvenia with heavy majorities whilst sharing the Massachusett's
delegation with Tafte Even in Ohlio, the President's own state, and
despite Warren G, Harding's support of Taft, Roosevelt won by a handsome

majority. l.

The total votes gainsd by each candidate in all states in which
there were primaries were as follows:~-

La Follette 351,043 votese
Taft 761,716 votes.
Roosevelt 1,157,397 votes. 2.

An analysis of these results olearly shows three things. Firstly
that President Taft was unpopular, a two-to-cne vole being registered
against him, Seoondly that there was a growing demand fram the
Republican voter for a *Progressive Policy' and thirdly that Roosevelt
was the voters! choice to implement that policy. There was no
doubt that the rank-snd-file of the Republicen party wanted Theodore
Roosevelt as their Presidential candidate. 3.

This obvious popularity did not mean that he would secure the
nominetion. Taft, by using the power and the patronage of the
Pregidency, and his aides began organising State Conventions at
which Teft delegates would be selecteds In the South the Republicans
could use patronage most effectively because of the high proportion
of offices in relation to the numbers actually voting. Nearly all
delegates to Republican State and District Conventions in the South
were either office-holders or dependent upon the administration in cme
way or another. The states of Florida, Louisiana, South Carolina end

1, "The Republicen Party 1854-1964", Georsge H. Mager. 22236 /317
2¢ "Roosevelt and Wilson". D.H. Elletson. P 97
s, Iid. PP 9?/9s
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Mississippl cast less than a totel of 34,000 votes for Republican
‘candidates at the Presidential election of 1908, yet they sent as
meny delegates to the National Convention in 1912 as did Oregon,
New Hempshire, West Virginia, Connecticut and Kansas, who polled a
combined Republican vote of 550,000, le

Roosevelt could hardly camplaein at these anomalies, however, as
he had insisted upon the maintenance of the status quo in 1908 in his
anxiety to get Taft nominated. 2.

In states where there were no primary eleotions, Roosevelt
supporters organised rival conventions to those organised by the
Taft machine. 3¢ Thus, when the Republican Convention met at Chicago,
there were 254 contested seats out of a total of more than a thousand,.
These contested seats were judged by the Credential Committee, which
like the Republican National Committee was cantrolled by Taft. Finally
the Credential Committee gave 235 of these disputed seats to Taft and
nineteen to Roosevelt, prcbebly a correct decision in that the Taft
delegates were elected under rules approved by Roosevelt himself only
four years earlier. In other contests, however, the Committee acted
with total disregard to any notions of fair play and democracy. In
dealing with the states of Washington and Ohio, for example, thsy
disregarded the results of the primary elections, which had voted
overwhelmingly in favour of Roosevelt, and ewarded the delegates to
Teft. 4.

Roosevelt, who hed broken tradition and arrived at Chicago
Porty-eight hours before the start of the Convention, was furious
et the outcome of these contested seatss Nevertheless he concentrated
his attack on the refusal of the cammittee to seat 72 of his delegates.

1. "Roosevelt and Wilscn™. D.H. Elletscne 72 9€

2. Ibid, P 98 A2
3¢ "Third Party Movements in the United States™., William B, Hesseltine.
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If these were not allowed to take their seats, be said, he would call
tn his own delegates to boycott the canvention, a threat seen by many
‘as a preliminary before a bolt by the Roosevelt delegates. le

The major test of strength between the Taf't and Roosevelt forces
came in the election of a temporary chairman, The Roosevelt naminee
was Governor Francis MoGovern of Wisomnsin, a nomination designed to
pick up votes in the favourite~son delegations of la Follette and
Cumnins. He was defeated, however, 558 votes to 501, by the Taft
nominee, Senator Elihu Boot of New York, who immediately ruled thet
delegates whose titles were in dispute could vote in every case except
their own, thus enabling Taft to pull his full vote. Such a ruling
foreshadowed & Taft nominstion. Z2e

For the next four days Roosevelt was merely biding his time
before the inevitable bolt by his supporterss The reasans for this
stalling process were two-faolde Firstly he wanted to show those
Roosevelt supporters opposed to a split with the Republicen party
that campromise was impossible, a fact that Senator Warren of .
Wyoming found to his dismey when searching for a compromise candidate.
Secondly, he wished to gain time to line up Jjournalistic and financial
support for a third party. 3 Eventually he obtained both commodities,
Munsey promising the backing of his newspaper chain, whilst Perkins backed
the party financially, 4.

On Saturday, June 22, naminations began,
Taf't wes nominated by Warren Gamaliel Harding, an honour received
thanks to guch hard work behind the scenes by Harry Dougherty.

There was no nominating speech made on bebalf of Roocsevelt
because he had already forbidden his delegation to take any further

1. "Rocsevelt and Wilson®. D.H.Elletscn. 399

2, "The Republican Party 1854-1964", George He Mayer, A~ 3.2.%

3. Ibid, P329
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part in the proceedings until his 72 disputed delegates were seated.

& nominsting speech was made for la Follette, however, followed by the
seconding speeches, and then the first, and only, ballot. - The result,
which was never seriously in doubt, was as follows:=

Taft: 561 votes.
Roogevelt: 107
La Follette 41
Cunminsg 17
Hughes 2

A further 344 delegates, all members of the Roosevelt delegation,
abstained from voting.

Later that day, as the Taft-Sherman ticket was being remominated,
Roosevelt urgsd his supporters to bolt the party. The bolting delegates
met at the Orchestra Hall where they heard the former President call for
a Progressive Party enforoing the cammandment *Thou shalt not steall,

The delegates were then urged to return home to sound opinion and to
reconvens an August 5 to launch the new party. 2.

Roosevelt was thus fully committed to the formation of a new
partye There was no going back; a decision he probably regretted
within a week of taking it. The cause for his regret was the
Democratic nomination for the Presidency. The Democrats in
Convention at Beltimore chose Governor Woodrow Wilson of New Jersey
as Presidential candidate on a progressive platform coated with a
vague 'states rights' patina to placate the canservative southern
elements within the party. 3.

Wilson was & newoomer to national politics, having gained an
academic reputation, first as a professor and then President of

1. "Roosevelt and Wilsan". D.H. Elletsen, #/e4

2, "The Republican Party 1854-1964", George H. Mayer, P,P3LY
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Princeton University, His two years as reform Governor of New
Jersey thrust him into the political spotlight, and in 1912 he
defeated the favoured 'Chemp® Clarke for the Democratic nomination.
The appearance of another progressive candidate undoubtedly damaged
Roosevelt's chances, From the Progressive point of view Clarke would
have been a better choice, in order to split the conservative vote
between Taft and the Democrate le Governor Osborne of Michigan, one
of the seven governors who had asked Roosevelt to stand, now went so
far as to consider a third party unnecessary, a.lthougﬁ to his oredit,
his lgyalty throughout the campaign was unswerving, However, gpart
from Senator Dixon of Montana, no Republioan Senator or Governor who
was due for re-slection in 1912 followed Roosevelte 2

In fact few members of the Republican party in Congress or in the
Governors' Mansions followed the Colonsl, With the exceptions of swh
as Bristow of Kansas, Poindexter of Washington, Governor Hiram Johnscn
of California and ex-Senator Beveridge of Indiana, who thus signed his
political death warrant, the upper echelons of the Progressive Party
were, in the main, staffed by lame duck factionalists who were at odds
with Tafte e

In his *History of the U,.S.A.' Andre Maurois notes that *Roosevelt's
tone was that of a fighting parsm® that by using 'Biblical imagery and
voice like a shrilling fife stirred men to wrath to combat amd to antique
virtue's Suoh-cbservations might have been taken directly fram the
Convention of the Progressive Party of 1912, where the atmosphere was
nearer to that of a revival meeting than a political gathering,

1l ™Roosevelt and Wilson", D.H.,Elletson. res s
2. "The Republicen Party 1854-1964", George He Mayer. < 330
e Ibid. ,0336
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Roosevelt'!s nomination was a foregone oconclusione He was joined
on the ticket by Govemmor Hiram Johnson of California, and feted by the
faithful to the tums of 'Onward Christian Soldiers'!, Thse two candidates
were the acclaimed advocates of Progressive ideals. Roosevelt commanded
a following of average men and wamen whose devotion was elmost religious,
whilst Johnson was a state governor whose progressive record of
acoomplishments has not been matched to this dey. le

The main pointa of the Progressive platform (the complete party
menifesto can be found in the appendix to this chapter) were straight-
forward and herdly novel, The party endorsed the prinociple of protection,
but denounced the Payne-fldrich tariff, a high-tariff measure that tended
to help eastern industry at the expense of the producers o raw material
in the South and the Westes Also the party advocated most of the
~ progressive measures approved at the Democratic and Republican Conventians.
The fact that the Progressives held their Convention last has mede them
appear to be stealing planks of the other parties' pletforms, whereas
in fact they were af‘teh the originators of such reforms. The Progressives
furthsr brought out three novel doctrines, Firstly they wanted the
suspension of trust~busting which was to be replaced by the regulation
of business by a federal cammissione Seccndly, they sought a blanket
endorsement of the various devices for direoct govermment, ocbviously a
move to placate la Follette and his supporters fram the politically-
conscious Mid-Wests Thirdly, the Progressives proposed a variety of
lews for %sociel and industrial justice®s 2 These included the
improvement of heelth standards, the prchibition of child lsbour, end
the promotion of eccnomic welfare, These were populer measures with the

l. "Who Killed the Progressive Party"., Harold L. Ickes
(Americen Historical Review - Jamuary, 1941), /° 3¢ &
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rank-and-file Progressive campaigners, and were also poasible vote=~winning
reforms appealing to areas previcusly Democratic or even Socialist.

The Democrats advanced a platform akin to Laissez~faire liberalisme
It encouraged competition, but tempered by the mnsed to curd monopoliés.
Wilson, however, tended to indulge in high=-scunding phrases and vague
generalities, both left over from his Princeton days. Roosevelt was
far more specific. Indeed Wilson sedd of the former President *he is
a real vivid perscn whom they have seen and voted for, and shouted
themgelves hoarse over, millions strong; I am a vague conjectural
personality, more made up of opinicns and scademic prepossessions
then of human traits and red corpusclese le

However, if Wilson lacked the Colonel's personality, he did
possess the most precious of political commodities -~ an organisatione
Roosevelt had still to build up a national argamdsation, from local
parties and individuals. Inevitably, therefore, organisation within
the Progressive party was piecemeal, In six states Roosevelt
cantrolled the Republican organisation, who would rebel if ordered to
do 8oe Roosevelt did not want rebellion at this stage, however,
be wanted organisation, and thus tried to keep such states as these
intect, aiming to take over the complete Republican organisationeZ.
This he accomplished in the states of Californie and South Dakota,
where the Progressives remasinded in the Republican party, and
controlled it so completely that they instructed Republican
presidentiel electors for Roosevelt, Thus Republican regulars could
only vote f'or Taf't as a write-~in candidate, A similar situation
occurred in Oklahoma, where all but two of the Republican eleotors

1., "Roosevelt and Wilsco®. D.H, Elletsone Pus
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were committed to Roosevelt. Elsewhere both Progressive and Republican
elsotors appeared on the ballot, although a further four states managed
to avoid a suicidal Republican-Progressive contest for local officese
Gensrally the old gusrd Republican candidates sought to arrest the
disintegration of their party by a fusion arrangement on state ticketse
This manceuvre usually failed however due to the bitter partisanship

at the grass roots of the two parties. l.

Following the Taft-Roosevelt battles of the previous spring and
summer, the Presidential campaign itself was very much an anti-climax.
This was because many observers thought that nothing could now avert a
Wilson victory. Republican morale was thus very low,

The campaign wes a dull one, although three points in it stood
out, each ane affecting one of the three contenders for the Presidency.2.

The chances of Taft securing re-election, chances he confided to
friends he had little hope of fulfilling, took a further blow during
the campalign when Vice-President Shermen suddenly died. He was
replaced by Nicholas Murray Butler, the President of Columbia Universitye.
However, a change of candidate at such a late date only pushed Republican
morale further into the depths, Taft hed realised by then that he was
a beaten man, and canfessed that he might as well abendon the fighte Se

Roosevelt mearwhile was using every small incident to create
sensations during the long listless campaigne The Colanel's flair
for drama was shown at Milwaukee when on October 14 he was shot,
and superfioially wounded, whilst speeking from his cempaign trein,
Rather than retire immediately to have the wound dressed, Roosevelt

le "The Republicen Party 1854-1964%, George H. Meyer, #3332
2. Ibid, A 333
3, "Roosevelt and Wilson"., D.H.Elletson, A2/
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brash hero of the Cuban War, chose to finish his speech first, even
going to the extreme in emphasising points by waving a bloody
handkerchief., ls Whilst is is not, of course, possible to state if
Roosevelt benefitted in sympathy votes by this shooting, it does

serve as an example to show the difference in personality between Taft
the administrator, Wilson the academic and later statesman, and
Roosevelt the politiciane To the credit of Taft and Wilson, they did
show a charitable spirit in calling a pause to the campaign, following
this incident to the Progressive candidate. 2.

Roosevelt, in one respect at least, showed a similarly charitable
spirit to Wilson, During the campaign some of the Republicans had
coupled Wilson's neme with that of a Mrs. Peck in a campaign of lies
and innuendo. The lady in question was a twice~divorced Ameriocen
socialité, resident in Bermuda, whom Wilson hed met whilst an
vacation during his days at Princeton University. There was little |
doubt that there was no truth in the Republican charges, amd
Roosevelt went out of his way to meke it clear that he did not believe
the rumours. ‘'Besides® he said with typical sbruptness 'it would not
worke You can't cast a man in the part of Romeo, who looks and
acts so much like the Apothscary's clerk', 3.

Again it is diffioult to anelyse what effect these rumours
had on Wilson, though probably they mattered very little. Indeed they
did not affeot in any wey Wilson's public dmage as President,

Little surprise was shown when it was ennounced that Wilson had
won the election, albeit by e minority vote over Taft and Roocsevelt,

l. "TR The Story of Theodore Roosevelt and his influence -
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The electoral college results, hmer, gave the Republican Party
its worst reversal in the college historyele

The result of the election was as follows:=

Wilson (Democrat) 6,296,547 votes., 435 Electoral Votes.
Roosevelt  (Progressive) 4,126,020 votess 88 " "
Taf't (Republican) 3,486,720 votes. g " * 2,

Almost e million other electors showed their distrust of all
three major candidates and voted for the Socialist candidate, Eugens
v.%bSQSQ

Roosevelt took defeat well, being quoted to reporters as saying,
'I accept the result with entire good humour and contentment.® 4. The
Progressive party, surprisingly, had geined second place on the ballot,
ﬁhilst only two months before it had possessed little or no organisation.
Such a factor cnly emphasises the fact that the majority of so-called
YProgressive! votes, with the possible exception of the Mid-Western
states, were, in fact, purely personal votes for Roocsevelt, This was
shown in the 1914 mid-term elections when the Progressive party, without
the charismatic appeal of the former Presgident, lost almost all the ground
gained in the previous four years. The result clearly vindicated Rooseveltts

ls Twenty four years later Alfred Landon again only polled eight
college votes, thus sharing this dubious distinction with Taft,

2, "Prafiles and Portraits of Ameriocan Presidents”, MeBassett. /2720

3¢ The complete voting statistics of the 1912 Presidential
eleoction are to be found in the appendix to this paper,

4, "Roosevelt and Wilson", D.H.Elletscne Prs &




claim to have been the choice of the majority of Republicans.1.

The Taft forces argued that Roosevelt had, by splitting the
Republican party, presented the Presidency to Wilson. There i‘s,
however, no evidence to this effect, and I would be more inclined to
think that Roosevelt's intervention saved the Republicans from a
landslide defeat in a straight fight with Wilson. Further I would
consider it ridiculous to suggest that Roosevelt alone had split the
G.P.P,; surely the party had split itself.2.

Roosevelt lost the Presidency in 1912 by failing to make inroads
into the more traditionally Democratic strongholds of the East and
the South, He carried a total of six states in the election, and
four of these (Minnesota, Michigan, South Dakota and Washington)
formed a scattered strang of states near the Canadian border, which
doubtless voted for Roosevelt out of fear for Taft's reciprocity
programme, He also carried the states of California, which was no
doubt swayed by the presence of Jolmson on the Progressive tickets,
and Pernsylvania, a strong Republican state, which in 1912 preferred
Roosevelt!s brand of Republicanism to that of Taft, Elsewhere, however,
the inroads which Roosevelt made into the Taft vote, without gaining
any from the Democrats! colum, meant a state given to Wilson. Wilson
won the election of 1912, not because of the Taft-Roosevelt split, but
because he himself was a progressive candidate who successfully rebuffed
Roosevelt's charge in Democratic territory, a manoeuvre Taft was unable
to accomplish because of his prior record of conservatism. 3. '

1. "Who Killed the Progressive Party", Harold L.Ickes.
(Americen Historical Review - Jamery, 1941). /306
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Throughout history, Taft, for his unpopulerity with the
electorate, will doubtless take the blame for the Republicen defeat
of 1912, The results of the Congressional elections showed, however, .
that the party itself was almost as unpopulars It even lost seats
held since the party's inception, over fifty years before, most
notable in defeat being 'Uncle® Joe Cannon, the Speaker of the House
of Representatives. l.

The compiogition of the two houses after the 1912 elections was
as follomai= 2,

House of Repregentatives
Democrats. 291, Republicans 127. Progressives 17.

nate

 Democrats, 5l. Republiocans 44, Progressives 11,

The Progressives now had to make up their minds whether to

remain- an independent party, or return to the Republican fold. 4s

the party contained few practical politicians, and the rank-and-file
did not understand how political parties were organised having blindly
followed Roosevelt in 1812, the majority of Progressives believed that
their party already constituted ome of the country's two major parties,.
They accordingly decided to continue the bolt and wait for 1914 and
1916 and the ultimate eclipse of the Republicean party. 3.

If the party up to the elsotion of 1912 had been that of
Roosevelt, then the post=1912 party became inocreasingly that of
George We Perkins, who came to control the National Committee of the

1, "The Republican Party 1854~1964", George H, Meyer, # 333
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' party, and ultimately the party itself, Under Perkins, Executive
Committee meetings were neither frequent, nor even at fixed intervals
 being held more at Perkins'! own pleasure. le

Following the Presidential campeign Roosevelt visited Brazil,
but whereas in 1910 he returned from Africa *feeling like a Bull
Moose!, he returned from South America lacking in his old vigour

and dynamism,

In 1914, despite the obvious need for the Progressives to
consolidate the position gainsd two years before, the party made only
& half-hearted campaign, and, as such, lost the chance to get a large
Progressive Congressional caucus to give the nscessary prestige for
the 1916 campaigne 2e

Bfforts were made in 1914 to secure the election of Gifford
Pinchott and Raymond Robins as Senators for Pennsylvania and Illinois
respectively, both states where Roosevelt had a large personal following,.
Roosevelt, to his credit, made every possible effort to get them elected,
but to no avail, thus proving, to the Progressives! disappointment, that
while a strong popular leader can win votes for himself, he camnot deliver
even the most devoted followers to another, 3.

Undoubtedly the disappointing results for the Progressives in
1914 were dus to the inevitable defections back to the Republicans
in the two years following Presidential elections. The glamour of
the protest vote in 1912 had at last worn off, and the weaker of the
rebsllious Republicans were now returning to their former allegiance.4.

1, "Who Killed the Progressive Party"™, Harold L, Ickes.
(American Historical Review = Janueryy 1041), 237e
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Many Progressive leaders still wanted their party to carry on
despite this last spate o election results. Whilst they did not
believe that they could defeat Wilson in 1916 they reasoned that
they could at least give the Republicans another beating, with the
hope that the G.0.P. following two heavy election defeats would then
fold up, leaving the Progressives as one of the two main parties almost
by default. le

However, there was only one men cepable of administering such a
blow to the Republicans, and that man, Theodore Roosevelt, was unlikely
to run again, unless put in a position in which he could hardly refuse,.
Roosevelt, in fact, hed already suggested another, Senator Philander
CeKnox, as a possible candidate, thus making it clear to Progressives
that if the Colonel were to be their candidate in 1916 he would have to
be drafted. 2. |

Roosevelt was obviousiy hoping to receive both Republican
and Progressive nominations, and thus unite the warring factionse3. If
this were his plan he was doomed to diéappointment, for the leaders of
the Republican party, led by the formidsble Boise Penrose, still held a
deep hatred for the men that they believed cost them vioctory in 1912,
Many Progressives believed, as Perkins wanted Roosevelt to bellsve, that
the Republlicans, having been taught a lesson in 1912, might give Roosevelt
their nomination in 1916.4.

Roosevelt wanted union with the Republicans, as did Perkins;
the Republican 014 Guard also wanted union, but not with Roosevelt,
Perkins was willing to support Roosevelt for President if he would
secure his nomination without too much effort. He was equally willing
to support somsone else if he, George Perkins, was in at the choosing,

1, ‘'"Who Killed the ProgressiveyParty”. Harold L, Ickes.
(American Historical Review = January, 1941), P32

2, Ibid, AP372
3« MRoosevelt and Wilsen". D,H. Elletson, 773/
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It thus becams clear that if Roosevelt were to run, it would be
as the Progressive candidate only, efter he had suffered the humiliation
of being offered to the Republicans, and been refused by them. le

Meerwhile speculation amongst Republicans led to Justice Charles
EJHughes as a probable candidate for the Presidency. 2. .

So as to enginser a reunion of Progressives and Republioans,
via their both nominating the same candidate, Perkins organised both
party conventions to be in Chicago, and to both open an the seme day,
7th June, The Republican convention was to be held in the Coliseum,
whilst the Auditoreum Theatre was to be the venus of the Progressive

oonvention.

Perkins! plan at the Progressive ccnvention was to wait and
see who was nominated by the Republiocans, and then endorse this
nomination, He did this after having been in conference with the
Republican 014 Guard Leaders, and full knowing that the majority
of Progressive delegates still wented Roosevelt as their candidate., 3.
Perkins, if the plan were to succeed, thiis hed to stall for time,
while the Progressive delegates, who only wanted to nominate Roosevelt
and go home, became increasingly suspicious that they were to be defeated
in their asttempt to nominate their heroe

Unlike four years earlier, Roosevelt was not present at the
Convention, being at home in Oyster Bay, although in communication
with convention proceedings via a private line to Perkins. The only
view that Roosevelt thus had of the 1916 Convention was through the
eyes of a former partner in J.P.Morgan & Co., hardly an unbiassed
view o the proceedings. 4.
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A number of Progressives, including GiﬂSrd Pinchot, Harold Ickss,
Reymond Robins and William Allen White, then realised that there was
no chance of the Republicans nominating Roosevelt, unless the
Progressives did so first, thus showing to the 0ld Guard that the
Colonel was still their hero, Perkins, they now realised, was
selling the Progressive party down the river.

Thus as the Republicans were nocminating their candidete, so
Bainbridge Colby, who was in telephons ocontact with the Republican
convention, rose and nominated Roosevelt as the Progressive presidential
candidete for 1916, The nomination was seconded by Governor Hiram
Johnson and made unanimous, Johnson himself was then offered the
Vice~Presidential nomination; he declined, however, amd the nomination
eventually went to John M, Parker, a former Governor of Louisiana.
Perkins world fell around him as the Convention Chairman, Robins,
refused to give him the floor and so block Roosevelt®s nomination.

So swift was Roosevelt!s nomination, that the Progﬁessive Convention
had adjourned before Charles E.Hughes was nominated by the Republicans.le

Theodore Roosevelt was nominated by the Progressive Convention
on 12th June, 1916, at 12,04 pems He was immediately contacted by
Williem Allen White, but Roosevelt made it clear that he would not
accept the nomination just voted him, whilst being annoyed at
Perkinsg for having cut him off from contect with his friends at the
Conventions Roosevelt wanted time to consider his verdiot, being
under great personal stress at this time, following the death of his
son, Quentin, who was killed behind German lines whilst serving with
the Aif Force., He did not categorically refuse the nomination,

1. "Who Killed the Progressive Party", Harold L.Ickes.
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although his decision was interpreted by newspapers as such. Many
progressives thus were given to believe that Roosevelt had betrayed
their party.l.

Such e statement was hard for Progressives to believe, for more
than once he had assured his followers that, win or lese in 1912,
hes would carry on, They considered it inconceivable that he
had allowed them to convens, and now did not intend to abide by the
decision of that convention. He was even distrusted by his former
admirers for supporting a Progressive-Republican compromise candidate
in the arch-conservative Senastor Henry Cebot Lodge. 2. Roosevelt
was thus disoredited by the very party who only a few weeks earlier
hed unanimously acclaimed him their choice for President.

Undoubtedly Roosevelt placed too much trust in Perkins, without
consulting others, who for themselves, unlike Perkins, had no ulterior
 motive. As Harold Tokes notes 'Perkins capitalised and betrayed the
enthusiasm for, and devotion to,- Roosevelt.!

The Progressive National Committee met again soon after Roosevelt
declined the nomination, end decided by a vote of 32 to 6 to support
Hughes, although Bainbridge Colby advocated the retention of an
independent third party hesded by Victor Murdock, Parker, the
vice~Presidential nominee, also made a plea for & third party ticket,
and even ran for vice-~President alons, as the Progressive nomines,.
Such an act of defiance waes, of course, doomed to failure, indeed on
eocount of eleotion laws in many stetes, he was only able to get on the
ballot in seven of them. 3.
s
1, "Third Party Movements in the United States®, William B,Hesseltine.
2. He also suggested Senastor John Wingete Weeks but his name never
cams into the open, ("™Who Killed the Progressive Party", Harold
LeIckes = American Historical Review = Januery, 1941), 232 9
Se Georgla, Loulsiens, Oklehome, Indiene, Montana, Minnesota
and New York.
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The mejority of Progressives, however, followed Roosevelt back
to ths Republican ranks, an act that doubtless pleased Perkins. On the
Republican Nationsl Committee for the Presidential cempaign of 1916
there were besides Willcox, the chairman, eleven regular Republicans
and six Progressives. le However, despite 0ld Guard end Progressives
serving on the same committee, any efforts to amalgamate Progressives
with Republicans failed. This was mainly due to the leaders of the
Republicen party being umwilling to re-admit the Progressives to the
Republican Pold without some period of probations

Hughes' cempaign was conducted with a complete lack of vision
by his mansgers. The unfortunate Hughes also hed to tolerate and
suffer the support of Roosevelt, who spoke during the campeign on
behelf of a candidate he had previously called %a very, very selfe
centred ment*, 2. Such support was dubious as Roosevelt was at this
time so prow-glly in his views on World War I as to be a liability
to Hughas; in a neutrality-conscious United States. Ths Progressive:
party hed, in 1912, made a Wilson victory possible in thet year; in
1916 there were still enough resentful and disillusioned Progressives
to assure his re~eslection, 3o At the National Committee meeting of
the Republican Party held in St.Louis in February, 1918, Harold Ickes,

le The six werese

Everett Colby (New Jersey)
James L.Garfield (Ohio)
Harold LeIckes (T114nois)

George W, Perkins  (New York)
Chester H.Rowell (California)
Oscar S. Straus (New York)
("Who Killed the Progressive Party", Harold L.Ickes
American Historicel Review - January, 1841). 32 4
2+  "Roosevelt and Wilson"™. D.H, Elletson, #/32
Se "T'.R, The Story of Theodore Roosevelt and his influence
on our times", Noel F, Busch, 230§
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himself a former Progressive, once more suggested union. Again

such efforts were thwarted. There was no movement to reunite the

two factions, as there had been a movement to split them, instead there
was merely a drift from the Progressive back to the Republicans, or to
a new found allegiance in the Democratic ranks.

Meny commentators accuse Roosevelt of betrgying the Progressive
Party, but one cannot help but feel that the trus villian of the
piece was Perkins who by his conniving, used the party as a tool
for himself, in order to further his own ambitions, both political
and professionale le

The Progressive Party wes now dead; what lasting memory, if any,
had it mede upon both Americen life and the political institutions of
that country?

Basically the Progressive movement helped to destrgy the autonocmous
cheracter of politicel parties. Party leaders now found it harder to
cantrol and discipline; a direct result of progressivism which advocated
the adoption of the mecret Australian ballot, thereby barring political
partiss from printing their own voting papers, end also the enaction of
legislation bringing the Primary election into being., Primaries, of
course, stripped the party of much of its control over the nomination
of cendidates, although, as was seen in 1912, such elections did not strip
party bosses of complete controle. 2.

In short, because of the Progressive revolution, politioal parties
lost their private voluntary status, and became public institutions,
the helpless prey of elsetoralopinion. 3.

A funotion of a"';;olitioal party is to influence opinion; the

1, ‘'Who Killed the Progressive Party™., Harold L, Iokes.
(4mericen Historicel Review - Jenuary, 1941), #3437
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Progressives I feel did this without gaining control of the federsl

government. Influence does not necessarily meean control, as

the Bull-Moosers showed = a factor that must be studied elosely when
evaluating if the party was in fact a suceess.
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CHAPTER 2,
The Presidential Campaign of Robert M, la Follette, 1924

This chapter was originally to have been headed 'The Progressive
Party of 1924'. However, unlike Theodore Roosevelt in 1912 and Henry
Wallace in 1948, La Follette did not run as a candidate of a 'Progressive!
party but as an independent nominee of the Conference for Progressive
Political Action. Thus, out of deference to the memory of La Follette
I have, in the title to this chapter, placed the emphasis not upon the
organisation that supported the candidate, but upon the candidate himself,
Senator Robert Marion La Follette 1. of Wisconsin.

La Follette, of course, was no newcomer to progressive politics.
A reform Governor and Senator he was instrumental in the founding of the
National Progressive Republican League in 1911, only to have the mantle of
'hero! of the progressive Republican stolen from him at the eleventh hour
by Theodore Roosevelt.2. La Follette never forgave Roosevelt for this,
and on election day, although La Follette's Republicans carried Wisconsin,
the Statel!s votes in the electoral college were delivered to Woodrow
Wilson 3.

1. Robert M, La Follette (1855-1925) entered local politics
following a short period of private practice as a lawyer.
From 1885 until 1891 he was a representative in Congress.

In 1901 he was elected on the Republican ticket as Govgﬁgr B
of Wisconsin, and subsequently re-eleﬁcted in 1903 and 1905,
His more notable achievements as Govenor were in securing
the passage of state laws taxing railways according to
valuation (1903), nominating all candidates for public office
by direct voting of the people (the primary election() (1904)
and for regulating railways in the state through a state
commission (1905). He resigned the governorship in 1905 on
election to the United States Senate, to which office he was
re-elected for a further three terms. In 1915 he had been
the Senate Sponsor for the Seamen's Bill which provided for
better working conditions and an increase in the lifesaving
equipment on board ships. He had been a contender for the
Republican President nomination in 1912, only to have his
ambitions thwarted by Theodore Roosevelt and President Taft,
who succeeded in blocking his nomination first as regular
Republican and second as a progressive.,

2. 'The Era of Theodore Roosevelt!. George E. Mowry. pp.ley// 2 95
3. 'Facts about the Presidents!. Joseph Natham Kane. Prg?
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In the legislation of the New Freedom, La Follette and the
insurgent Republicans allied themselves with the Liberal Democrats
in Congress. However, it was in the sphere of foreign policy that

La Follette became most critical of the Wilson Administration.

During the First World War, the Wisconsin Senator endorsed a
policy of strict neutrality, and even joined with the Socialists in
saying that it was economic rivalries which really lay at the base
of the conflict. 'La Follette's Magazine! said that the Navy
League was 'little more than a branch office of the house of J.P.
Morgan and Company, and a general sales promotion bureau for the
various armour and mnitions industries!. Then Wilson sent a
panitive expedition to Mexico, following raids by Mexico, following
raids by Mexican bandits into United States territory, La Follette
unerringly scented oil and industrial interests.l.

1. 'Third Party Movements in the United States!. William B.

P 52

Hesseltine,
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The policies he advocated, however, ensured that the Republican
party would never accept him, being as it was, very much influenced
by both Socialist and pacifist thought. As a contender for the
Republican nomination he denocunced J .P;Morgan and the Navy League,
advocated the nationalisation of the mmitions industry and proposed
an embargo on arms and ammmnition. He also wanted a national
referendum prior to any declaration of war by the United States,

and supported a conference of nations to settle issues, and an
international tribunal for settling international disputes.i.

As if to back up La Follette's claim to the nomination, the
Wisconsin and North Dakoté 2. delegates to the Republican convention
presented a platform, different only from what La Follette advocated
in that it was more comprehensive. Again there was a call for
government mamufacture of munitions, a policy of strict neutrality,

a conference of neutral nations, an international peace tribunal, and

a referendum before an American declaration of war. The platform also
wanted the end of secret diplomacy and dollar diplomacy, a scientific
tariff, a patent law so designed as to not foster the creation of
monopolies, a stronger pure food law, and as an appeasment to the feminist
movement, female suffrage.

The Republicans nominated Justice Charles E.Hughes, being more
concerned with regaining the support of the Bull-Moosers than listening
to the extreme proposals of La Follette. Undaunted, La Follette
contimed his crusade and following the Russian Revolution went so far
as to applaud that people's efforts at reform, and condemn Wilson's
tprivate war! against the Soviets. The circulation of 'La Follette's
Magazine! grew and it became apparent that the viewpoint of the
Senator was at last gaining attention.

1. Third Party Movements in the United States!. William B, /° ¥

Hesseltine.

2. The North Dakota State Republican organisation was in fact
controlled by an agrarian socialist movement, which in 1916
entered the Republican primary, and following their success
was able to exact a Socialist programme under the Republican
label, o
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In the Senate, La Follette attacked American entanglement in the
League of Nations, and the Esch Cummings Railroad Act, which released
railways from government control at the end of the First World War.

In 1917 a Committee of forty-eight had been convened at St.Louis
for the purpose of causing as nniph political agitation as possible to
secure La Follette's nomination at the 1920 Republican Convention.

At the beginning of 1920 La Follette was indeed hopeful of widespread
support at the convention and said that his views were now more accepted
because 'people were beginning to see that the war was fermented to feed
the avaricious few!. However, despite this wakening in the country
towards La Follette the Republican Convention was not so earily impressed,
and again would not even permit the reading of the Wisconsin platform 1.

The Convention nominated Warren Gamaliel Harding, who, the following

November, defeated the Democrat nominee, James M.Cox, to become President 2.

For two more years, while the Harding administration carried out its
policy of 'Back to Normalcy'! La Follette kept up what at times must have
seemed a hopeless fight. In February, 1922, however, his Presidential
aspirations received a boost with the formation in Chicago of the
Conference for Progressive Political Action or C.P.P.A. designed as a
vehicle with which to push La Follette's candidacy in 1924.3.

The C.P.P.A. vas not a party, it was an association formed from a
wide range of political groups who considered La Follette an able
Presidential candidate., Prominent among these groups were the Railroad
Brotherhoods, who considered themselves victimised by an extremely
sweeping injunction obtained by Hardings Attormey-General, Harry Dougherty
in a major strike in 1922; the Farmers! Union, who were doubtless feeling
the effects of the agricultural depression; the Socialist Party of America,

1. 'Third Party Movements in the United States'. William B. 84
Hesseltine.

2. 'Facts about the Presidents'!. Joseph Nathan Kane. r’/9 7

3. 'The Socialist Party of America'. David A.Sharmon, AP /{9 /,.7°
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who were hoping to eventually form a third party, very much on the
lines of the British Labour Party; the Farmer-Labour Party of Minnesota,
and the non-Partisan League. The committee of forty-eight, which was
made up of Roosevelt Progressives who refused to rejoin the G.O.P, in
1916, also joined, as did the Church League for Industrial Democracy,
the Methodist Federation of Social Service, and the National Catholic
Welfare Council.l.

The Communist Party tried to take over the organisation. However,
their efforts were foiled, only for the Commmnists to then capture and
wreck the Farmer-Labour Party.

The C.P.P.A. next issued a statement of intent in its 'Address to
the American People!, which was basically a 1922 version of Populism and
pre-war Progressiveism, being against many things it considered
reactionary, but being for only the vague concept of 'government of
the people by the people, for the people'.2.

In the mid-term elections of 1922 radical La Follette Republicans
won a rnumber of seats, and in December of that year, following a call
for unity amongst the Progressives in Congress from La Follette, they
formed the People's Legislative Service, intent on driving 'Special
Privilege out of the control of the government and restore it to the
people'. This group was responsible for three important entries into
the Congressional Record. Firstly, they forced a raise in the surtax
on incomes, thus making the direct taxation system a little more
progressive, secondly, they prevented the government from giving the
Muscle Shoals power plant on the Tennesee River to Henry Ford, thus
giving a smack in the eye to big business, and lastly, they attacked
the Interstate Commerce Commission for'its favouritism to the railway
networks.

1. 'Third Party Movements in the United States'. William B, &4
Hesseltine.

2. 'The Socialist Party of America', David A.Sharmon. /769
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Two years la’l:er', however, at the Republican Convention, La Follette was
spurned once more by that party, the presidential nomination going to
Calvin Coolidge.l. the imcumbent at the White House, amidst a charge

of intrigue 2, on the part of William M. Butler, a Massachusetts textile

industrialist, and Coolidge's cabinet advisers.3.

The Progressive forces then decided to meet in Convention at
Cleveland to choose a candidate to contest the election as an Independent.
La Follette was initially the favourite for the nomination, but not after
some opposition from William Gibbs Mc.Adoo, the war-time Federal
Administrator of railways, who, however, lost all hope of the nomination
when he was implicated in the Teapot Dome 0il Scandals, a left-over
from the Harding Administration. The National Committee of the C.P.P.A.
accordingly invited La Follette to be the Presidential nominee. They
did this even before the Convention opened mainly to prevent the
formation of a third party. A floor nomination, they considered,
smacked of organisation. This invitation was accepted by La Follette,
with the proviso that he stood as an independent and not as a candidate
of a new political party. The candidate did, however, predict that
a new party would probably be formed after the election, thereby
implying that the Presidential election was to be used to see if, in
fact, there was sufficient demand for a third party.4.

The Vice-Presidential nomination was eventually given, at a meeting
of the C.P.P.A. national committee to the Democratic Senator from
Montana, Burton K. Wheeler.5, who had been subject to mich publicity
following his investigation of the scandals of the Harding Administration.

1. Harding having died in office during his first term.
2. 'Since 1900! 0.J.Barck and N.M.Blake, # 363

3. Coolidge gained 1,065 Convention votes, La Follette a mere
34 ('History of the U.S.A.', Andre Maurois). Pl

4e 'The Socialist Party of America'. David A.Shamnan. /2774

5. Ipid, #7976
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While such a running-mate added prestige to the ticket, and balanced it
politically, I feel that the C.P.P.A. lost many votes by not balancing
the ticket georgraphically, both candidates coming from the mid-west.
The ticket would probably have benefitted by having Justice Louis
Brandeis, an early contender, as La Follette's running-mate, a good
geographical choice being a New Yorker, as well as a popular choice
with the Socialists, who had not nominated a cendidate of their own.

The C.P.P.A. platform was based upon fourteen points, and was
almost entirely the work of La Follette himself. It asserted that the
power of the Federal government must be uéed to crush, not foster,
monopolies. Public ownership of water power was to be established as
well as the control of all other natural rescurces. 4 progressive tax
system must be imposed upon large incomes and inheritances. There was
a need for the enactment of a farm~relief programme, plus reform of the
Federal Reserve System. Federal judges were to be subject to direct
election, whilst Congress was to have power to override all judicial
decisions. The child labour amendment should be quickly ratified,
and injunctions denied in labour disputes. The foreign policies
of the Harding and Coolidge Administrations were denounced as being
mercenary, and were said to be primarily in the interests of the oil
lobby, big business, and intemational bankers. Also in the platform
was a plank calling for the general revision of the Treaty of Versailles
to bring it in line with the armistice, together with the familiar
La Follette calls for a speedy disarmament, the outlawing of all war,
and a national referendum before the United States could become involved
in hostilities.l.

The writing of such a platform was, of course, an achievement in
itself by La Follette, who had to be contimually conscious of the different
groups and opinions within the federation which made up the C.P.PeAs  Thus
the platform had to steer almost a middle course among the radicals in his
association. The platform, if it did nothing else, showed La Follette to
be an extremely able man, who knew full well that he was treading on a
i fe-edge.

1. 'Documents of American History'. H.S.Commager, #7°<J )9/)77
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If both the Republican and C.P.P.A. Conventions were merely rubber
stamps of an already-assured nomination, the Democratic Convention was
anything but so. The Convention was tied for 95 ballots between William
Gibbs McAdoo, who had the Convention votes of the South and the West,
and 'Al' Smith, the Roman Catholic Governor of New York, who carried the
votes of the North and the East. Neither candidate being capable of
securing the two~thirds majority demanded at this time at Democratic
Conventions, the Convention was finally forced to turn to a compromise
candidate, John W.Davis, an unknown business lawyer.1.

In August, 1924, La Follette received an unexpected, though welcome
boost to his campaign, when the American Federation of Labour (4.F.L.)
endorsed his candidacy. The A.F.L. however, did explain in great lengths
that it had no sympathy whatsoever with some of the group who supported
La Follette, a direct slight upon the Socialist. This support was only
lukewarm, however, many individual unions supporting the major-party
candidates. The A.F.L. also had promised financial support amounting to
g 3,000,000 towards the campaign. The unions finally gave only § 25,000, 2.

The support of the A.F.L. was not La Follette's only regret, as he
mist at times have regretted ever entering into what amounted to an
electoral pact with the Socialist Party. The endorsement of La Follette
by the Socialists let in both major parties to attack the Wisconsin Senator
as a radical.3. A vote for La Follette was said to be a vote for
revolution, and the overthrow of the government. Whilst there was, in
fact, no coalition of Socialists and Progressives at either state or
local level La Follette did appear on some ballots in the Socialist,
in others in both Independent and Socialist columms.i.

One could argue that such a working arrangement with the Socialists
was essential to La Follette, in that the Socialists had a ready-made

1. 'History of the U.S.A.!, Andre Maurois, /2%

2. 'Third Party Movements in the United States'. William B.
Hesseltine, 28 $°

3. 'Since 1900', 0,J. Barck and N.M.Blake. © 38
s 'The Socialist Party of-America', David A.Sharmon. 27?9
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national organisation, which La Follette, did not himself have but one
cannot help but think that on election day this Socialist support lost
La Follette more votes than he gained. Unfortunately, however, we
cannot tell how many votes La Follette obtained purely on a Socialist
ticket, because in some states, California was one of them, the only wey
one could register a vote for La Follette was to vote the Socialist
ticket. |

The Socialist for their part honoured the agreement with La Follette,
and undoubtedly their own local campaigns suffered at the expense of the
Presidential campaign. The Socialist party was an exception, however.
The fajlure of Labour to give adequate support was costly from the point
of view of organisation, finance and morale, so that in the end even some
of the Mid-West farmers, La Follette's staunchest allies, lost interest
in the ticket.1.

Socialist support apart, the campaign became almost a one-man affair
La Follette's two best helpers being his two sons 'Young Bob! (Robert M.
La Follette Jnr.) and 'Phil' (Philip F. La Follette).

Apart from any smears of radicalism against La Follette, the
Republicans used the slogan of 'Coolidge or Chaos' fearing thata large
vote in favour of La Follette might throw the election into the House
of Representatives, which might tlus give the Presidency, not to Davis,
but to the Democratic Vice-Presidential nominee, Charles W. Bryan, the
Governor of Nebraska and the brother of the Commoner.2.

Whether such fears were true or not, Coolidge won in a landslide.

The results of those candidates gaining votes in the electoral
college are as follows:= 3.

1. 'The Socialist Party of America's David A.Shannon. #7727

2. Ibid. P /77

3. 'Facts about the Presidents!. Joseph Nathan Kane. /" 203
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Calvin Coolidge (Republican) 15,718,211 votes. 382 electoral college
: votes.

Jom W, Davie (Democrat) 8,385,283 votes. 136 n n
Robert M. la Follette 4,832,614 votes. 13 " LI
‘ (Independent)

La Follette thus succeeded in polling more votes than any other
third party Presidential candidate, despite finishing third in an election
where only about one half of the qualified electorate bothered to vote.
He polled 17% of the total vote and carried his home state of Wisconsin.
He ran well in a mumber of industrial counties, although his campaign
was obviously not well received in the East, for he carried only one
conty east of the Mississippi River, and that in Southern Illinois.

It goes without sgying that he did best in the Spring Wheat, Ranching,
Mining and Lumbering country of the North Central States and the North-
West.2. He ran second to Coolidge in eleven states, Minnesota, Iowa,
North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, Wyoming, Idaho, Washington, Oregon
and California. Six of these states had been carried by Bryan, standing
as a Populist candidate in 1896. In several of them la Follette carried
many counties, whilst Davis, whose vote was concentrated mainly in the
South, failed to carry even a single county. In such States La Follette
appeared to have gained many votes from Republicen ranks, although on the
West Coast he obtained most support from Sociel Democrats who had hoped
for a liberally~inclined nominee, and were disappointed with the
Conservative Davis. Nor are these mere assumptions. At the Presidential
election of 1928, of the 409 counties that were for La Follette in 1924
only 49 were carried by 'Al! Smith, the remainder going to Republican
nominee Herber Hoover. This, of course, suggests that the la Follette
vote was a Republican vote, but the 1929 election has its own individual
factors, such as Smith's Roman Catholicism. 3.

1. This vote was gained from a total of 433 electoral districts
in which the presidential candidate appeared on theballot.
Pro-la Follette candidates also ran for Congress in a total
of 124 elsctoral districts, gaining a total of 1,029,014 votes.

2. 'The Age of Reform!'. R.H.Hofstadter. PP -Zf’/ 2fL
3. 'Ibidt,. AP29¢g
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Because of this I have yet to be convinced that the 1924 Progressive
- movement was just another Republican bolt.

One can oconfidently say that a large proportion of the La Follette
vote appears to have been anti-war, anti-British and pro-German.
Certainly the Senator polled heavily amongst Germans and Irish-American,
both ethnic groups being hostile to the British.

The strength of La Follette in the isolationist German-American
counties had not been the Bull Moose counties of 1912, again a factor
against a simple Republican bolt.T.

Apart from their Presidential triumph, the Republican Party also
maintained control of Congress, the houses being divided as follows:-
SENATE

Republicans: 50. Democrats: A4O0. La Follette Radicals: 6.
HOUSE OF RFP RESEN TATTVES

Republicans: 232. Democrats: 183. La Follette Radicals: 20.

In the years following the 1924 election the Republicans within
the C.P.P.A, were to pay dearly for their bolting of the ticket. They
frequently lost seats on key Congressional Committees, and lost all hope
of Committee Chairmanships. In one instance, Republican senators even
refused to seat one of their rumber, Senator Smith Brookhart of Iowa,
and gave his seat to a Democrat. Such a purge as this, of course, only
led to factional strife with the Coolidge Administration between 1925
and 1927. These struggles were accentuated by the fact that the
supporters of La Follette held what was almost the balance of power
in Congress, and to gain support for any measure which they sponsored,

1. tThe Age of Reform'. R.H.Hofstadter. P82
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they frequently allied with Democratic Congressmen to form an
effective opposition to Administration bills.1.

The 1926 elections showed a definite swing to the left. Brookhart
defeated the Administration-backed Albert Cummins in the Iowa Senatorial
Primary, and then defeated his Democrat opponent in the November election 2.
In North Dakota, Gerald Nye was elected over a Presidential favourite, so
that while the Republican majority in the House of Representatives was
still a healthy forty, in the Senate, the parties stood as follows:=

Republicans: 48. Democrats: 47. Famer—Laboﬁr: 1. 3

Because the Republicans bad such a small majority, and even then
it had to be assumed that La Follette's supporters could be counted upon
to vote in the Republican lobby, the 0ld Guard were forced to restore
the purged insurgents to their rightful committee posts and promise
them legislative concessions. By 1927, the process of reunion was
completed and the Republican partywas a whole entity again.i.

What, therefore, caused the collapse of the movement so soon
after the 1924 election?

Perhaps the most important reason must have been the election result
itself. The only real success that the C.P.P.A. had, was in the states
which bordered La Follette's home state of Wisconsin, and the vote there
was almost that of a favourite son than of a candidate of a national third
party. He did little to attract votes awgy from the weak compromise
Democratic nominee John W.Davis. It would probably be true to say that
La Follette would have fared better four years earlier when the term ‘
tradical' still had an air of romance about it. By 1924 the country
was in the middle of a boom era, and under the honest administration
of Calvin Coolidge, following the scandals of the Harding Administration.5.

1. 'Since 1900'. O.J.Barck and N.M,Blake. /0309

2. Ibid. ﬂ3o7

3. Henrik Shipstead of Minnesota, who served a total of four terms
as a Senator, three as a representatlve of the Farmer—Labour
Party, the last as a Republican.

L. 'Since 1900', 0.J.Barck and N.M.Blake. Z~237¢

5. 1Third Party Movements in the United States!. William B, 7 #JS=
Hesseltine.
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A further factor in the dissolution of the C.P.P.A. was the
differing viewpoints of the several constituent groups.l The railway
unions soon withdrew from the movement, and even during the campaign
labour leader Samiel Gompers showed much caution towards the La Follette
movement. Doubtless he regretted the departure from the traditional
non-partisan stand of America labour, and swiftly put out peace feelers
in the direction of the old parties. The Socialists, who went so far
as to claim one million of the La Follette votes for themselves, were
insistent upon moving towards the formation of a new party.i.

It was thms decided to bring together all the interested parties
at a conference to be held in Chicago during February, 1925. The main
groups were the Socialists, who proposed a new third party, the unions,
who wanted a return to their former policy of non-alignment, and the rank-
and-file Progressives of the North-Western states, who wanted a new
national party but were nevertheless suspicious of the Socialists.Z2.

Not umnaturally the meeting ended in dissent, and the C.P.P.A.

came to an end.

Four months later, in June, 1925, Senator Robert M.La Follette died,
possibly from a broken heart, more probably worn out from his efforts.
His death marked the end of any hope of a national third party, for
La Follette himself was the single unifying element in what was a
diverse and heterogeneous movement.3. Although Progressivism had now
died a national death, it still flourished until 1946 in La Follette's
home state of Wisconsin, Up to 1934 Robert M, La Follette Jun., and
Phillip F. La Follette kept Wisconsin within the Republicen party.
However, at that time differences between the Wisconsin progressives
and the Republican regulars became too great and the Progressive

Party of Wisconsin was organised.
' _ . 286
1, 'Third Party Movements in the United States'. William B.Hesseltine.

2. The Socialist Party in America's David A.Shamnan., 727/ €0
3. 'Third Party Movements in the United States'. William B."Hess/eg.;c:zne.
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It succeeded that year in securing the election of Phillip F. La Follette
to the Governor's mansion, and henceforth contimued to deminate Wisconsin
politics until after the Second World War. Despite a La Follette
endorsement of the Roosevelt ticket in 1932, and again in 1936, the
Democrats were the third party in Wisconsin, gaining a mere 8% of the
states! votes in the mid-term elections of 1938. The Progreassive
domination could be attributed to the combination of the intellectuals

of the campus and the middle~class, who were proud of the innovations

and achievements of the La Follette family, the working=-class voters

in the largely Germanic big cities, whose politics were heavily influenced
by Teutonic beer-hall socialism, and the Scandinavien farming vote. The
- Progressives tlms gained the votes of the three most influential groups
in the state.1.

In 19238 Phillip F. La Follette formed the National Progressive Party
as a liberal opposition to the New Deal. . However, it received no
support, and, in fact, was heavily condemmed by New Dealers, Socialists
and Commnists alike, who argued that the party emblem, a voter's cross
in a circle, was little more than the Nazi swastika in disguise. What
suited the beer-halls of Wisconsin was not acceptable in the country at
large.

That same year sawaswing back to the Republicans, an occurrence
that was common throughout the whole of the country, and the La Follette
family began to lose their grip upon the state. The governorship was
lost to the Republican candidate Julius P, Heil to start the death throes
of the Wisconsin Progressive Party. The party, however, did last a
further eight years, and it was not until 1946 that the Wisconsin
progressives voted to rejoin the Republican ranks., That same year
Robert M. La Follette Jun. was defeated by Joseph R. Mc.Carthy in the
Republican Senatorial Primary, and an era in American politics died.
Since 1901 a member of the La Follette family had held one or' more of
Wisconsin's highest offices. That era had now ended.2.

1. 'The Making of the President - 1960'. Theodore H. White. ” G‘{/?J
2. 'The Malking of the President - 1960'., Theodore H, White. 2§ %
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What then caused the eclipse not only of the Wisconsin
Progressive Party, tut also the family who had disorganised formal
party politics in the state for nearly half a century. The answer
I feel is Robert M. La Follette Sen. His two sons were unable to
measure up to his image. His example was too great. Some might
congider that the organisation of the neo-fascist National Progressive
Party in 1938 cost the La Follette's eventual control of the state,
but I feel that this is highly unlikely in a state with such a large
proportion of German-speaking peoples.!

. The fall of the La Follette family, was due to the great success of
Robert M. La Follette Sen., whose sons were unable to emilate his political
successes and bring the acclaim of the nation upon the state of Wisconsin,
and lastly to the electorate, who, I feel, voted for a new order,
following the total domination of state politics by one family for so

long..



CHAPTER 5

The Peopls's Progressive Party

Basically the People's Progreasive party was a combination of
the organisation of the American Communist Party, and the elsctoral
appeal of Henry Wellace, the former New Dealer who was dropped as
the Democratic choice for the Vice~Presidency in 1944 because of his
outspoken radical views. Such a bald statement however does not tell
one how and why these two interests should find themselves bedfellows
in one of the worst conceptions in American political history.le

To find the reasons behind this pairing it is nscessary to retum
to the final days of World War Two, and the final days of Franklin D,
Roosevelt and the remnants of his New Deal Administration. In
PFebruary, 1945, as the war in Burope was drawing to a close, the
"Big Three" of Winston Churchill, Franklin D, Roosevelt, and Joseph
Stalin met for further consultations as to the conduct of the war,
and of the following peace, at the Crimean resort of Yalta, in what
was to prove to be the peak of the wartime entente between the
West and the Communist bloce2e '

Five months later the major powers were to meet again in
Potsdam, by then however important changes had taken place within the
coalition, A Generel Election in Britain had seen Churchill replaced
as Prime Minister by Clement Attlee, whilst in the United States,
Roosevelt, who had died the previous April, had been succeeded by
his Vice=President, Herry S. Truman. Thse State Department was no

l. "The Guardian", 18th November, 1965 = Obituary of Henry Wallace.
2. "Roosevelt and Modern America™ John 4, Woods. P/7,
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longer in the liberal haends of Cordell Hull, and Edward Stettinius;
Truman chose a new man in James Fe Byrnes, a South Carolines Dixiecrat. .

The ochilling of Sovietefimerican relations which started with
the Truman - Molotov White House ocnfrentation, which eocurred within
elaven dgys of the new President taking office, was completed at the
Potsdam Conference. Sumner Welles, Under-Seoretary of State in the
Roosevelt Administration traced this source af change to the death of
Roosevelt, whereby the direotion of American foreign policy visibly
changed as it passed into other hands.le

The deterioration of Soviet-American relations was further
accelerated by Byrnes' handling of the nuclear destruction of
Hiroshime and Nagasaki. As early as Mgy, 1945, Stelin had made plans
to have the Soviet army in position to strike at the Japanese forces
in Manchuria on 8th August.e A show of force, Stalin believed, would
be sufficient to bring about the Jepansse surrender, a judgement later
reinforced by the fact that in July, Sato, the Japanese Ambassador to
Moscow, was instructed to see Molotov, to put before the Soviet Foreign
Minister, Bmperor Hirohito's desires for a peace. Only the allied terms
were believed to be in the way of a termination of hostilities, Stalin
considered it better for the allies to accept a modified form of
surrender, end then impose their will upon the Japamese people through
the forces of ocoupation,

On July, 26th, thirteen dsys before the Soviet Union was scheduled

1. "The Ideas of American Foreign Policy" - Michael L, Donelan,
P. 572



to enter the war, and three months before the November the first
deadline for a land invasion of Japan, the United States, Great
Britain, and Ching issued an ultimatum to the Japanese, which
demanded that they sSurrender unconditionally, or face 'prompt!?
and utter destruction in a way not defined.

The Soviet Union was not oonsulted as to this latest move, and
indeed it appeared that Byrnes was now going out of his way to insult
his Russian counterpart, Molotov, by sending ths Soviet Foreign Minister
a copy of the ultimatum not by telegrem, as was usual, but by speocial
messengere Molotov thus learned of the allised ultimatum at the same
time as the American public did. Such a move by the United States
would only serve to deepen the resentment between themselves and the
Soviet Union, many thus wondered therefore why Truman was adopting
this *get tough' policys On reflection it appears that it was in
fact a move by the President to cheok Russian designs of imperialism
in Bastern Asia, There is now little doubt that Truman and Byrnes
wanted to finigh the war before the August 8th deadline, 80 as to keep
the Russians out of the war, thus pmventing.ths Soviet Union honouring
the Yalta agreement. Suoh & neglectien on the part of the Russiens
would give the Americans an adequate exouse for not honouring the
agreement themselves, thereby thwarting any Russian plans of drewing
Deiren and Port Arthur within the scope of their empire,le Byrnes®
problem was how to oonvinoe the Russians that the Americans intentions

l. "Prom Yalta to Vietnam". David Horowitz. P S 4 / Cah
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at this time were completely honourable and not just another
example of manipulation in international politics. This he attempted to
do by telling Molotov that the United States had no desire to embarrass
the Soviet Union by presenting it with a declaration affecting a
country with which it was not at that time at war. Molotov merely
replied that he should nevertheless have been consulted.l.

There seems little doubt that Molotov saw through Byrnes! game,
especially with regard to American duplicity over international law,
whereby on one hand the United States did not wish the Soviet Union
to violate her neutrality, whilst at the same time appearing quite
willing to subject the civilian population of Hiroshima and Nagasaki
to the affects of muclear fission.2.

Soviet-American relations were thus by now at a low ebb, Byrnes
however strained relations even further when he accused the Russians
of rigging the Bulgarian elections in direct contravention of the Yalta
agreement. Strictly Byrnes was right, Stalin was guilty of rigging
the elections in Bulgaria, however, while this action was in contravention
of the Yalta agreement, it was at the same time supported by the secret
Crchill-Stalin agreement on the Balkans made in Moscow in October, 1944.
There is little doubt that Roosevelt disapproved of this agreement,
however, Stalin never tried to take advantage of the western powers
by capitalising on this disagreement. The Soviet leader placed his
own nominees into power in Rumania and Bulgaria, yet allowed Britain
a free hand in the suppression of the Communigt-dominated EAM-ELAS

resistance movement, supervised free elections in

1. "From Yalta to Vietham". David Horowitz. PS4
2. Ibid. A~2&¢
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Hungary in 1945, and even at one stage tried to induoe Tito to
restore King Peter to the throne of Yugoslaviaele

Some commentators might consider such an account of the afirs
of July and August, 1945, to be weighted against the Truman Administration,
for this the author makss no apologye The purpose of this introduction
is to shoy why the Soviet Union was eager to have the Presldent defeated
at the next election, in the light of the United States spparently
being anxious to resums an amended form of her pre-war isolationist
polioye Relationships begen to deteriorate at the Potsdam conference
which opened on 18th July, the day following America's first successful
atomic bomb test at Alamogordo, it thus becomes clear that in fact Truman
now considered the United States strong enough to face Japan without
the aid of the Soviet Union, and, what is more important, the President
considered the West, lead by the United States, strong enough to face up
to the future might of the Soviet Unione.2 This brief aynopsis helpas to
explain why the American Communist Party was eager to join & coalition to
try to remove Truman from office at the next general election, but how
and why did the other groups in the Pegple's Progressive Party become
implicated?

Perhaps the largest non-Communist group within the Wallace movement
was a number o disillusioned New Dealers, who saw the new President
allowing their former idolk prograsmme to lepse, Whilst it is truse that
the New Deal had not the same impetus in 1945 as it had in 1933, this was

le "From Yalta to Vietnam". David Horowitz. PS"‘

2. "The Ideals of American Foreign Policy™. Michael Donelan,
P 5 z/ S5
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no fault of Truman, in fact that period of American history known as
the "Second New Deal"™ had ended in 1938, after a brief life span of
three yearsele Roosevelt himself had dropped all the eleotoral
slogans of the New Deal in ths 1844 campeign against Dewey, in favour
of a greater effort in the war,

Truman did not thus bresk up the New Deel, it had already gone
into voluntary liquidation some ysars earlier, this wes of no
conseguence however to ths supporters of Wallace who saw in
Truman a conservative usurper upon a liberal throns, the throne
that should have been rightfully occupied by their man, Henry A.Nallace.
It was this disillusioned element which fell an easy prey to the likes
of Eugene Dennis, and the American Communist Partye

1. "Roosevelt and Modern America". John A. Woodse »~© &4
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In order to poll well at any election, any candidate must first
canvince the electorate that his candidature is a serious one. An
effective woay of doing this is to present onesslf as a politically
responsible man, and perhaps most important of all, acquire a good
organisation,

Henry Wallace, oandidate of the Pecplets Progressive Party
in 1948, ocould point to his previous politicel record as a guide to
his political responsibility, but his opponsnts could counter such
credits by showing that the main constituent of the Wallace organisation
was the American Communist Party., Nor was this an accident, for as
early as 16th November, 1945, Eugene Dennis in his mein report to the
National Committee of the Americen Communist Party stated:~ (With
regerd to the American Presidentisl Election of 1948) "The American
pecple must have an alternative to the two-party streit=jacket; they
must be in a position to have & choice in 1948 other than between a
Truman and a Dewey or a Vandenberg eeeeseceeThls 1s why it 1s necessary
from now on to create the conditions emd base for organising a major
third party nationally®.l.

Thus, three years before the actual contest, the Communist Party
was beginning to form an organisation to fight the election of 1948.
It was not decided, however, if the party should be similer to the
American Lebour Party in New York, that is, endorsing suiteble
Democretic candidates, or a completely independent third party ticket.
Before this could be decided it was essentlial to be able to assess

1, "The Decline of American Communism®™ David A.Shannon, #7744
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the potential voting power available to the proposed new party,

An opportunity to test this strength arose when Samual Dickstein,
Congressmen from Manhatten's Nineteenth District resigned in order to
take a state judgeshipe The Democratic Party proposed Arthur G. Klein,
a former Congressman during the New Deal era. His main opponent was
Johannes Steel, the candidate of the Americen Lebour Party. The
candidature of Steel, a non-Communist rsdio news commentator was
endorsed by such varied people as the New York Congress of Industrial
Organisations, the National Citizens Politicel Action Committee, the
Indspendent Citizens Committee of Arts, Sciences, and Professioms,
Henry Wallace (Truman's Seoretary of Commerce), and Fiorello la Guardis,
formerly the Fusion Mayor of New Yorkele

The result of the eleotion, held on 19th Pebruary, 1946, was as
followss=-

Arthur G, Klein (Demoorat) 17,360 votes
Johennes Steel (Lmerican Lsbour) 13,421,
William S. Shea (Republican) 4,314,

Despite Steel's defest, the Communists were delighted st the result,
the candidate that they hed chosen to endorse had come within three
thousand votes of victory in a treditionally DPemocrat district of New
York City.

Communist delight however was not confined to electoral near-misses,
for in the Autumn of 19246, the man the Communists most wanted es the third
candidate in the 1948 Pregldential election, resigned fram the Trumen
Administration. ‘

In September, 1946, Henry Wallace, the Seoretary of Commerce, spcks
to a joint meeting of the Committee of Arts, Sciences, and Prcfessions,
and the Nationel Citizens Politicel Action Committees. The speech,
1, "Phe Decline of American Commmism®, David A. Shannon, /4 ’/S'///»é

2. Ibid, » /76
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which was shown to, and approved by, Preslident Trumen before delivery,
contained the assertion thet Britain's imperialiam in ths Near East
would provcke Russia into deolaring war.le This outburst brought an
immediate protest from Secretary of State James Fo Byrnes who was
engaged at the time in delicate negotiations with the Soviet Union,
He thus asked Truman to silence Wallace while these negotiations were
progressing, Truman did not silence him, nor did he discourage Wallace
from further outbursts, he even allowed the Secretary of Commerce

to publish a letter that he (Wallace) had written the previous July.
The text of this letter was even more inflemmatory than the speech,
end Byrnes demanded, in the form of an ultimatum, the immediate
dismissal of Wallace. The President, scmewhat meekly, complied

with this demend, and Wallace resigned. 2.

The Communists had very much regarded Wellace, when he was
Secretary of Agriculture in the Roosevelt Administration, as yet
another bourgeocls politician. However, left-wing opinion warmed
w to him during the Popular Front period faollowing 1955, and when he
was publicelly repudiated by Truman, Wellace was almost at once assured
of the full suppoart of the Communists.Se

On 29th December, 1946, the National Citizens Political Aotion
Committee, and the Independent Citizens Committee of the Arts, Sciences,
and Professions merged to form the Progressive Citizens of Amerioce
(P.C.A.) an organisation that had the aim of becoming & third party
movement, with the ultimate goal of getting Henry Wallace to run for
President on a Progressive tioket in 1948.4.

Wallace was not a Communist, but there seems little doubt that

1. "From Yelte to Vietnem", Devid Horomitze /2 6¢/C,

°9
2. "Third Perty Movements in the United Stetes". William B.Hesseltine.“
3¢ "The Decline of Americen Commumnism". David A, Shannon, A7 6

4, "Third Party Movements in the United States™. William B.Hesseltine.
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he was used by the Commmnist Party, in order to further their own
ends. Accordingly the former Vice-President was persuaded to speak
at the first meeting of the new orgenisation, which he did, whilst
still maintaining a public committal to the Democratic Party. At
that first meeting Wallace told the audiencei=

"e have less use for a conservative high-tariff Democratic
Party than we have for a reactionary high~tariff, Republican. If
need be we shall first fight one and then the other!l,

If Wallace thus hoped to use the P.C.A. as a vehicle with vhich
to gain control of the Democratic Party, then it would appear that at
the time he was not in agreement with the majority of the P.C.A. whose
preamble to their programme stated: "We camnot ...... rule out the
possibility of a new politicel party ... We, the people, will not wait
forever - we will not wait long for the Democratic Party to make its
choice. Such a statement was, of course, more radical than that
from Wallace, and suggested that it was the intention of the P.C.A.
to sponsor their own candidate from the first.2.

Within a year the new organisation had a claimed membership of
36,500 members who came to represent the mucleus of the Progressive
Party. The co~chairman of the P.C.A. were the former heads of the
constituent organisations, Dr.Frank Kingdon, and Jo Davidson. However,
the real power behind the throne was the Executive Vice-~Chairman, "Beanie"
Baldwin, later to become Vallace's campaign manager.

During the summer of 1946 it became obviocus that the more liberal
members of society were not only disappointed with the Truman
Administration, but also with the conservative alliance of northern

1. "The Decline of Americen Commmism". David A, Shamnon., 4727

2, Ibid. Ar 2
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Republicans and gouthern Democrats during the course of the 79th
Congresse The liberals, who assembled at the National Conferemce of
Progressives held at Chicago in September, 1946, were very eager to
revive the spirit common to the New Deal era. However, they were
beocming increasingly divided over the spreading influsnce of Communism
both at home and sbroads So divided were they, that no one at the
Conference moved for the formation of a third party to avoid splitting
the group.

The Conference in fect wasg the last major gathering of both
pro=Communist, and anti=Communist liberals.s At Chicago a Cantinuations
Committee was appointed in order to give the conference a semblance of
permanence, and to oall a second oonference to be held in Jenuary,

1947, This second conference never in feaot materialised, for by
January the split in American liberalism was visible in organisstional
form, with the establishment of the P.C.A. at the end of December

1946, and the founding of the A.D.A. (Americans for Democratic Action).l.
from the social-democretic anti=-Communist U.Delks (Union for Democratic
Aotion)2e

1. TUnliks the PsCeA. the A.D.h. i3 still an influential lef't=

wing organisation in the United States, boasting an Under
Secretary of State, and two Ambassadors amongst its members,

At the time of its foundation its membership lists included

the names of lasbour leaders David Dubinsky, Walter Reuther,
James Cawey, George Baldanzi, Emil Rieve, and intellectuals.

such as John Kenneth Galbraith (former American Ambassador to
India under the Kennedy Administration, end present-dsy Chairmen .
of the A.D.A.), Reinhold Niebuhr, Arthur M,Schlesinger Jar.,
James A, Wechsler, himself a former Communist, and Bishop
William Scarlett, Praflessional politics was represented by
young Democrats such as Franklin D, Roosevelt dnre., Richardson
Dilworth and Hubert HoHumphrey, later to become Mayor of Minneapolis,
Senator from Minmesota and Vice-President of the United States.
The spirit of the New Deal was kept alive by the presence of
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Leon K. Henderson, Wilaon, Wyatt, Paul £, Porter, and the
dead Presidentts widow Eleanor Roosevelte Unlike the
P.CeA. which made the mistake of entering party politics
only to, almost inevitably, quickly fade, the A.D.A, has
remained eloof fram the party struggle, to continus as

a left~wing pressure organisation,

2+ "Third Party Movemsnta in the United States®, William B, Py
) Hesseltine,:
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For 1947 the Communist Party set itself two tasks, to be
accomplished it hoped, simultaneously. Firstly it was to build
a third party movement. Secondly it was to persuade Henry Wallace
to become the leader of the new party. It proved to be successful
in both these objectives. Such results were not achieved however
without the Communists playing a double gams regarding the formation
of a third party.le

In New York the Communists msrely stated that the American
Lebour Party should strengthen itself to aot as a stronger lever on
the Democrats. Nothing was said about an independent third party
nomination. This was done mainly to avoid splitting the A.L.P, and
to unite the county party orgamisationss It would have been an
impossibility hed the *§allace - for = President® issue been placed
before the separate county conventions of the A.L.P, for a vote,

No such diffioculties were experienced in California where thers was
no equivalent of the American Labour Party as it existed in New York,

1, "The Declins of Amsrican Communism". Devid A. Shannone #7 3/



To them fell the task of ocreating a new party either to pressure

the Demooratic Party from the outside, as did the A.L.P., or to
branch out, as William 2, Foster himself desired, to form an
independent third party. In California the Progressive movement
itself probably owed its existence to a Convention of the Marine
Cooks and Stewards, which, meeting in San Francisco passed a
resolution calling for the establishment of a national third party,.
Following this statement, Hugh Bryson, President of the Marine Cooks
and Stewards, l. circulated unions throughout the country, urging the
passing of similar resolutionse.2e.

Brysan however failed to get his idsas over at a meeting in late
July of the California Demooratio Committees Neverthelsss, undaunted,
the union leader ocarried on the struggle, and called a canference
to be held in Los Angeles on 24th Auguste When assembled the
conference was ccamposed mainly of Californian left-wing union leaders,
plus a few dissident left-wing Democratseds Added to these were & few
"Share=the-Wealthers™, followers of Dre.Francis E. Townsend, himself
present, the author of a unique old-age pehsion plene

Pollowing an attack by Bryson upon Trumants foreign policy, the
canference declared itself to be the founding convention of the
Independent Progressive Party, Celifornis had its own A.L.F,

Bryson at first combined the duties of both organiser and temporary
chairman, but on assuming the permanent chairmanship, he secured the
services of Elinor Kahn, an Eastern lobbyist for the Meritime unionms,
a3 state dlrector «

l. Bryson was later convioted of perjury for swearing on a Tafte-
Hartley affidavit that he was not a Conmunist.

2. "The Decline of American Communism™, David A.Shannon, Pr32
%, Ibid., /33
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The priority of the new party was to secure a place on the ballote
Californian law reguires an election petition to contain 300,000
signatures before a party gets onto the ballot, This task became the
party's first consideration, The regular Communist organisation in
California was supplemented by an influx of party workers fram outsids
the state, notably party leader Williem Z., Foster, and New York City
Councilman, Peter V. Cacchione. When the signatures were finally
ocbtained by a cambination of hard work and thorough orgamisation,
Foster could scarcely hide his delight in calling the feat, *a major
achievement'sls

In common with the practice of organising a satellite party in

.éalif‘omia, a8 late as September, 1947, the Communist plan was still to
use the party as & lever against the Demoorats with Cacchions and Vito
Marcantonio, A.L.P. Congressman from New York, urging a fight in the
Democratic primaries, and state conventions for delegates pledged to
Wallace at the 1948 Democratic National Convention,

Noar the end of September, the "Worker®™, the Communist paper,
published details of a speech glven that month by Eugene Demnis in
the Madison Square Garden, -in which he said he did not faveur ths
launching of a third party., Such outbursts were soon to cease
however when the Russian Communist Party began to press for an
independent third ticket.2,

This Russian stand was made in order to provide a source of
embarrassment to the Truman Administratione The countries of the
Eastern bloc could point to the Lmerican third party, and state
Jjustifiably that the Amsrican people wers united behind nsither the
Marshall Plan, nor the rest of American foreign policy. Such a

l. "Fhe Deoline of American Communism"™, David A, Shannon, rP 733
2. Ibido P;D /",3/'34‘
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statement could of course finish with the cbservation thet Americen
polioy was the result of a capitalist society, working not for the
common good of the pecple, but for the robber barons of Wall Street.

By October, 1847, the Communist party was agreed upon an
independent candidacy at the 1948 Presidential Electicn; however,
the Communist hierarchy decided to delgy revealing any plans for a
further two weeks sc aa not to endanger the Communist position in the
Cels04, due to hold its annual convention in Boston between the 13th
and 17th of Octcbers Such a revelatien, it was thought, could
possibly cause a lot of anti-Communist sentiment within the C.I.O.
However, a measure of the Communista® success in not declaring their
third party intentions, can be shown-by the feot that although Seeretary
of Stete Marshall addresssd the C.I.0., the leftewing of the movement
was. sufficiently well organised to prevent a convention resclution an
foreign policy from supporting the Marshall Plen explicitly.l.

The dey following the C.I.0., Comvention, Eugene Demnis told
Mike Quill, Harry Bridges and other unian lesders to ignore the
happenings of the convention, a third party was to be formed, with
Wallace as the Presidentisl cendidates All left~wing movements
should start orgenising election positions and publioity forthwith.2,

Party organisation was thus well on schedule, however, it was
still a party without a emndidate. The Communists next immediete
task was to persusde Wallece to stand,

Despite the former Vice-President®s understandeble hostility
tomards the Demooratic Party, such a task was neverthelsss a difficult
ons, Firstly, Wallace was not a Communist, nor even sympathetic to

1, "The Declins of Americen Communism". David A.Shannan, /A/3)

2, "The Stretegy of Deception". Jeans J. Kirkpatrick, A~ J&62



Comnunism®s besio aims. However, he did prove an eagy target for
politioai confidence: tricksters, such as the Communists, in that hse
knew little of either left=wing politics or methods, whilst being
devoted to the cause of peace, His main reason for endorsing the
candidature of Johannes Steel in 1946 was because of Steel's antiw
HNazi records It can be said in Wallace's defence that he knew of
neither Klein's good Hew Deal voting record, nor of Steel®s work for
the extremist *Daily Pecplets World®.l.

Following his resignation as Seoretary of Commerce, Wallace
becams the editor of the *New Republic? at that time published in
New Yorke,2, This journal served as & politiocal stage for Wallace,
who was: still eager to preserve his image of a liberel public figure,
By March, 1947, however, the former Vice-President was begimnning to
hint that he was considering the lesadership of a third party movement,
should ans be formed. Two months later at Olympis, Washington, he
went so far as to teli newsmen that he would be willing to lead a
third party if he himself cmnsidered it would be a genuine contribution
tovards world peaces Despite such aspparent leanings towards a new
third perty, there was still little doubt that during the spring and
sumer of 1947, Wallace was still very much willing to oontinue working
within the Democretic partye.3e

Following a somewhat controversial trip to Great Britain and
Burope, where his activities were considered by scme to be in
contravention of the Logan Sct of 1799, being contrary to the American
national interest, Wallace made & long trip throughout the United States.
During his tour his perammal aide ‘Beanie® Baldwin, was trying to assess
pro-Ballace or anti-Truman sentiment amongst lLoeal Democratic leaderse

1. "Henry Wallace: The Man and the Myth". Dwight MacDonald. Prey
2. "The Guardian"., 18th November, 1965 = Obituary of Henry Wallace,
3. "Honry A, Wallace: Quixotio Cruseder 1948", Karl M, Sohmidt. 23/
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From his probings hs ccnsidered Wallace could count on appraximately
120 votes at the 1948 Democratio National Conventionse.le

As late as September, 1947, Wallace stated publicly that he would
continuve fighting within the Democratic Party so as to *prevent it
from committing sulcide! however, he qualified himself by warning
that if the Democrats ohose to continue in their present direection
'the people must have a new party of liberty and peace'2, Waeallaoce
thus appears, on the swface, to be camitted to a revitalised
Democratioc party in 1948, although his own personal viewpoints were
becoming enmeshed with the official Commmist party line. Not that
Wallace was becoming & Communist; he was not; in fact, although
the Progressive Pecple's Party wes very much a Communist tool, no-one
bhas ever suggested that Wallace himself was a Communist, He was,
however, influenced by the Communists,3, and ncme prcbebly influenced
him more than did Lewis Frank Jnre Frank, who had led & pro=Commmist
group at the Convention of the Michigan Americans Veterans' Committee
during tbe Autum of 1946 was the principal ghost writer for many of
Wallace®s speeches from early 1947, unmtil immediately prior to the
1948 Presidential elections Though Wallace never suspeeted Frank of
being a Communist, he did consider him too radical, and thought that
many of his views, as they appeared in Wellace's speechss, were too
extremeeds

Although he constantly denied being a Communist, Wallace was
alwgys open to their support, e mistake also made by Flqyd B, Olson
in Minnesota in 1924, For their part ths Communists responded wermly.
During the May Dey celebrations of 1947, Communists carried a fifty foot
photogreph of the discredited Democrat through the streets of New York,
and at the I.W.0, national convention, Wallece was praised by meny spesksrs.

1, "The Deolins of American Communism". Devid A.Shannon, #/43
2. "Henry Wallece: The Man and the Myth", Dwight MacDonald. Ass 2
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4. "The Decline o Americsn Commmism™, David A.Shannone 27 /4 3//41«



82,

The popularity of the former Vice-President was not confined to
the supporters of the Communist perty, however, Seen by many as a
symbol against resction, Wallace was also a favourite with many non=
Communist liberals, whose popularity had an inverse relationship
with that of President Trumanel,

Clearly any ideas of a third perty were not merely oonfined to the
Communista, nor was Wellace urged to stand by a mere handful of
Communists taking their directions from Mosoow, In June, 1947,
sixty=geven professors frem North-Western University addressed an
open letter to Wellace as Roosevalté trus heir, urging him to form
end lead a new partye They believed rightly that Truman the
ocnservative was betrgying the liberal Rooseveit tredition, samething
that the President wes to remedy in the next year when he earned
himself the nickname of *Give *em hell Harryt.2.

Diversity wes probsbly ome of the major reasons for the feilure
of the party. According to Morris M.Rubin, the anti<fallace editor
of the *Progressive! Wallace!s followers oould be divided into four
distinot categories. Firstly, there were the liberals, a group of
pecple who found peace of mind in any haven that did not belong to
either of the major parties. Secondly, there were the paeifists, who,
I would contend, overlsp to a degree into the third category, that of
Wallace®s personal followerse A fourth grouwp were those Democrats
who wers disgusted with Truman, but were unable to bring themselves
to vote Republicanede

Apart fran the soliesitation of Wallsce by 67 university professors
in June, 1947, that month also marked the beginning of Truman®s olimb
to ascondenoy with Marshall's Harvard Commencement Address and his

1. "Henry Wallace: The Man and the Myth"™, Dwight MacDonald, ~27€g
2. "The Decline of Americen Commmnism®. David A.Shannon, 2 746
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overridden veto of the Taft-~Hartley Act. The President now began
to win back former supporters of Roosevelt, and, as Truman's
popularity rose, so Wallace's waned.

Pollowing the announcement of the formation of the Caminform in
October, 1947, the Commmists intensified their pressure on Wallace,
their sole objeot now being to get him to announce his independent
candidacy. Wallace slowly ylelded, or at least varied at times from
his professed Democratic stand. He told a Lsbour Dey rally in
Detroit that his main politioal cbjeotive was to prevent Truman from
having what amounted to a blank cheque fram ths liberals in American
society. However, the following October he revealed his Democratic
face by showing apparent cancern for the party whose incumbent President
he thought would not carry ten states should he run for re-slection.l.

It was, however, noticeable that Wallace moved closer to thes
idea of a third party following the October oonvention of the C.I.0.2e
By early November there was greater conviction in his voice when he
told a visiting delegation of Italian Communist women, led by Mrs.
Palmira Togliatti, wife of Italy's leading Communist, that a third party
would be formed should thé peace-require it. A month later his tome
was one of even greater committal, when he told a group of Cornell
University that *if it is apparent that the Democratic party is a war
party, I shall do all I cen to see there is a third party.'S. The
bait was cbviously proving too tempting for Wallace to resist, but he
still had to be cleanly hoolmd. For this to happen, the former Vice-
President had to be convinced that he would receive strang support,
having previously stated that he would run if he thought he could seoure

1. "The Decline of American Commmisn®. David A.Shannon, PP /eté /v
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three million votes on the peace issue. Such a total did not seem
unreasonable in 1947, when the popularity of Wallace was at its peak.
Undoubtedly the Wallace candidacy did finally suffer from his
entanglement with the Commmnists, who were discredited during 1948,
both at home and abroad.

The Progressive vote did undoubtedly suffer because of, firstly,
the Soviet coup d'etat in Czechoslovekia despite the fact that it was
practically bloodless and, secondly, the Bussian blockade of West
Berlin.1. These were foreign issues; the Commmists further discredited
the Progressives by their antics at the Progressive party convention 2.
and, as if to drive the last nail into Wallace's political coffin,
President Trumsn started his campaign towards re-election with a number
of truly liberal proposals, designed to win back dissident supporters of
former-Pregident Roosevelt. 3.

Before theseattacks, however, the Progressives received a great
boost during the Chicago judicial elections of November, 1947. The
local Progressive party received a total of 113,000 votes out of
the 700,000 cast for the? judgeships on the Cook County Superior
Court that were up for re~clection.4.

Wellace was duly impressed with the results. However, it would
have served him well to have first noted a mumber of local issues,
which undoubtedly affected the result. Firstly there was what the
Americans refer to as the 'Jim Crow'! factor.5. Democrats and
Republicans alike had, for many years, refused to nominate a negro
for Superior Court office. The Progressives played to negro sentiment
and unrest by nominating several well-qualified negro attorneys for
county judgeships. Secondly the good showing of one particular

1. "From Yalta to Vietnam". David Horowitz. 2 70/
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Progressive candidate, Prafessor Homer FeCarey of the North-Western
University Law School mainly resulted from his opponent being exposed

as & particularly close friend of a lawyer whose clients were usually
Chicago gangsters, Such an exposure gained the support of every

Chiocago newspaper for Careys Thoss issues were not of course Wallace
issues, as Wallace would have found out had he taken the troubls to

do a little research of his owne Instead he carried an blindly
believing that Chicago was rapidly emerging as a Progressive stronghold.le

Fearing a liberal State of ths Union msssage by Truman in January
1948, and a oorresponding reduction in third party sentiment, the
Communists made every effort to get Wallace to declare his candidacy
in December.2.

At a PoCo.A. national ccmmittee meeting held in Harlem in mide
December, a power struggle developed as to whether to ask Wallace to
rm as an independent candidate. The notable asdvocates of suoh a
course who sat on the committee were Vito Marcantonioe A.L.P. Congressman
for East Harlem, John Abt, and the then Communist writer Howard Faste
Ranged against them were Frank Kingilon, a co=chairman of the P.C.A.,
Bartley CoCrum, a San Francisco attourney, and Robert W.Kenny, a former
California Attourney~Gensral, Almost insvitably the victors in this
struggle were the Communists and their allies, whereupon Kingdon and
Crun resigned fram the movement, the first of many resignatioms, which
reached tidal proportions as the year progressed, and the Commmists
gained further ocontrelede

At this juncture the left-wing union leaders moved their Wallace
endorsemsnt programms into top gear, finighing with a three dey spurt

1. "The Decline of Amsricen Communism”. David A.Shanmncn, 72/« ¢
2. "Henry A.Wallace: Quixotic Crusads 1948", Karl M, Sohmidte A2J¢
3. "Tho Decline of American Communism™, David A.Shannon, ~/%9
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of aotion that could be timetebled thuste
Dagembor 27
The Natienal Executive board of the Bridges Union endorsed ths

candidature of Wallace and the formation of a third party, an action
repeated by two locals of the Rubber Workers meeting at Akron,

December 28

 The Ford Local 600, which was Amsricats largest U.A.W. local,
a3 woell ag the last remaining to have a strang Communist caucus,
telegraphed Wallace, urging him to declare himself as & candidete
for President.

Decenber 29

Wallace was med in Chicago by Hugh Bryson, Elmer Benson and
other Progressive leaders, who, after conferring with their potential
candidate, issued a press release which stated the happenings pertinent
to party affairs as fram December 16,1,

Later that night Wallace spcke on e national radio network, end
announced his candidacy, in doing so sgying ‘We have assembled &
Gideon's army, small in number, powerful in conviction, ready in
action's The Communist party, and the Pecple®s Progressive party,
hed its candidatee2e

Wallace®s decision to cantest the election was greeted with.
enthusiesm by the Communistse Their joy, however, was shortlived.
&s with that other left-wing federation of groups, the Socialist
party, there was a great deal of internal feuding within the Pecplets
Progressive party, and one could sgy with camplete justificaticn that
the coalition that was the Pecplets Progressive perty began to dissclve
almost immediately after Wallace®s announcement,

1, "The Decline of Americen Communism', David A.Sherncn, A2 7/ "‘9// Jo
2. Ibid, H/5¢
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The A.L.P. leaders in New York greeted Wallsoe®s decision with
suoch enthusiasm that within three dgys the Amalgemated Clotbing
Workers, and & number of other non-fBommunist C.I.O. uniens im
New York left the party. Hore serious, however, was the rif't
that ecourred at the January group of the C.I.0. Exeautive Board
held in Washington, when the allience between the Murrgy growp and
the Communists completely broke downele

The night before the Executive Board met, a meeting of left=wing
union leaders was held in the room of Communist labour secretary
John Williemsen in the Hays=Adems Hotele2, At this cancuasfhey were
instructed by Williamson to try and ssoure the passage of a pro-Wallace
resolution at the next dgqy's meetings However, this plan was foliled
when the Board Meeting ran over into a secand day. £t a secormd caucus
in Williemsen®s room, the night between the board sessions, the left-
unionists repeorted it highly unlikely that any suoh pro-ffallace
regolution would passe Williamson then direoted them te stell, in
order to try to get ths C.I.0s to take no position at all on the third
party issue for anothsr monthe.4.

It was hoped that a monthts delsy would be edequate to influence
the C.I.0s to come out in favour of Wallaces This was largely
because in a month & special Ceongressional election was to be held
in the Branx in which the Ccmmunists expected Leo Isaaoson, the pro=
Wallace A.L.P. candidate to do welle A good showing, it was felt,
would influence the C.I.0., decisione

1, "The Decline of American Communism™, David A.Shannon, P15
2o "The Strategy of Deception™, Jeane J.Kirkpatrick, Pics
Se Among thoss present were such noteble redicals as ‘Red Mike!

Quill, Harry Bridges, James Matles, Ben Gold, &be Flazer,
Joseph Selby, Jobn Santo, Irving Potash and Donald Henderson.

4, "The Decline of American Cormunism™, David A.Shannon, PIS s
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£t the next day's session, however, the left~wing unionists lost
their motion to posfpone, when the board voted by a majority of 53
votes to 13 to condemn the Wallace candidacy. As if to rub salt
in open wounds, the C.I.0. then passed a furtbher resoluticn which
gave their total support to the Marshall Plan. The worst was yet to
oame for the C.T.0. Communists, however, for within two weeks of the
J anuary board meeting, Lee Pressman was forced to resigne 1In March,
Bridges was sacked as C.I.0. reglonal organiser for nothern Californiae.
Within two years the left-wing unions were expelled fram the C.I.0.
altogether, and by 1056, the year of Hungary and of Poland, there were
almost no left-wing unions left, in existence.le The Communists paid
a bhigh price in retribution when they attempted to sever the link
between the C.I.0s 4nd the Democratic Partye.2e

Such setbacks within the lebour movement, however, were more
than campensated, or so the Communmists thought, by the result of the
special congressional eleotion held on February 17, 1948, in the |
24th Congressionel District of New Yorks Leo Isacoson, running on
the A.L.P, ticket won the election by an almost two to cne majoritye.
Isasoson polled a total of 22,697 votes, over 10,000 more than his
Democratic opponent who geained 12,578 votese3.

Such a result, which proved to be the high tide of Wallace success,
perhaps deserves greater anslysis. Firstly, the 24th Congressional
District was a poor community, whose ethnic origins were samewhat mixed.
About two-fifths of the cammunity were Jewish, but the area also oontained

le "The Decline of American Communism®, Devid AeShannon, #Z /§°§"
2. "The Strategy of Deception". Jeene J. Kirkpatrick, /775"

3¢ The Liberal candidate, standing independent of the
Democrat gained 3,840 votes, whilst the Republicans

ained a total vote of less than $,000,
?"Tha Decline of Americen Communism™, Deavid A.Shannon.,) A2 /47



large pockets of Irish, Negro and Pusrto Rican pecplese The
Communists exploited the dissatisfaction of these groups for their
omn advantage.

Jewish sentiment proved the easiest to swgy, for the electian
was held before Isresl's independence, and at a time when many Jewish
voters considered Trumants Palestins polioy to be one of appeasement
to the Britishe Isascson's workers rallied hundreds of Jewish votes
with a pamphlet, printed in Yiddish, charging that "Prumen spills
Jewish blood for Arab oil's Such charges, of course, could not fail
to win votes. More notable, however, were the A.L.P. successes in
the Irish Catholic neighbourhoods In 1946 the A,L.P. polled only ome
vote in ten in the predominantly Irish electoral districts. In the
special eleotion, however, Isaacson carried five Irish neighbourhoods,
and did reasansbly well in all the others.

Samuel Lubell, a contemporary political analyst, attributed
this increased Irish vote to the anxiety of that community over ths
changing ethnic character of the area,.

The strength of the Negro and Puerto Rican vote was cbtalned
purely by hard works The Congressional district itself had between
800 and 1,000 resident Communist party members, whose vigorous campaign
was supplemented by a further 300 members of the A.L.P, On election
dgy it has been estimated that Isescson hed en orgamisation of 4,000
people working for himel. .

The Iseacson organisations ethnic campaign is best exemplified by
the composition of the pletform speeches at the traditional evewcfe
poll relly. Isaacscn, who was himself Fewish, was joined by Henry
Wallace in denouncing Truman's Palestine policys Wallace also
attacked the American attitude of *Jim Crow®, end to that end was

le "The Deoclins of Lmerican Communism®, David A.Shannon,
FP 1) fi5 ¥
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eided by Negro singer Paul Robeson, later to surrender his passport
because of Communist aotivitiess Robesan first pointed out that
Southern white supremacists were Democrats, and then introduced a
young negro veteran, the victim of a brutal Southern policemans

The combination of Robescnts observations and the youthful veterant's
silent testimony undoubtedly served to deny the Democrats meny votes.
Regroes then, as at the present time, were wnwilling to acknowledge
the cbvious differences between Northern and Southern Democoratse

That Robeson's speech was irrelevent mattered 1little; it still fanned
anti-white supremicists and thus pro-Isaescacn feelinge

The ethnic composition of the plstform was completed by
Coangressman Vito Marecantonio, who could amass a large Puerto Rican
following in his district, and Mike Quill, the Irish leader of the
trensport workers.le

By thus playingfor the support of minority groups, which in New
York bappen to be majority groups, the Wallece forces gained an
overwhelming viotory. The result did muoch to cause jubiletion in the
Wallace cemp, as well as greatly alarming the Democrats.s Within two
days of the Bronx election, Senator J.Howard McGrath, chairmen of the
Democratic party*s national committee, in a broadcast speech, ell
but invited Wallace to return to the Democratic foldeZ2e

Democratic hopes were jolted further, however, the following
week when Democratic Senator Glen Teylor, a hamsspun Idaho mixture of
politician and singing oowbqy, cest his lot with Wallace, and announced
that he would seek the Vice-Presidentiel nominatione Whilst even at
this point few thought that Wallace oould win the electlion, meny did
think that the Progressives would split the Democratic votes as
Theodore Roosevelt had split ths Republicans in 1912, At this time

1., "TFhe Declins of Americen Communism®, David A.Shannon, A /§ ¢
‘2. "Henry AMallece: Quixotio Crusade 1948", Karl M.Schmidte /7 X
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the Wallace group was both confident and optimistice Communist and
n‘on-Ccmmuniat each realised that the one was complementary to the

others The Wellaece partisans were gratified with the organisational

job that the Communists could accomplish, whilst the Communists for

their part were pleased with Wallace's apperent appeel to the electorate.l,

The context of Wallace's speeches during the latter half of 1947

- and early 1948 reflected the-Communist line more accurately tham before.
This Communist breekthrough was caused by the inadequeocy of two young
peoples The first was Lew Frank, who was Wallace's pro=Communist
principael speech writer, and who was called upon to write on subjeots

such as the Marshall Plan in Congress 1947-8, and the Communist group

in Czechoslovakia, subjects a more experienced writer would have found
difficult to handles Frank was hslped by a young newspaperwomen,

named Tabitha Petran, who, efter serving with 'P.M.'2. and 'Time! joined
the fellow-travelling 'Nationel Guerdien's To supplement her knowledge
of politics and international affairs, she helped to organise a research
group of intellectuals which met weekly in the Manhatten home of Frederick
Vanderbilt Field to discuss the context of Wallace®s speeches. Prominent
members were Field himself, an expert on Bastern Asia, and & frequent
contributor on that subject for YPolitical Affaira', Marion Bachrach,
later a Smith Act defendant, and Victor Perlo, once an economist for the
Wer Production Board and the Department of Commerce. Other members were
David Ramsey, a contributor to ths *Communist® as early as 1936 as an
expert on German affairs, and Walter Schlieper, a Germen refugse who wrote
for the overseas News Agency, a non-Communist press assooiation, under

1, "Henry Wallace: The Man and the Myth". Dwight MacDonald. Pl

2. A mogazine owned by Max Lurner and oonsidered to control.
the A.L.P.
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the nom-de=plums of Maximillisn Soheer. Following the election
Schlieper was to defeot to the Commmist bloc, and was known later to
be working in East Berlin,

This group ensured that Wellace was reading their words, words
with which the candidate did not egree, and some of which he was later
to regrete Ons such instance concermed the Communist group dtetat in
Czechoslovakia, an act whioh outraged American public opinion. The
position that Wallace took, or rather the group tock on behalf of
Wallace, was what the candidate termed four years later as his
grostest mistakeele

This mistake by Wallace gave riss to meny charges of Camunist
oontrol of the Progressive party, and was one of the reasons for the
increasing number of defections fram the Progressive party, especially
in the Western states.

In Colorado, so cbvious was the Commmist take-over bid, that the
state®s most important Progressive, Charles Greham, a former regional
chairman of the War Labour Board and nominee to the national platform
committee, left the movement, and did not even go to the national
conventione Similar Communist infiltration cost the Progressive
movement the state chairman of Nevada, George Springmeyer, and some
of their most able leaders. 2.

As early as January, 1948, the Progressive Citizens meeting in
canvention at Chicago had adopted a number of resolutions which were
destined to form the framework of the party platforme3. This framswork
was very much a Communist-inspired dooument, denouncing the Marshall Plan,
and Truman's foreign affairs polioy; demending that the manufacture of
atom=bombs- should be discontinued; promising the public ownership of stsel,
coal, the reilways and public utilities, and condemning red baiting as a

1, "Ths Deoline of American Communism®™ David A.Shanmon, 276/
2, Thid, AP b4/s6 ¢

3. "Third Party Movements in the United States." William B, 2@«
Hesseltine.
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'Hitlerian technique®s Wallace already committed to being a third
candidate in the election, appeared at the Canvention, and further
echoed the Communist standpoint by blaming big business and the Truman
administration for inflation in the nation's eoonaqy, by condemning
private monopolies, and by pronouncing the two main parties as united
in a progremme leading to war,

It was not wntil six months later, in Philadelphia, however,
that the party ré_deivéd its formal christening,l., The Progressive
party was born dQuring late July in the city of Brotherly Love, Ths
atmosphere in convention, however, was serious and far from brotherly.
The conventions of minor parties, unlike Democratio and Republican
oonventions are, by tradition, quiet and staid, the comnvention of the
Peoplets progressive party was neither. The Convention presented a
front of enthusiasm, ensured by the transportation of 10,000 supporters
by train from New York, and syntbetic folksiness. The latter was
supplied by prdfessional artistes, such as People*s Song Ino.,, and
Pete Seeger, amateur folk-singers, and climaxed by the sppearance of
Vice-Presidential ocandidate, Glen Taylor, who strummed his guitar
whilst singing the campaign hymn, 'Friendly Henry Wallace'.2.

Behind this innocent facade the Communists were stamping their
authority upon the movement, menceuvres which were to cause further
defections from the party.

Whilst the Communists did not form a majority of ths platfomm
committee, there were enough non=Communists who agreed with some parts
of the party line to allow Communists and their close ellies to write
most of the platforme It was olear that the platform committee was
divided on the issue of Communists admission to the party so much so that

l. "Third Party Movements in the United States"™. William B Acpgs-
- : Hegseltins,

2. "The Decline of Amerioan Communism". David A.Shamnon, 276 5
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Rexford GeTugwell of the University of Chicago, the temporary chairman
of the camittee, almost immediately began to withdraw froam the perty,
end it was only with great reluctance did he accept the unopposed
nomination of permanent chairmen of the platform committee.

Tugwell himself was in the centre of the convention's biggest
controversy, that of Pusrto Rican independence, an objeotive which the
Communists supported and fostered by trying to meke it appeer that
Puerto Ricans suffered under American imperislism, The pro-independence
faction on the committee was led by Vito Marcantonio, who found himself
opposed by Tugwell, who had previously seen service as Governor of the
islend, Eventually Marcantonio was forced to yleld on that issue, end
Tugwell had the setisfaction of seeing hls cwn plan of self=-determinetion
for Puerto Rico on the party manifesto.le

On the Convention floor itself, the Communists and their allies also
made their influence felt, the most notable instances being in the keynote
speech of Charles PsHoward, an Iowe negro, and Wellace's acceptance speechs
Both of these were written understandebly with a Communist slant, by two
redio writers, Millard Lempell, himself a Communist, and Allan E.Sloanse,

a man who whilst no longer being a card-carrying Communist, oould
adequately fit into that bloc of left-wing humenity known as %fellow=
travellers'.2.

On only three occasions were the Communists chsllenged in Convention
by the non-Communists,-each occesion bringing failure to the non~Communists.
The first dispute was concermed with the composition of the Progressive
party's national ccmmittee, which wes 8o arganised as to ensure packing
by Communists and fellow travellers. The second occasion arose ovér
a platform calling for liberation of those Macedonians who were still
living in a state of *cppression' in Greece, 30 as to bring them in lins

1, "The Decline of American Communism®™. David A. Shemnon, #*° 7€ i'/" 7
2. Ibide /Pr)e
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with their brothers in Bulgaria end Yugoslavia. Such cbvious pro=
Commmnist pclicies, brought ebout the third dispute, This toock the
form of a resolution on foreign policy termed the *Vermont Resolutiont
whereby Jeames Hayford, Chairmen of the Vermont delegation, strove to
give the foreign policy section of the platform a less~Russien look,
Such efforts, however, were to no aveil in the face of steam=roller
aotion by the Communistsele

The Communists also manipulated the conventions of the *Young
Progressives of America' held directly after the main convention,
although, in this instance, the co~chairmen, Christine Walker of
Detroit, and Alvin Jones, a negro from the Southern University Law
School at Baton Rouge, met greater resistance from the non-Communists
than did their senior counterpartse

The first day ended in chaos following an indecisive vote, a
state of affairs which apparently alarmed the Communista, who secured
the passege of a vote effectively ending the oonvention. The vote
in fect granted the Y,P.A. nationel council power to act as the
ocaventionts agent regarding all unfinished business. The cmvention
then edjourned without even adopting a platforme2e

At the mein oonvéntion, however, the Communists carried all
bef'ore them, not because they formed a majority of the delegates =
they did not. The Communist conmvention viotories were dus solely to
the fact that the Communists were an orgenised, united group, whilst
their opponents were disorgenised and divided. There was no non-
Communist Progressive leader willing to step forward and leed an
anti=-Communist caucus,

Por his part, Wallace never discouraged the Communists, although

le "The Decline of American Communism®. David A.Shammon, 4/ J¢
2, Ibid, P/
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he did see them as a threat to his candidacy, and even once l. asserted
that if the Communists chose to run their own presidentiel candidete

the Progressives would lose 10,000 Comnunist votes, but gain three
million non-Commmnist votes. On what grounds he made this assumption
ons will never know, however; it would seem likely thaet an indspendent
Communist candideture would have resulted in a nett gain of votes by
the Progressives, especially in view of the heppenings within the

party after the Convention., Within a week of the Convention, six
prominent New Mexican Progressives, including the State Treasurer

and Organiser, left the movement.s The same dey, the Chairman

of the Colorado Convention delegation resigned, to be followed in

early August by twelve Progressive leaders from San Matec County,
California, who resigned due to the defeat of the 'Verment Resolution®,
Other Progressives including Rexford Tugwell chose to withdraw gquietly
from the meetinge Such resignations, whilst weekening the party es a
whole, only served to strengthen the Communists' control of the party,
to the extent that copies of the *Daily Worker'! were now sold at Wallace
meetings.2, Wallace, in fact, began to suggest thet the Communists were

now deliberately embarrassing his candidacy in order to keep the Progressive
party small and easily controlled, end, in October, he engeged a new ghost

writer whose ideas more nearly matohed his omede

In all probability, however, the assumption made by w§llaoe wes
inacourate, for there is reascn to believe that the Communist Party

le At a speech in New Hampshire prior to ths Party Convention,

2 "The Decline of Americen Communisn”. David A.Shennon, 22776 /777

3. Henry Wallace:"Quixotic Crusade 1948". Karl M. Schmidt.
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Thesse five incidents were themselves damaging; far more damaging,
however, was the campaign of President Ti'tman, who toured the country
ingisting that a vote for Wallace was a half«vote for Thomas Dewsy,
the Republican candidates Trumaen thus capitalised wpon the fear
of re=action that a few months earlier had stimulated the Wallace
movenment,

A further damaging factor to Wallace's candidature was the
Dixiecrat revolt in the South which helped Truman in the North, for
whilst the President's civil-rights position proved too strong for the
Dixiecrats to stoma.dh, it appealed more than ever to Northern negroes.l.
Wallace, realising he was losing ground to the President, made a vain
effort to capture the Northern negro vote by refusing to speak to
segregated audiences in the Souths Whilst he failed to increase his
Northern popularity, this action did reveal the Southern politicel
climate to the Progressive candidate, who was several times the target
for bad eggs and tomatoes.2e

The result of the elesction held on November 2, 1948, contained
two surprisess Firstly, Wallace proved to himself that he had made
a fatal blunder in launching the People*s Progressive Party, by polling
little over one million votes, and, secondly, overall victory went not
to Thomas Dewey, but to Harry S.Truman, contrary to all predictions.S.

The voting for those candidates polling more than one million
votes was as followss=d,

1. "The South Since 1865", John Samuel Ezelle Put 17

2. "The Decline of Ameriocsn Communism™. David A.Shannon,k® 779/, 90

S¢ "Third Party Movements in the United States™, William B.Hes?g;t}ne.

4+ The complaste statistios regarding the 1948 elsction results
will be foumd in the appendix to this chapter,.



Popular Electoral 1le
Yotes Yotes

Harry S.Truman (Democrat) 24,105,695 303

Thomas Dewey (Republican) 21,969,170 189

Strom Thurmond (States' Right®® 1,169,021 %0
Democrat)

Henry Wallace | (Peoplest 1,156,103 -
Progressive)

Such a result for Wallace was, of course, miserable, particularly
when one considers that the previous April he had spoken optimistically
of geining twenty million votes.

0f greater interest than the total vote, is the analysis of that
vote, for, of his total vote, well over half of it came from New York
City and California, The Wallace vote in New York State was 501,167,
whilst the California vote was 190,381, In California, however, his
vote mainly came from three counties = Los Angeles County, where he
polled 101,085 votes, San Francisco County, 21,492 votes and the
East Bay area of Llamsda County 16,853 votesede

Elsewhere the Wallace vote in the states ocould only be measured
in tens of thousands, with the following states registering significant
votes for the Progressive Candidatese

Pennsylvenias 55,161 votes,
New Jersey: 42,683 "
Michigan: 38,955 *®
Massachusetts: 38,157 ™
Ohio: ' 37,606 " 4,
Washingtons 29,745 %

1. "Pacts sbout the Presidents®. John Nathan Kane, /° <3/
2. Dixieorat.
3. "The Decline of American Commumnism", David A.Shannon, 77 89

4o The ballot in Ohio contained only names of Wallece electors,
without mentioning Wallace or the Progressive Party,
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The Wallace vote was of significance, however, in the states of
New York, Maryland and Michigen, which Truman would have held,had all
those who voted for Wallace, supported the Presidents A fully
representative Progressive ticket in Illinois, where only a write—in
vote for Wallace was possible, and Ohio, might also have given those
Demooratic states to Deweye

In all, however, Wallace carrled only thirty of the nation's
precincts. Seven of these were nsar to Ybor City in Florida, an area
inhsbited mainly by Cuben oigar workers. A further five precincts
were gained in the urban area of Los Angeles, whilst the remaining
eighteen precincts were all in New York, eight of them in Vito
Marcantoniots district, which sent him back to Congress.l.

Wallace also oarried two election districts in East Bramx,
where there was a large workers'! co-operative block of flats, founded
by the Gommunists in the 1920's and leter known as 'Little Stalingred®,
Despite these minor successes in New York City, the 'Daily Worker!
8till complained that Wallace did not even carry some of the traditionally
American Lebour Party strongholds in the Jewish working-cless districts,
where the Democrats increased their vote more than did the A.L.P.

Although the eleotoral defeet meant the end of Wallaoce's political
career 2, as well as the end of Communist influence in the trade unions
and in many liberal circles, the Communists stuck with the Progressives
for a further four yearse The Communists undoubtedly looked to 1952
with optimlsm, for on surveying the election results they said that
the 1948 results sess 'reinforce the view that the foundation of a
national third party, capsble of successfully challenging the reactionary
program of American monopoly was laid in this campaigne3d.

l. Vito Marcantonio carried the entire New York 18th Electoral
District for the American Labour Party, whereas Wallace could
only oarry eight of the districta precinots, thus failing to
emulate his fellow=travelling liesutenant.

24 "The Guardian™ 18th November, 1965, Obituary of Henry Wallace.

3¢ New York State Committee of the Communist Party ='The Election
results in New Yorkt',
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The Communists were unsble to regain their former pesition,
however, due to the probings of the Un-Americen Activities Committee,
and the proseoutions under the Smith Act, as well as other discrediting
factors against Communism such as the Korean War,

Thus any illusions the Communists had of regaining their influence
were shattered at the 1952 Presidential election, when the Progressive
candidate, Vincent Hallinan received the meagre totel of 132,608 votes.le
0f this total, some 64,000 votes came from the Americen Labour Party of
New YorkeZ2e

Gideon's Army was defeateds In 1956 even Communist leaders were
willing to admit publicelly that their third party venture had been a
stupid misteke., Wallace, the 1deallist, was ruined as e politician,
end was later to turn full cirels and support the Truman Administration's
policy in Korea. His Progressive party, or rather the election, was a
year too late, for there is little doubt that had the election been hsld
in 1947 and not 1948, he would have polled more than he did, to go down
into history as another presidential also-ren, and not as a seemingly
embittered idealist thrashed in Trumants triumphal year.

l. 1952 was a disastrous year for ths left-wing elements in
Americen politios. Hallinan received more votes than
Hoopes the Socialist cardidate, thus ending Socialist
Presidential hopese ("The Socialist Party of Americe® 2 <56
David S.Shannon),

2e "Third Party Movements: in the United States®, William B.Hess;lt.’me.
. 9 S.
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Part IT = Chapter I

Socialism in America

The Socialist movement in the United States combined elemsnts of
Eurcpean Marxiam or "Scientific" sociallsm, with a native Americen
utopein form of socialism. le '

The Socialist party's Golden Age coincided with the Progressive
movement af‘ the early twentieth century, though in fact socialism came
to the United States a generation earlier., It drew upon the tradition
of utopien communities that flourished before the Civil War, and on
pest American humanism, redicelism end non-conformity. The impetus of
the movement, however, was derived from the rise of industrial scclety.

The Socialist Lebour Perty originally formed as the Working Men's
Party of the United States in 1876, was fostered after 1880, mainly by
Deniel de Leon, a man of Dutch Jewlsh origin who taught Internationel
Lew and Philosophy at Columbie University in the late 1880%s. 2,

He left the middle-class Nationalist Club Movement, and in 1891 won

nearly 15,000 votes in the New York State guberna.tdrial eleotion. S,

He was, however, opposed to any half-wgy measures and demanded a proletarian
revolution aimed at the unconditional surrender of capitalism, showing
militancy, even hostility, towards the established labour union movement,
something which at times tended to repel even the most dedicated of his
followers. He tried to spreéd marxism in a country which liked neither
theorists nor idealists, being himself convinced that workers directed by
Socielists, could bring capitalism to an end, and then form a new

socialist lsbour movement which he himself hoped to organise. 4e

1. "Third Party Movements in the United States."
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He exerted great influence in the Knights of Labour until
he formed an independent Socielist Trade and Labour Alliance, an
action which won him the jealous enmity of both the declining Knights
of Lebour and the rising American Federation of Labour (4.F.L.)

De Leon never succeeded in assimilating his Socialist Labour
party into the American way of life or winning over the labour movement,
He was & dectinaire Marxist, preaching class antagonisms and excluded
Christian Socialists, Fabians, Traedes Union socialists, and groups which
hoped to work with the Populist partye. le

After 1900, having made little headway, the majority of socialists
began to support the Socialist Party of America, whilst the party of
de Leon becams little more than a rigid secte The failure of de Leon
and his followers thus gave opportunity to a new, more American, socialist
partys. 2.

'In 1897 Eugene Victor Debs, President of the American Railway
Union, organised the Social Democracy of Americe at the Union's, last
convention. This body planned to colonise a Far Western State,
However the era of utopian isolated commumities was 6ver'. Its
declaration of principles stemmed out of the defunct nationalist
movement, and it suffered from the usual left-wing growing pains
of factional dissensioh, personal rivalries of leaders and violent
disputations over policiese. ' ‘

In 1898 it merged with the Social Democratic Party led by Victor
LeBerger ~ a movement which encoursged socialism via democratic action
and representative government., The key to success of this

l, "Since 1900", 0.J.Barck and N.M.Blake, ra 7
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movemsnt being education not revolution, a doctrine far better suited
to the United States than were those of the revolutionary de Leon.
Berger?s great socialist experiment was carried out in the "leboratory™
of Milwaukee, l. a town owing its importance to some extent as being
the lake port for the State of Wisconsin, and probebly more important,
the port of entry of the immigrants (among whom were many Germans)

of that state, 2, He capitalised upon local needs with a socialist
success formula, forming in the process e powerful local machine,
whilst meking himself a national spokesman within the party. He
himself was the first member of the party to sit in Congress, being
the representative for his Milweukee district from 1911 to 1913, end
agein from 1923 to 1929,

The Social Democrats however, constructive polioy mekers although
they were, lacked the flair and colour necessary to an aspiring political
movement, a fault which was rectified when Debs joined the party.

This move, it must be noted, whilst giving prominence to the Social
Deinocrats, also brought Debs into the public eye, and helped him
became Americats best known Socialist, certainly in the first two
decades of this century. 3.

Eugens V. Debs was the product of frontier Indiana, a youthful
veteran of hard reilway life and a dynamic labour organiser, combining
qualities of leedership with a love of mankind so as to becoms a
formidable political leader and sociel evangelist. 1In 1893 he
formed the Americen Railway Union along industrial lines, and in
1894 reluctantly entered the Pullman strike, for which he was later
to serve a prison sentence for contempt of court, following a
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court injunction ordering all union afficers to cease strike activities.
He emerged from prison leaning towards socialism, end for a time lent
his prestige to his utopian comrades in Social Democracy, al'lﬁhough
within three years he had became a convert to complete radical socielism,
and rapidly became a national figure within the party. le

The Socialist Lebour Party ran candidates for national affice
in the 1890's but with little success, whilst the Social Demcoratic
party working on local ievel, and under Bergerts guidance in the
late 1890's showed great strength in the states of Wisconsin, Massachusetts
and New Yorke

In 1900, Debs ran for President for the first time, on the
Social Democratic ticket, with support from a Socialist Labour
splinter group. The platform however was the work of Berger, and
demanded complete government ownership of the means of production
and distribution, and advocated independent political action and
trade: unionism. 2e ’

That year, Debs polled a totdl of 94,777 votes 3, supported by Jotr,
Harrimen the Vice-Presidentiel nominee for the party. This creditable
performance was accomplished without a unifiied organisation behind them,

a factor which made a socialist electoral breakethrough into a solid
entity rather then a dream.

Confusion among Socialists regarding factional and organisational
aifficulties, was soon eradicated, by the formation in 1901 of the
Socialist Party of America. This party, from its formation until the
present day, was to contain the majority of Americen socialists. It did
hovever lose members to other left-wing factions which emerged particularly
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in the period immediately following the First World War, a period which
can only be described as one of radical confusion, and one which will be
dealt with in greater detail below.

The Socialist Party of America was founded in the Magonic Hall
at Indianapolis, to become the first united socialist organisation,
although formed from a coalition of conflicting interests, as its
history was to reveale le

Still insisting upon maintaining a separate existence, however,
were the Socialist Labour Party of de Leon, and a group of radical
reformers called the Fabien Socialistse '

As with all political parties, there were differing views in
the Socialist Party both on socialism, and how those ideals should
be applied to society. On the right of the party stood Victor Berger
and his step-by-step socialists, a group committed to the educetion
of the people and the democratic process, beliefs which had already
brought them eonsiderable success at a local level, particularly in
Milwaukees Towards the centre stood a group of moderates who, like
Berger and his supporters, were committed to education anmd the ballot,
but who also sympathised with a stronger socialist tone in their
progremme, On the left flank stood a group whose ideals might be
termed ‘revolutionary's They had no, one, specific backer, and whilst
they cleimed Debs as their idol, he was often found flirting with the
other two groups in a bid to keep harmony within the party. This move
by Debs shows his shrewdness, not merely as a political leader, but as
an apostle of a new social and moral movement, a movement whose cnly
chance of success lgy in putting ferward a United fronte The left wing
were militant in their desire for party recognition of radicel labour
unicns, and distrusted "Slowcialists", as they dubbed the supporters of

l. "The Socialist Party of America™, David L. Shannon, /aA
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Bergers This latter group looked mere reformers to men who talked

of workers revolts and social revolution in a jargon more common to
Burcpean socielists, such as Keir Hardie and Jean Jaures, than

to a conservative United States of America. Such varying opinions

emong Party members invited dissension, and the history of socialism

in America is one of intra~party strife, rather than success at the
ballot boxs 1l¢ DBecause it was a coalition, the party did not enforce
rigid discipline, something which has become a common feature of Buropean
socialism, This loose structure and semi-independence of its component
parts however mere],yi served to heighten the tendency to factionalism,

During this period, the ultimate socialist goal was a co-
operative commomrrealth, although its immediate demands could only be
called as an advanced form of populism, a dwindling radical movement,
whose views are thought by many to be re-incarnated in ths progressive
movement of the early twentieth century. Socialism's aims were the
public ownership of railweys, public utilities, and mines; goverrment
relief for the unemployed; a shorter working week; abolition of child
labpur; social security legislation; income and inheritance taxes; equal
suffrage; the establishment of the initidive and the referendum in
government; proportional representation in balloting; and the abolition
of the Supreme Court's veto. 2, ' This programme, which, if one applied
the relevant aims to Britain, would, with the exception of the first aim,
recall Shaf'tesbury, Beveridge, Pitt and Chartism, but not modern socialism,
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&g immediate aims, however, they had much to applaud them in their efforts
to attain a similar standard of social welfare as had previously been
enjoyed in Great Britain and Scandinavia. 8Suoh a programme did help

to educate thes American public to the idea that govermment was justified
in its intervention into eooncaic life if it helped promote social
Justice.

Up to World War X, and the "Red scare® the party grew in
membership, vote and influence. Never before er since, has a-
political orgamisation with any kind of Socialist orientation grom
as the Socialist Party did during the first ten to fifteen years of
its existence, Morris Hillquit estimated later that in 1900,
membership of the Sccialist Party of America was as high as 10,000
duss-paying members, although this figure seems anexaggeration, and
was never in faot checked at the time. The important faet, however,
is that in 1904, the afficiel party membership stood at 20,765, end
that Debs, rumning es the Soocislist Party's first-ever Presidential
candidate polled 402,285 votes. 1.

Between 1800 and 1904, the party hed acquired meny liberals
and intellectuals within its ranks, but also gained other less pleasant
edherents from among the "muckreking® journalists and publishers who
seemed to sbound at the time. 2, By 1808, however, the representatives
to the Socielists Coanvention, mede it evident that the working classes
were now & minority within the party, whilst lewyers, smell businessmen,
editors, former politicians ard protestent ministers deminated the partye.

That year the socialists fully expected to poll mearly a milliem
votes in the Presidential eleotion, However, Demoorats and Republicens,
then proclaimed their devotion to reform, arnd the A.F.L, endorsed Bryan,
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Thus in 1908, while the party boasted a membership of 41,751, Debs
presidential vote grew to only 420,715, This despite the use of same

of the such eleotion campaign devices such as a speoial train for Debs
and his entourage, which was soon qubbed "The Red Speciel®. Any
enthusiasm there was on the campaign, however, was net for Debs h:lmse]f,
but for his cause. He was not an erator like Bryam, but an apostle, and
very conscious of the facte He even admitted to being unfitted by
temperament and taste, for the office of President, and was omce believed
to have said to Linooln Steffens "If there were any chance of my electiem,
I wouldn't run, The Perty wouldn't let me. ™. 1, Whilst the statement
may in faoct be trve, the sentiments behind it are hard to believe, if
only for the faot that Debs was never seriously rivalled as his party's
presidential camiidate for over twenty yearse

The pericd of greatest growth of the Soclalist party wes between
1908 end 1912, end during the lsst two years of that period the Sccialists
secured over ane thousand of their members in public office. Their
membership figures at this period claimed 100,000 members. 2e

- They geained two big break-throughs in 1910 when Emil Seidel
was elected Mayor of Milwaukee, and Victor Berger was sent to Congress
as Bepresentetive for his Milwaukee district. In 1914, MHeyer Lomdon,
a Socialist running for one of New York'!s conmgressicnal seets, was
returned to Washington, and from this pericd umtil the mid 1920%s
there were ususlly cne or two socialists in office on Capitol Hill,

By 1911, the socialists had gained camtrol of thirtywthree
cities and towns, tbe more important, besides Milwaukee, being

l. "Americen Socielism 1900-60", HWeyne Morgane rL/
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Berkeley (California), Butte (Mcntana) and Flint and Jackson in
Michigan. 1,

Neither the La Pollette Progressives nor the Socialists were
content with Rooseveltian morality and Wilson's academio idealism.
The Socialists, however, although contimucusly torn by internal
ccatroversy, by "splinter™ mevements, by confliots between foreign
working groups and native American middle-class radicals, made their
basic eriticism of Roosevelt and Wilson by claiming that their
programmes were mere reforms that left the capitalist structure untouched.

As the Sooialists looked upon Roosevelt, so the former Preasident
looked upon them, anil saw them as a growing threat. He considered that
if the major parties did not take steps to reform scoisty themselves, '
then the Socialists might take more drastic action.

During these yesars the Socoialist Party was not a rigid deotrineaire
party, but rather a coalition of regional groups that hed different,
even conflicting, polnts of view. Diversity was the party*s strength,
and in this way the Socialists themselves unoonsciously followed the
pattern of the major partiese Their deolins is the story of movement
awey from an all=embracing pelitical party to a monolithic seot.2.

The most articulate, and one of the most important centres of
socialism was New York, where in lower Manhattan there was socialism
before the partye Here, in soms meighbourhoods, iimtigrants grew up
as socialists, as samo Zmericans grew up Republicans. These were
mainly garment workers, though their leaders were mainly evolutionary
socialists who lived by the pen, writers, such as William James Ghent,

1. "The Era of Theodors Roosevelt™. George E. Mawry, o’ 1
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Gustavus Myers (author of "The History of Great American Fortunes")
Ernest Poole (author of "The Harbour") and his wife Margaret,

Howard Brubaker, Floyd Dell, Max Eastman, Robert Hunter, Charles
Edward Russell, the muckraking journalist, and William English Walling.
Not all the leaders, however, were men who earned a living as authors.
The main figure among New York socialists was Morris Hillquit, a
lawyer, who was supported among his own profession by Louis BeBoudin
(author of "Government by Judiclary™) and Meyer London, sometime
member of the House of Representatives. Academics were represented
by Jessie Wallace Hughan, a PheDe from Columbia University, and
Algernon Lee, Head of the Rand Sohoal of Social Soience, a soocislist
bridge between the intellesctuals and the rankeand-file members of

the partys le

That the rank and f£ile was quick to give hanours to intellectuals
and others likely to bring the party prestige is shown by Charles '
Edward Russell who joined the party in 1908, was naminated for
Governor of New York in 19010, and for Mayor of New York City in 1913,
whilst gaining 54 Convention votes for Socialist presidential
candidate in 1912, 2, '

In other states and regions, the soclialist movement prospered,
or failed te prosper in differing degrees. Socialism in Massachusetts
was said to have reached in high-water mark in 1900, that is before the
Sooialist Party itself was really off the ground. Pennsylvanias
sooialists however oculd boast as many members as New York, aithough
they were wmable to get such startling results as New York, except
in the town of Reading, because their votes were spread aoross the
state, and not ooncentrated in a small areas
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Further West in Ohio, Indiana and Michigan, the tone of socialisam
was distinctly more radical, for it was here that Debs formed his plans '
for industrial unionism in the economic f£ield, and militant socialist
agitation in the political fields Debs offered a Socialist programme
to galn & Socialist vote, unlike the more oonservative elements in the
party who minimised the anti-capltalist aspects of their programme,
in order to attract the non=Socialist vote.l.

The Chicago orgenisation, although strong in terms of membership
and presidential votes, was never able to show a united front, and
never had the success enjoyed by New York and Milwaukee. Despite
its eleotoral successes, Milwaukee was one of the most conservative
centres of Socialism in the country. Built by Berger into an
organisation which covered every precinct, the organisation was
closely allied to the trades union movement, and appealed mainly
to the Germans in a oity which also containsd many Yankees and
Poless It was this ignoring of these two ethnic groups whioh
caused ths socialists to lose their strong position in the Mid-Weste2e

Whereas Socialism in Milwaukee was conservative and methodical,
West of the Mississippi River, in Missouri, Ransas, Arkansas, Texzas
and Oklshoma, it was emotional and radical.s Here the movement was
lead by Kate Richards O'Hare, who arganised encampments, with
speeches, singing, classes, and fund=raising, which not only added
many Great Plains farmers to the cause, but also close=knit the
socialist commumnity which was spread over many miless In a further
effort to make converts the socialists published a cheap periodical
oallsd the "Appeal to Reasn™, This strategy, haed, by 1910, madse
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" the Oklahoma socialist organisation the largest in the union, and
within the state itself the Socialists were almost as strong as
the major parties.

In 1910, the Oklahoma sooialists had 5,842 duss-paying members,
800 more than did New York. The socialist vote in the stete, however,
indicated even greater strength. 1In 1912 Oklahoma polled 41,674 votes
for Debs, that is 16,5% of the total votes cast for Presidential electors
in the state, By the Congressional elsctions of 1914, 52,963 voted the
Socielist tioket, whilst in three counties the party polled one third
of the total vote, After the 1912 eleoction, the Oklahoma scoialists
showed themselves to be the best organised state in ths Union, Each
precinot hed its own party local, bringing Socialist=voting non-members
into the party in ell but 200 of the states 2,565 precincts. As well
as this organisation, it formulated a state programme whioch mixed
Sociaelism and Populism, which wes directly aimed at the farm tenant vote,
& large and important pert of the Oklshama electorate.

For the Socialists, the South was barren lande The party
received little support except fram the two parishes of Vernon
and Winin in Louisiensa, where in 1912, Debs ran ahead of Taft with
5,249 votes due to a combinsed "Hill=billy" and lumberjack vote. By
1916 lumber conditions hed improved in the area, and that year the
Socialist cendidate, Allen Benson polled anly 292 votess

In the Rocky Mountains and Pacific North-Western states the
socialist vote wes significant. Its members were also redical,
for this was the stronghold of Bill Haywood, and the Industrial
Workers of the World, a group whose views have since been termed as
"ansrchosyndicalism™, le »
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In 1912, Debs polled over 10% of the popular vote of Washington,
Jdaho, Montans, Nevada, Californis, where conservative Socialists were
more dominent, and Arizone., Thelr ultra=raedicelism however
prevented them from becoming a real political party, or using their
strength to advantage by refusing alliances with less redical factions
in state legislatures, 4n example of this was the Washington '
socialists who refused to co—-cperate with farmer and labour blocks
of representatives. To these socialists, the Socialist Party wes
an educational or propagandist agency, not a political group.

The Socialists in the state of Celifornia, wp to 1909=10, never
resolved themselves, however, as to whether they were left or right.
Los Angeles was conservative in its views, whilst Sen Francisco socialists
were radicel in theirs, During the winter of 1909=-10 this dispute was
settled with the cmnservatives gaining final control of the state
organisations Almost immediately the conservatives gained another
victory when ons of their number, J,Stitt Wilson, was eleoted Mayor
of Berkeley, running a reform administration on similar lines to
Milwaukeeo

The high tide of Celifornia Socialism was the mayoralty election
of 1911 in Los Angeles. Socialist expectations were high as they
united behind their candidate, Job Harrimen, who was Debss running
mate in 1900,2, However, during the campaign, the party in California
received a blow from which it never recovered. Soame months earlier,
in the autwam : of 1910, the headquarters of the "Los Angeles Times™
was bombed, the culprits were never found, until in tbe middle of
Harriman's campaign, James and John McNamara, two known Socialists,
admitted that they had carried out the outrage. The party was
immediately discrediteds On election day, Harriman received
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50,827 votes against his opponsnts 87,165, and although the perty
went on to elect two state leglslators in 1914, it never again
showed the promise attained before the McNamara affair. 1,

Socialists did not see this as oause for alarm however. By
May, 1912, o total of 1,039 Socialists. hed been elected to affioe,
including 56 meyors, 160 councilmen and 145 eldermen. The
Socialists forsaw a2 greet future in these figures, whereas ths
electorate were really using scoialism as another variant of the
general protest votes They rarely showed a genuine interest in
oreating a soclialist society, by electing Socialists to Congress or
even state legislatures, they werely preferred to vote soccialist in
municipal elections, largely in camnection with protest agalnst
locel corrupticne 2,

The Socialists did however see a need for a Socialist press,
and, epart from the "Appeal to Reason™ which by 1912 had a circulation
of 500,000, they had eight foreign=language, and five English daily
papers, plus 262 English, and 36 foreign-language weeklies, Again,
whilst showing the growth of the socialist press, it does elso show
the reliance the movement placed upon the American immigrant and the
foreign language associationse e 4

As the party prospered, however, its internal weaknssses
magnified and its external enemies multiplied,s At the 1912 Convention
in Indienepolis, Berger even went so far eas to suggest that Debs
might not accept the nomination, even if it were affered him, He
was soan put right by Lewis J, Duncan the pro=Debs chairman for thet
daye. Debs was opposed by Seidel and Russell for the Presidential
nominations On a roll=-call vote, he polled 165 votes, being
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strong in the West and Mid-West, with the exception of California,
Oklahoma, Missouri, and Wisoonsin, which Seidel took for 56 votes and
seoond place. Russell gained 54 votes mainly from the state of New
Yorke Seidel was then elected for the Vice-Presidential candidaoy
over Dan Hogan of Arkensas and John W. Slgyton of Penngylvenia.
Morris Hillquit then managed to get J.Mahlon Barnes, a cigar
manuf'acturer whose morals were the cause of much dissent, appointed
campaign manager. This appointment was made after a lengthy atruggle
between the radicals and the eonservatives within the party, havéver,
despite Deb's upset at the issue being revived, and attacks from
Christian Socialists at the appointment being mede, Barnes stayed,

to do a good job, for even if his morals were suspect, his ability
was beyond reproach. 1.

In the November election Debs polled 897,011 votes, or 6% of
the national vote, anl that against such liberals as Woodrow Wilsan
and Theodore Roosevelt, Sooialists looked once more to the future,
as workers, intellectuals end farmers joined their rankse 2.

Some commentators believe that this dream ended with the advent
of World War One, but even as the last results were coming in, in
November, 1912, the party was beginning to break ups, The split was
a familiar 6ne, between conservatives and redicals.

Firstly, during the campaign of 1912, the party hed incurred a
deficit of g 12,000, Barnes, due to his previous background, was
ecoused, mainly by the Ohio organisaticn, of mismsnaging the campaign.

Secondly, en intermal doctrinal fight led to the expulsion of -
Bill Heywood end his group of actionist revoluticnaries who advoocated
sabotage in industrial disputes. - Within four months membership of

1. "The Socialist Party of America™, David A.Shannon, A2 2%/ 7§
2. "American Socialism 1900-~80", H,Wayne Morgane A r



117.

the party dropped to 40,000, and its middle-class character became
more pronounced with the victory of the Morris Hillquit -~ Viector Berger
factions. 1.

The legislation of Wilson's New Freedom had little Socialist
endorsement, however, end it was foreign affairs and more especially
Buropean affairs which disturbed the sooialists moste The Socialist
Party was opposed to the War in Europe, a stand which had already
cost it its connections with the Secand International, as the latter
hed not ta.kpn any steps to stop the War, Furthermore, socialists
in Germany, France and Great Britain backed the decisions of their
own governmsnt3s. American socialists therefore lent their efforts
to preventing the United States entering the War, rather than attempting
to end the War in Europe, in the belief that the War was & concern only
of businessman, and no affeir of the working classes, This stand was
later to cost the Socialist party many votes, many members, and many of
its leaders. 2. '

Perhaps the first viotim was Charles Edward Russell who undoubtedly
lost the 1916 Socialist Presidential nomination when advocating not wer,
but merely preparedness for it, Hs said at a meeting of the Intercollegiate
Sccialist Society late in 1915, "I believe that America ought to be
prepared to defend itself as the last bulwark of demooraoy.™ Debs,
although disagreeing with Russell, said of him, "There is no instamce
in Amerioan politioa where a man, in order to be trus to his own
cmsoience, deliberately forfeited the nomination for the Presidency
of the United States -~—— such man, however, mistaken, are all too rate
in the World." 3.
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Haywood, forever the extreme radical, proposed that a general
atrike should be held in ths event of war being declared. This
was hardly a practicable measure however, A more sound proposal
came from the still comparatively unknowm Allan Benson, who said that
a referendum should be held before any declaration of war. This
proposal was endorsed by none other than William Jennings Bryan. l.

Benson had earlier geined prominence within the party for his
anti-war articles in the "Appeal to Reason", articles which advanced
him from e party unknown, to Presidential candidate in 1916, Included
in Benson's platform was the demand "That no war shall be declared or
waged by the United States without a referendum vote of the entire
people, except for the purpose of repelling invasion." 2.

So attracted to the principal of direct-legislation were the
socialists that in 1916 they nominated their national candidates
by perty referendum, rather then at the traditional carnival, wherein
America is seen to be a political union, the party econventione

Debs refused to be considered as Presidential nominee, firstly
because of his poor health, secondly because of his wife's wishes,
and thirdly be wished to make way for a younger man, Both Hillquit
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end Berger were already out of the running because of the Constitutional

artiole requiring the President to be a natural born Americane 3.

The field was thus limited to three candidates, Allan Benson,
James Hudson Maurer, a trade unionist from Reading, Pennsylvanie, and
Arthur le Sueur, from Minot, North Dakota, end Vice-President of the
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Pecple's College, Fort Soott, Kanses. In the eleotion Benson .
narrowly defeated Maurer, whilst le Sueur finished a poor third,

The second place on the ticket went to George Re.Kirkpatriok of
Newark; New Jerseys A teacher in the Rand School in New York,
he was a vigorous anti-war speaker and pemphleteer, who gained
. the nomination by beating Kate Richards OtHare, the party organiser
in Oklshoma. le

Benson however proved an uninspiring leader, polling only
585,115 votes, about two~thirds of Debs voting=strength four years
earliers, In only one state of significant socialist strength,
Oklehoma, did Benson better the Debs vote, and this can probably
be attributed to the fact that it was here that the "Appeal to
Reascn", by which Benson had maede his name, had its greatest
ciroulation and influences In Indiana the Presidential candidate
actually ran behind the rest of his ticket,

Not all the blame for this reversal should be shouldered by
Benson however., There were several other important factors which
oounted towards his defeats The party itself was weaker than in
1912, the party membership rolls being some 35,000 names shorter
than four years ealier, The party also lost votes because of its
anti~war stand, whilst the expulsion of the Haywood Syndicalists end
the defection of others to Wilson and the New Freedom, was of no
use when it cams to ths hard fact of voting. 2.

In 1917, when the United States entered World War One, the
socialists held an Emergency Convention in St.Louis to declars their
opposition to ite The delegates were predominantly middle=~class
native born Americans, who voted, by a three~towcne majority, that

1, "The Socialist Party of America". David A.Shannon. 2 @
2 "Ibid", P 2}
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entry into the war wes a oriminal aot, pronounced the war to be a
cepitalist conflict, end called for all socialists to resist
conscription. '

This dogmatic stand cost the party such men es Charles Edward
Russell, Williem English ®alling, Jobn Spargo, author of a pro-war
report to the Convention, A.M.Simons, W.J.Ghent, Allan Benson,
G«G.Phelps Stokes, end Gustavus Meyers, le¢ Not only was their
influence lost to the party but in some places it was actively
raised against their former socislist colleagues. Simons and
Meyers even went so far as to associate during the war with an
anti-socialist patriot organisstion, although the mejority of these
pro-war socialists preferred to organise themselves into a society
called the Social Democratic League of America, an organisation
Hillquit sarcastloally, though rightly, called "An organisation of
leaders without followers." 1In the summer of 1917, this group
tried to form & oommon cause with the Progressives, who had been
left stranded by Roosevelt in 1916, Prohibitionists and Women
Suffragettes. They held their first national conference in
Chicago, in October, 1917, when it took the name of the Naticnal
Party. 2o It formulated a platform which, whilst progressive, could
hardly be said to be radical. Politiocally the party supported Women's
suffrage, direct legislation, the short ballot, proportionel representation,
better absentee voting provisions and prohibition. Eo‘cmdmica.l]y the
party was for the extinotion of land moneopoly, public ownership (the
party refrained from using the term'socialisation!) of reilweys anmd
public utilities, the sbolition of grain speculation, the extension of
postal savings services, the provision of old-age pensions, better

1l "The Socielist Party of Americe™, David A. Shanncn, 22 99/700

2. "Third Party Movements in the United States",
Williem B. Hesseltine. ~7 9
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factory inspection, and the ebolition of child labour. Despite such
a platform, the Nationalists proved effective as a bridge for some
socliallists to oross over to the Demooi'ats. l, The anti-war position
of the socialists therefore proved, in the end, an element of strength,
Whilst it was true that meny intellectuals were lost to the party,

the majority of the rank-and-file members stood firm. Membership in
some of the Western states did drop, but this drcp was compensated by a
strengthening of the Socialists position on the Bastern seeboard,
particularly in New Yorke

In the natiomwide elections during the autumn of 1917, the
Socialists of Rew York were more spectacular in defeat, than were
their victorious party colleagues in other parts of the Union.
Their joy was for Morris Hillquit, who polled 145,332 votes in the
New York meyoralty elections This was the largest vote any
Socialist candidate for that office has polled before or since. He
atill, however, finished third in a four-cornered race, Whilst
Socialists could rejoice in the fact that he was only slightly
behind John P, Mitchell, the Fusion cendidate and ran nearly
100,000 votes ahead of the reguler Republican candidate,¥illiem F.
Bennett, no ans could deny that John F. Hylan, candidate of Tammeny
Hell, won easily. 2.

Certain aspeots of Hillquit's vote, however, do deserve further
consideration. His total vote showed an increase of 400% over
Russell's vote in 1912 and was heaviest in neighbourhoods; dominated
by first and secand gensration immigrants, especially from Eastern

1. "Third Party Movements in the United States."
Williem B. Heasseltine., #79

2, "The Socialist Party of &merica" David A.Shannan, 7 /0 #
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Buropes This may have been in part a personel vote for Hillquit who
was himself a Russien Jewish immigrant, with a command of some
Eastern European languages', but there was also probably a vote

caused by the ferment of social revolution in Russia. Despite

the feot that he was not elected, Hillquit did manage to carry into
office, ten state assemblymen, seven city aldermen and one municipal
Judgs.

The New York results, plus the faot that in 15 seleoted North-
Bastern cities the Socialists polled 21.6% of the total municipal
vote, led Debs to write "The tide has sharply turneds The Socialist
Party is rising to powere. It is growing more rapidly at this hour
than ever in its history.™ 1l Unfortunately for the Socislists
however, this view was shared by war-inspired nationalists who
brought the full force of government and mcb action upon the
Sooielists, So-called patriotic organisations not only denounced
the Socialists, but even encouraged mobs and local law officers to
proceed ageinst them. Seven states passed laws abridging freedom
of speech, assembly end press. A further blow cams when Congress,
in June 1917, passed the Espionage Act, which imposed censorship
and mede obstruction of the draft a federal offences The man who
impaired the Socialist movement most, however, wes Postmaster-General
Albert S.Burleson, Under powers granted by the Espionage Act he
could deny not only full mailing privileges, but second class meiling
privileges to newspapers oontaining material considered to be in
violation of the fct. 2. The "American Scoialist", which was
published in Chicago, fell foul of this less than one month after

1, "The Socialist Party of Americe", David A.Shannan, A~705

2+ "Third Party Movements in the United States". William B.Hesseltine,
A 29
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the aot was passeds Other socialist publications were similarly
denied the use of the mails, until the socialist press was effeotively
muzzled.

In Oklahoma, ths "Appeal to Reason™ defected to join those in
favour of the war and the party collepsed after being implicated in
the Green Corn Rebellion. This was a sharecoroppers revolt which
planned to march on Washington, seize the government, and end the war,
The attempt failed miserably, the rebellion being suppressed without
even a deolaration of martisl lawe Whilst it cannot be denied
that it ruined socialism in Oklahcms, this was the only organised,
and militant protest against the ware. 1l

Apart from these exchanges, the Socialists also ran &foul of the
Department of Justice. The blame here however, should lie with
Judges, distrioct-attournies and juries who were over-zealour in carrying=-out
their duties. It would be unfair to level any criticism at .&ftomay—
General Thomas W.Gregory who showed more restraint and jJudiociocusness than
did his cabinet colleague Burleson. Despite Gregory's efforts, however,
prosecutions were numerous. One is outstanding, firstly because it
involved Eugent V.Debs, secondly because it showed the lengths to which
the government was willing to go, even stoop, in order to suppress
radical dissent. 2. '

Debs was seized following an anti-war speech which he delivered
to the Ohio State Convention of the Socialist Party in June 1918, at
Canton, Ohios He offered little defence at his trial, and was
sentenced to ten years imprisonment. Following appeals, Debs
finally went to prison five months after the war was over for making

1, "Third Party Movements in the United States". William B, 79
Hesseltine,

2., “American Socislism 1900-60%, HWoyne Morgan, AS*
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'a speech which the Department of Justice itself had not been convinced
was in violation of the lews Wilson's administration had ocbviously
decided to make and example of the Sooialists, and who better to

use than Debs. In fact Debs was not released until Christmas Day,
1921, when President Harding signed the documents necessary for

his releasesle

Following a National Exeoutive Committee meeting in St.Louis in
1918, whioch produced a clash between the right and left wings of the
party, party membership dropped that year to 74,519, An increase
was shown during the first half of 1919 of 65% over the previous
year, no doubt due to the impact of the revolutions teking place in
Eastern Burope. Statistiocs, however, taken out of context can be
deceptive, and despite the rise in membership figures, other factors
must be taken into account when comparing the party's strength with
other years. Firstly the party press was impotent. Secondly many
of the party leaders were either in prison, or on bail pending appeal,
Thirdly, internal strife within the party was more intense then ever
befores Fourthly, relations with organised lsbour were more strained
than before the war., Fifthly, there was the widespread hosgtility of
a large segment of the public towards socialists and radicals, amd
lastly the western faction of the perty was in the same weak and
disorgenised position as it wes at the turn of the century. Thus,
despite any inoresse in membership figures, the Socialist Party was
far weeker in 1918, than it hed been a year previously. 2.

Nor did the end of the war bring any slackoning in the government®s
anti=Socialist campaign. Anti-redicel hysteries was stirred up by
ultre~petriotic organisations such as the Americen Legion and actively

1. "Facts ebout the Presidents™, Joseph Nathan Kane, Plog

2. "The Socialist Party of America", David A.Shanmon. /Ara/
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supported by A.Mitchell Palmer, the new Attournsy Genersle, Palmer
succeeded Gregory in March, 1919, to commence a new period of Socialist -
beiting, a leading feature of which was the deporting of alien redicalsel.
The weakening of the party's position because of such depb:tétions was
balanced by e large amount of sympathy received by the Socialist following
the refusal of Congress to seat Victor Bergere It was in April, 1919,
that Congress met in e special session, and refused to seat Berger,

who was the duly-elected representative of his Milwesukee distriot.

He was denied his seat not because he was a socialist, but because

he was guilty of violating the Espionage Acts To refuse him his seat

on these grounds, however, was in anticipation of fact, because Berger

- was on bail pending eppeals In December, 1919, a special election was
held to £il11 the vecancy. Berger was again nominated, and re-elected,
despite the intervention of a fusion candidate, That Berger was

the undoubted choice of his district, made no impression upon the

House of Representatives who again denied him his seat. 2.

This was not the only case of a duly elected socialist being
denied his seat. In November, 1919, two New York socialists,
Aigemon Lee and Edwaerd F.Cessidy, were elected to municipal office.
Unlike the case of Berger however no vote was taken to deny them
their seat, rather by diverse methods they were prevented fram taking
office until nearly two years later, only two months before their
terms of office were to expire. 3.

Such anti-redical hysteris, however, waned after the elsotion of 1920
by this time the Marikists in the Socialist Party had broken awsy fram their
ccnservative comrades, so as to be beyond reconciliation. Many of these
dissidents were members of the Slavic federations who in 1917 boasted a
membership of 57,248 or 53% of the party's total membership.

1. "Third Perty Movements in the United States™. S
William B.,Hesseltine,

2.  "Phe Socialist Party of Americe® David A.Shannon, /73«
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The members of these lepguage federations were to have an overwhelming
majority in the Communist Party in the early dgys, and a significant
membership in the Communist Lebour Party,

The leadership of the Left Wing, as the Marxists were known prior to
their split with the Socialists, was not unlike that of the old Guard in
ethnic origin end social position. It inluded such unlikely Sccielists
a8 John Reed, o well to do Harverd greduate, who once advooated the
storming of the Atlanta Federal Penitentiary in order to free Debs,
and the millionaire William Ross Lloyd. 1.

Prior to the Russian revolution, however, though both Left Wing and
conservative old guard factions had existed, their differences were little
more than acedemio. It was not until November, 1918, when the Slavic
Federations of Chicago formed the Communist Propeganda League, that the
left began to organise actively against the 014 Guarde About a week later
the Lettish Federation of Boston issued the first copy of its radical
peﬁo&ical "Revolutionary Age™ edited by ome Louis Freaina,whose later
dubious activities were a factor in the disruption of the American Left,

In 1919, seven hanguage Federations, with a total membership of
25,000-30,000 were expelled from the party for associating with the
Left Wing, The Michigan Socialist organisation was also expelled for
similar reasons. These two groups met at the Nationel Conference of
the Left Wing in New York on June 2lst., where they advocated the
immediate formation of a Communist party. The rest of the delegates
wanted to preserve party unity, not by forming a splinter party, but by
winning control aof the Socialist Party at its Emergenoy Convention
to be held in Chicago on August 30th,

When the Conference defeated by a vote of 55 to 38, a motion
to organise immediately a new party, 31 delegates from Michigan and
the Language Federation bolted the meeting. 2.

1. "The Socialist Party af Americe”, David A.Shannon, #2727

2. "Socialism and American Life". Dcnald Drew Egbert and Stow
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Within three weeks after the close of the Conference the seceeders
announced in "Novy Mir", the Chicago publicetion of the Russian Federation,
the formation of the Communist Perty of America, emd called the new Party's
first convention for Chicago on September lste Such an action could not
expect, nor did it get full Left Wing support, thus the last week ib
August 1919 saw all varieties of Marxists converging on Chicago to hold
national conventionse

The Machinists Hall was the scene for the battle for control of the
Emergenoy GConvention of the Socialist Party, beginning on 30th August.
This was expected to be a struggle for control of the party between the
014 Guerd and the Left Wing. The convention at the hall of Chicago Russian
Federation, now renamed the Smolny Institute was that of the Communist
Party of America, and was by ocmparison, expeoted to be more sedate.

The rift at the Socialist Convention ended in Joseph Goldwell of
Rhode Island urging all Left Wing delegates to bolt the Convention,
within hours all but 26 of these delegates had dome so, and from these
a committee was gppointed to confer with the Communist Party, it did not
however commit itseif to a merger with that party. 1,

' Proceedings at the Communist Party Convention were themselves
confused. ' '

The convention opened with a resolution that they meet with the
bolting delegates from the Socielist convention.s This motion was
defeated by 75 votes to 31, and it was not in fact until the next
year that the two groups were able to agree upon a common programme,
whereupon they founded the United Communist Party.

1. "Soclalism and American Life". Donald Drew Egbert and '
Stow Persons. P ld o
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The Michigan delsgates were later expelled for failing to agree
to political revolution being included in the party programme, being
more inclined towards evolution, Their expulsion caused greater
confusion for the "Michigan Mensheviks" es they becams known, then
formed their own party, ths Proletarian Party. l.

To further complicate the position, however, Coldwell's group,
having failed to get any satisfaction at Smolny Institute, had bjr this
time formed yet another new party, the Communist Labour Party. Extremists
were more to the fore in this group, and when the revolutionists in the
party defeated a political action plank by 41 votes to 28, some delegates
bolted for the seoand time within a week, ’

Personalitiss rather than ideologies forestalled a merger between
the Communist and Communist Laebour parties, for whilst their party
programmes were similar, personal animosities kept them at each other's
throats for monthse.

Despite suoh large-scale defections, the Socialist Party was
still the strongest party of the American Left. The party's swing
to the left, however, had alienated the more conservative dissenters
from social order. Western agrarian Socialists joined the new farmer
movements, while Eastern urban Socialists moved towards the progressive
Democrats, and eventually sought fusion with the progressive groups in
the country. 2.

That the 014 Guard loocked towards the past, anl were reluctant
to release their grip on the party is shown in the 1920 party convention,
It met at the Finnish Socialist Hall, in Harlem, New York, in May, 1920,
Debs was nominated by Williem H, Henry of Indiana and secanded by Morris
Hillquite The Socialists were thus forced to turn to a2 man who had
deolined the nomination four years earlier, and who at the time of his

1. "The Socialist Party of America®. David A.Sharmon, /27¢)
2. "Ibia". #r¥9
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nomination was serving a prison sentence. It was not that Debs was
the ideal Socialist candidate, rather that he was the only Socialist
qualified to be Presidential candidate,

The left-Wing then wanted to nominate Kate Richards O'Hare, who
was also in-prison, for Vice~President. Her nomination was defeated
by 106 votes to 26 in favour of Seymour Stedman, a Chicago lawyer, on
the grounds that one candidate at least should be free to campaign.
Another factor in favour of Stedman was that being a lawyer, it was
thought that he himself was unlikely to fall foul of the law, and so
be imprisonede le

An encouraging occasion for the Socialists came during the campaign
when first the Montana Non-Partisan League, an influential lef't-of-centre
organisation not only urged Debs! release, but endorsed his actions, and
secondly when Parley P, Christensen, candidate of the newly~formed
Farmer -~ Labour Party, suggested that he and the two major candidates,
Harding and Cox, should unite in asking President Wilson to release Debs.2.

It oould be argued that Debs actually ga.:med votes purely out of
sympathy, because of his imprisonment, but this factor can soon be
outweighed by the loss suffered to the Socialist cause by the non=
appearance of Debs, the orator, on a Socialist platforme As it stood,
the Socialist presidential candidate was restricted to a 500 word weekly
press statement, this being a concession granted on]y in the Septewmber
before the election, 3.

Debs pollsd 915,302 votes on Election Day, the largest popular vote
ever received by a Socialist Presidential candidate., His percentage
of the poll, however, was only 3.5%, compared to the €% he received in
1912, This increase in voting figures can be explained by the fact
that the election of 1920 was the first in which women in all states
in the Union were allowed to vote. Nevertheless Debs'! vote was an
impressive ane for a federal prisomer. It should also be remembered

1. "The Sooialist Party of America". David A,Shannn, /5 €
2. "Roosevelt and Wilson", D.H.Elletsane Aal/7*
3« MAmerican Socialism 1900-60", H,Weyne Morgan, 24
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that the Socialist party had a mere 26,766 members, and spent less
then #50,000 on the whole cempaign. It cannot be denied however
that the Sooialists lost many votes because they no longer possessed
an organisation capable of running a virile presidential campaigne

Nor were they capable of increasing their representation in
Congresse They mede one gain when Meyer London regained his Manhatten
district from Fiorelle la Guardia, conqusror of London in 1816, but
Victor Berger finelly lost his seat in Milwaukee. A seat so leng
denied him by Congresse.l.

The years 1920 to 1822 sew meny formeor Western agrerien Socislists
assimilated into the many fermer politicel movements. One such movement
was the Non=Partisan League founded by A.C.Townley, himself a former
Socialist, whilst the League's newspaper was edited by Charles Edward
Russell, aspirent to the Socielist presidential nominetion in 1916,2.

Urban reformers seemed to f£ind more satisfaction in the new
Conference for Progressive Political Action, an organisation described
in greater detail elsewhere in this paper. The Socialist Party
itself was a founding member in this orgasmisation, with Morris Hillquit
sitting on the Committee of Fifteen, the organisation's executive
committee. There can be 1little doubt that a genuine attempt was made
by the Socialist Party to co~ocperate in trying to bring asbout a nsw
alignment in American politics, and looking at the constituent organisations,
as the Socialists themselvep must have dans, it seems likely that the
Socialists were hoping to form a new party, very much on the lines of the
British Labour Partye. 3.

l, "Sooialism and American Life". Donald Drew Egbert &
Stow Persons, AJ’7
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To achieve that end the Socialists practically gave the C.P.P.A.
a blank chequs for the 1924 Presidential campaigne In canvention
at Clevelend, they endorsed la Follette's candidacy and even
granted their National Executive Committee discretion to endorse the
Vice-Presidential candidate of the C.P.P.A., when selected by the
National Committee of the latter bodye During the cempaign the
Socialists performed useful service for la Follette, to the detriment
of their own state and local campaignse This is exemplified by
election returns in New York State where one could vote for la
Follette on eithsr the Progressive or the Sooialist ticket., He did
in fact poll more as a Socielist than as a Progressive, whilst the
Socialist cendidates for state office did poorly, no doubt beoause
they campaigned harder for la Follette than for themselves, Norman
Mattoon Thomas ruming against 'A1' Smith for Governor received
slightly less than 100,000 votes, whilst the high man on the Socialist
tioket, Charles Solomen, the candidate for Lieutenant = Govermor, polled
only 126,679 votese 1. - -

Socialist disappointment in gubernatorial elections was not
confined to New York however, in Wisconsin the Socialist candidate
polled a mere 45,268 votes. The state of Wisconsin did however have
a Socialist sitting in Congress. Victor Berger regained his seat by
a 500 vote margin in a straight fight with a Republican, bhowever, Leo
Krzycki, in the other Milwaukee distrivt, was defeated.Z2.

The enthusiasm that the Socialists once had for forming a broedly
based third perty, soon venished however after the 1924 electicn.
Their reasons were twafold, firstly, the Americen Federation of Labour,
which had endorsed la Follettet!s candidature in 1924, seid that any
third party work for them in future was wasted effort. They held that
labour should in future, follow a non=partisan policy. Secondly the
National Committee of the C.P.P.A. met soon after the election, end
decided to hold a Convention in Chicego the following February, the

1. "Congressmen and the Electorate", Milton C.Cummings. /2792
2. "The Sooialist Party of America", David A.Shamnon, <72 9
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main business of which wes to consider the formation of a new
political party. As has been seid sbove, the Socialists favoured

& party on British Lebour Party lines, with both affiliated membership,
es in this way they could retain their own separate identity es a
wing or caucus of e national progressive party. There was no
support from any other orgenisation and so the Socialists severed
all connection with the C.,P.P.A. this action seems however to have
been done with not a little reluctance, for the Socialist allowed
any stete Socialist organisation to join any state labour party as
a unit, Nons appesred, however, and the experiment of co-operation
with the progressivesended.

From the eleotion of 1924 until the Wall Street Crash of 1829,
the Socialist party was little heard of outside Lower Manhattan Island,
Milwaukese, and Read:lzig, Pennsylvania.le

Debs, for so long the party's nationel standard - bearer died in
1926, Berger continued his able lsadership in Milwaukee, until his
accidental death when hit by a street-cer in the Summer of 1929,
London toe was killed in a street accident the same year, whilst
Hillquit was having to devote much of his time to his law practice
because of financial difficulties following a bout of tuberculosis.2.

The perty thus lost four of its most prominent members ina
period of three years. Nor was this alls, In 1926, only 33 delegates
attended the nationsl convention of the party, and state parties became
so small they had to be organised in districts, such as the New England
District, and the Rooky Mountain District.3.

The only bright spot in a very gloomy picture was the election,
in 1927, of a Sooialist edministration in Reading, Pemngylvania. Since
1912 it had given approximetely 15% of its vote to Socielist Presidential
ocandidates, and in 1924 over one quarter of the electopate of Reading
voted for la Follette. The strength of the party in Reading ley firstly

1. "Third Party Movemsnts in the United States", William B,
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in a close link with the A.F,L., something which must have been envied
by the Sooclaelists nationally, and secondly in the personality of James
Hudson Maurer, a leader, who, whilst a conservative in his Socialism
once more provided the Socialists with a link with labour, a major
factor in the success of the Reading Socielistse A further important
factor in Reading was the fact that the electorate was disillusioned.
Reither mejor party had governed Reeding particularly well, and so in
1927 the voters turned to the Socialists to give them, if not a radical
administration, at leaast a clean ons. Je.Henry Stump was elected
Mayor,whilst Maurer and George WeSnyder both gained seats on the

city council. Apert from these the Socialists could also claim the
~office of City Controller, and two school board members. le

Despite this isolated victory, however, it could not be denied
that naticnally the Socialist party was on the verge of extinction.
Two factors prevented this, the first was the Great Depression, which
served to furnish support for the Socialist analysis of the evils of
capitalisme The second was the emergence of Norman Thomas as a
national party leader. Whilast Debs had been a product of the labour
movement, Thomas came from the Presbyterian ministry. He held college
degrees, had been an ediitor of a magazine, and secretary of the pacifist
Fellowship of Reconciliations He was thus able to appeal to not only
the rank-snd-file Sooialists, but also the intellectuals, progressive
reformers and non-Socialist social groups which had ;émviously reoeived
little attention from the Socialist party. 2.

1. "Sooialism and Smerican Life". Donald Drew Egbert and
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With the help of the Natlonal Executive Committee, and especially
its secretary Clarence Senior, Themas rebuilt the party and the party
images He established an efficient national office, and in 1928 gained
the party's Presidential nominations It must be emphasised, however,
that the nominstion went to Phamas largely by defaulte The logloal
choice would have been Dan Hean, but he was presently occupied as
Eayor of Milwawkee, an office it would have been foolish to resign
in favour of certain presidsntial defeat. The nomination thus went
to Thomas, a man who, ocutside of New York, was wmknom to the majority
of Soolalists, He hed previously run for office four times, as
Governor of New York State, Mayor of New York City (against the corrupt
naminee of Temmany Hall, Jimmy Walker), State Senator, and City 4ldermen,
in the period 1924 = 1927, He was not very successful in any of these
contests, and had even run behind the rest of his ticket in 1924.1,

Thomas did, however, in 1928 conduot a vigorous high=lsvel
campaign, although it suffered from the party*s lack of strong and
efficient lecal organisationss The Socialists got omto ths ballot
in elsven states and polled a total of 267,420 votes. 2, £As regards
peroentages, ‘this was even werse than the first time they had rm a
presidsntial candidate, in 1900, Furthermore, over one third of this
vote came from New York State alone, Although the elsction result
did cause some revival of party interest, it also showed that the
Amorican electorate was more oocncerned with prohibition, Protestantism,
and prosperity, than the possible remsdies te an already growing
uemployment percentages Nevertheless, the result did revive a 1little

1. "The Socialist Party of America", David A.Shamnen, 7%/
2, "Americsh Scoialism 1900-60", HWayns Horgen, 77 &
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of the previous interest in the Sooislist party, particularly in
Oklahoma, where the party organisation was rebuilt, and in Minnesota,
where Socialist candidates polled 18,000 votes in the Munioipal electionms,
without enywhere making a strong campaignele :

Minority political parties thrive on economic and social
misfortune, as they must, to disoredit their oppansnts, and so achieve
povers Thus the Wall Street Crash, followed by the Great Depressien,
made many Socialist lsaders think that their party would benefit from
such a catastrophs, to emsrge as a major, if not dominant, political
organisatione Under the new Natlonsl Seoretary, Claremce Senior,
the party built up meubership figures, wuntil thsy were the highest
than at any tims since 1923, It also improved its newspaper and
pamphlet eirculations, and, most impertant of all, strengthened
its position finanoially.

The growing strength of the party was also reflscted in the
mildly sucocessful mid-term election resultas of 1930 ‘

In Milwaukse the party inoreased its representation in the lewer
house of the Wisconsin state legislature from three to nine members,
whilst also adding a second state senator, However, these gains were
balenced by the loss of Victor Berger's former congressional sesate2e

In Reading also, the party experienced both success and failure,
electing Darlington Hoopes and Lilith Wilscn to the state legislature
in 1930, but lesing control of the municipal administration to a
fusion ticket the following yeare Except for a few small town
administrations, thess were the only American Socialists holding public
office, Elsewhere Sooialist oandidates, such as Upton Sinoclair (who
polled over 50,000 votes in California's gubernatorial electiocnm),

l. "fmerican Socialism 1300=60", H,Wayns Morgane i 00/ 70/
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and Louls Waldman (who received over 120,000 votes running against
Franklin De Roosevelt for Governor of New York), increased previous
votes but came nowhere nsar to elsctoral viotory.l.

By 1952 the Socislists hed rebuilt their party organisation, wuntil
its strength was camparable to that of 1908, The new members, hewever,
did not oame from the working olasses, but from the more academis
members of socistyes Nor had the wound between the militant Marxists
and the progressive non=iarxists healed, in faot, if anything, it
wasg deeopers, This could mainly be attributed to the outlook of two
groups who were a generation apart, for by this time the 0ld Guard
were in their late fifties and early sixties, whilst the new members
of the party were young men end women, scme of them still college
undergraduates, canverted to socislism by the Depressiocne

Despite meny differences, Thomas was renominated as the party's
presidential candidate in 1932, His nomination was uncpposed, not
because he offered a compromise between the two factions in the
party, but beceuse the 0ld Guerd had no eligible ecandidate of
egual stending, His running mate was JFames HeMaurer, who alsec
gained nomination without opposition, but only after Meta Berger, the
widow of the late Cangressman, declinsd nomimation to evoid a split in

the parhy.ﬂ. :

The most bitter fight of the Convention, however, came in the
election of the party's national cheirmen, There were two candidates
for the office, Morris Hillquit and Daniel We Hoan, the Mayor of
Milweukee. Both Hoan®s sponsors, Williem F. Quick and Heywood Brounm,

le "The Socialist Party of America™, David As Shennon, #A209
2.  "Ibid% LIs¢
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said that the Chairman should not be a New Yorksr, but somecne
recognisible as *Americen's There was no doubt that Themas, prier
to the Convention wanted Hillquit defeated, but now realised that the
statements of @Quick and Broun could endanger the mge of the party.
Charges of anti=Semitism could be levelled at the Socialists if
Hillquit, a foreign=bern Jew resident in New York, were defeated.
Thomss must therefore have been relieved when Hillquit was elected by
108 votea to 8l le

The mein Socialist campaign thems of 1932 was of course the
Depression, although it was noteworthy that Thomas preferred to offer
a programme of relief, reform end recovery, instead of the orthodox
socialist agsaults upon the capitalist system, and, although defeated,
Thamas did have the saﬁsfaotion of seeing many planks of this
platform enacted by Roesevelt and the New Deal.

'The Soolalist domestic programme included the scoialisation of
banking (the term *Nationalisatien' had little appeal in the United |
States, hence the term *socialisation'), the establishment of a fedsral
marketing agenoy for the purchasing and marketing aof agricultural
products, the provision of supplementary flederal aid to local and
state relief schemes, and federal expenditure on a public works
Programme 2.

Nor was Thamas content to merely praise his own party's programme,
for he attacked both the inoumbent Republican, Herbert Hoover, and the
Democratiec nominee Franklin D. Roosevelt, fer more than any previous
Socialist presidential candidate: had done. This showed that the
Socialists realised that to succeed in politics it is not only necessary

1, "Mhe Socialist Party of America”. David A. Shaumnons 72 277
2. "Documents of Ameriocan Histoxy": H.S.Commagere P-?cl? /2 Fd
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to stress your own strengths, but to further emphasise your eppenents
woaknessese It showed a further step in the *Americanisation' of the
Socialists, the change from an idealogical sect to a political movement.l.

The Socialists in 1832 alsoe had more labour support than in
previous years, although the total was still a meager anse. The main
support for Thamas once more came from intellectuals, organised into the
"Thomas and Maurer Committee of Ten Thousand", which was later renamed
the "Thomas snd Maurer Committee of One Hundred Thousand" becauss of
the increased support it received, Thomas was also pYpular within
the colleges, where 123 "Thomas for President" Clubs had been organised

by the month before the eleetiacn.

Such support enabled the Socialists, by petition and ;; number of
court enactments, to get Thomas and Maurer on the ballet in all but
five states of the union, However, although the states of Nevada,
Tdsho, Louisiana, Florida, and Oklshome denied the electorate the
opportunity of a vote for a Socielist cendidate, write - in®s were
possible in some of these states.Ze

The Socialists themselves never expected to win in 1932, althcugh
some of their more optimistic supporters thought e Socialist vote of
three million to be possibles Thomas would have been cantent with cne
and e half million, which in itself was & highly optimistic figure when
one ccnsiders his eventual total vote was 884,78l Whilst he falled to
emulate his predecessor Debs, Thomas did however increase by almost 200%
his vote of four years earlier, and this voter did give the promise that
the party wes out of the doldrums.Se

1. "americsn Scoialism 1900-60", HJeyne Morgan, #’/0¥¢
2. "The Sooialist Party of America”, David &.Shannon, A4

e "Third Party Movements in the United States", Williem B,
' Hesseltine.
o8y
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| Further to this there were two immeasurable factors of the Sooielist
vote at the 1932 elections Firstly in districts without voting mechines,
the count of votes of candidates oonsidered te have no chance of being
elected was hurried and thus probably inaccurate. Secondly meny pecple
thought Hoover might be elected if they voted for Thomas rather than for
Roosevelts Thers was thus a swing awgy from the Socialists at the most
cruoisl time of all, when electorswerein the voting boothe (In fact

any fears of a Hoover victory being possible because of a Socialist
intervention were soon dispelled when Roosevelt was returned with a
popular majority of over seven millicn),

These faoctors however would not have significantly changed the
election result, which plainly showed that the Socialist party had little
popular followingele

In spite of this result the Socialists.could still look to the

future with eptimism, for the campaign had done more to rebuild the
party than had the total efforts of the preceeding twelve years.

| However, in the years to coms, Roosevelt, who in 1932 was able to offer
to the electorate hope and sympathy, but little else, was to champion e
programme of social reform that cut the ground from under the feet of the
Socialist partye Such as it was, the 1932 election was the high tide
of the Socialist party of Norman ThomaseZe

The Scocialist, who declined as the New Deal sucoeeded, omocentrated
thsir attack upon two specifio measures in the New Deal programmse. These
were the National Industrial Recovery Act, and the Agricultural Adjustment
Aot, which the Socialists said tried to solve the parsdox of poverty in
the midst of plenty, by eliminating the plenty. Basically the Socialists

1, "The Socialist Party of Americe"., David A.Shenncn, 2 o&9J
2, "biar, A 2a€
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were critical of the New Deal, not because it was not a socialist
programme, but because it was building a form of state ocapitaliam,

. whioch they held, centained dangerous tendencies towards Fascisme. To
substentiate this claim they pointed out the similarities in the European
Cartel system, tbhe Italian Corporate state, and the New Deal. | Degpite
these attacks the New Deal gained the support of many Socialists, and also
the people whom the socialists themselves would have to attract if they
hoped te becams a significant politiocal force.s This was borne out by
the results of the 1934 Congressionel elections, where there was a
noticeable swing towards Roosevelt. This in itself was rare, for
mid~term elections in the Unlted States traditionsally serve as a means
for the defeated party to recoup scmme of the loases sustained at the
previocus Presidential election, Yet Roosevelt was able to consolidate
his position, whilst the Socialists, who, two years before were so
confident of the future, made no spectacular electoral gains.le

The dismel econamic position, insteed of oreating a new national
party of workers and farmers, cnly led to & strengthening of the New Deal
wing of the Democratic party, whilst also draining the Socialist party
of same of its most able leaders. Upton Sincleir, the defeated Sooialist
candidate for the Governorship of Celifornis in 1950, joined the Demecrats
in the autumn of 1953, The following year he ran for Governor as a
Democrat, anly to be beaten by the Republicen candidate. Another
California Socialist, Jerry Voorhis, laft the party at the same time
as Sinclaire He toc joined the Democratic party, a party he later served

1. "The Scoialist Party o America" David £.Shennon, /7 -“?/; ds
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as a Congressman, Nor were all the defections individuel omes.

Lgbour unions, whioh had been traditionally Socielist, also turned

to the New Deal. Rather than join the Democrat machine the majority

of these former ~ Soscialist unions preferred to join the Americen
Lebour Party, which was formed in 1936 to try to gain New York State

for Roosevelt by aiming direotly at the working-class vetes The
constitution of the Ameriosn Lebour Party allowed it to nominate those
Demoorats it oonsidered worthy of labour's vote, it did not offer however
a blanket endorsement of the Democratio ticket,s The Americen Lebour
Party, it must be stressed, whilst an ally of the Northern liberal
Democrat, nmever endorsed the Southern white supremists in the Democratic
party, nor the bigwoity machine peliticians. The necedle trades, umder
David Dubinsky and Sidney Hillman, chose to support the New Deal in this
wgy, leaving the socielists with little labour support.le

A%t the sams time, during the presidentisl electicn yesr of
1936, the 014 Guard split with the party to form the Social Democratie
Federation, which chose to withold support from Thomas, again the
Socielist nominee, whilst not actively supperting Roosevelt.

To further trouble the Socialists, the same year the "Trotskyite”
Workers Party chose to dissolve itsslf and join the Socialists, an
accesion which brought Thomas and his supporters more trouble than -
voters. A year later in fact the Protskyites were expelled from the
8ocialist Party, although they retained their identify as a growp,
forming the Socialist Workers Partye.2e

In 1986, Thomas had as his running=-mete George Nelscn of
PP AL ) 3eiS" f2ek 6
1, "The Socialist Party of America". David A.Shannon.
2. "Third Party Movements in the United States.™
Williem B, Hesseltines *° ¢ 9
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the Farmers Unicn, in a bdd to recover the agrarian and labour vote.
The fight for this vote was hopeless however, as the party was backed
by neither rich unions nor powerful ones.

The 1936 election results were disastrous for the Socialist
Party, Thomas even ran behind the newly-formed Union Party which
polled over four times the Socialist vote., Thomas polled 187,342
votes and not since 1900 had a Sociglist candidate polled so low,
and even on that occasion Debs polled a better percentage of the
popular vote than did Thomas in 1936.

‘In New York seemingly large mumbers of former socialist voters
turned to the American Labour Party, where Roosevelt polled 274,924
votes as Americen Labour Party candidate, more than three times the
Socialist vote in that state.1.

Thomas threw all the blame for the Socialist decline squarely
upon the shoulders of Roosevelt, tims leading one to believe that the
decline of the Socialist party was camsed by the New Deal.2. In fact
the decline had begun long before the New Deal, and was caused by the
Socialists themselves. They never really determined whether they were
a revoluticnary sect, a political party, or merely a pressure group.
With the exception of Milwankee, Reading, Pemngylvania and a few
other cities, they aveoided showing concern with local issues,
an omission which cost them strong local organisations, a basic necessity
of any poltical party. Instead they tried to use the labour unions as
Rorass roots" of the party, a move which failed, mainly because Americemn
lsbour has had little class canscicusness, and secondly because the

1. "The Socialist Party of America". David A, Shamnan, #<¥7
2, Thdd, Al¢ ¢
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Socialists blundered on so many occasions in their attempts to convert
the unions to their way of thought. The Socialist leadership was itself
split regarding the means by which they should take over organised lsbourel.
The more moderate amaong them, such es Maurer, Berger, end Max S.Hayes

of Cleveland wanted to work within the American Federation of Lsbour,
trying to convert the majority of the membership to the Socialist
viewpoint, Such methods were too slow for both the radioals in the
Secialist party, and the Communists, The latter tried to impese their
viewpoint upon the uniens, rather than convert them, by the aimpie,

if indelicate procedure, of securing the eleotion of their members

to as many of the key positions in the union as was possible. The

more radical Socialists, Debs among them, tried a third method, which
appeared to be at least the simplest way of fusing Socialism and
organised lebour, and that was to organise lebour yourself. Accordingly
in 1905 the Soocialista helped found the Industrial Workers of the World,
as a rivel to the A,F.L,, whilst at the same time trying to organise
sections of laebour which the A.F.L. had long ignoreds The wisdom of

the radiceals move can best be demonstrated by showing the progress made
where Sooialists worked with what was basically e non=partisan lsbour
organisatione2.

The state federations of the A,F.L. in Wisconsin, Pennsylvenia
end Montana, 1l had Scoiaslist officialse In return for financial
belp during eleotion campaigns, the Socialists gave thse unions
contributions towards the fighting fund during particularly lengthy strikes.

lo "Ihe Socialist Perty of Americe™ David A.Shammon, 7« ¥/
2. "American Socialism 1900-60", HMWayns Morgan, +7 N/ g5
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Nor was benefit oonfined to one side in this partnerships The unions
gained strength and security from their slliance; whilst the Socialists
could point to the election results in those three states to show

the benefits of co-operation to the Socialist partye Socialist
Administrations were elected in Milwaukee (Wisconsin), Butte (Montana),
and Reading (Pennaylvania), the last~named governing that community
long af'ter socialism was deed as & national forcee.l.

Sooialist views were mever themselves a draw-back within the
A.F.L. as was seen in the A.F.L. presidential vote of 1912, when the
Sooialist Hayes gained almost one third of the votes cast in his
contest with Semusl Gompers; however, the sporadic ettacks made
upon the &,F,L. by the radicals in ths Socialists did little to
reform, or attract that body, as & nationsl entity rather than several
state federations, to the Sccialist Party. The size of the Soclalists
misteks can be shown by the fact that the A.F.L. still exists today,
slbeit in a new lsbour coslition, whereas the Socialist party is
long since deede 2.

Similarly the American voter has preferred to concern himself
with partiss and policies that held out the hope of visible, practical,
and above all fast, resultss The social theory of Debs was rejeoted
at its gzenith in favour of the immediate results promised by Theodore
Roosevelt and the Progressivese 3e

Lastly the Scoielists failed in their bid to win over the
two minerity groups for which it had so long striven, the Eurcpean
$umigrant, and the negroe

The negro, so long shackled with the disadvantage of being

1, "The Socislist Party of America”, David A.Shanncne -2« $€
2, Ibide Pds)
S. "The &ge of Reform", R.Hofstadters A o I¥/2 /9
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born with a black skin, was unwilling to add the further disadvantage
of 'red* tendencies to his burden, whilst the immigrant generally
wanted to leave ell vestiges of his Burcpean past behind him on
enf.ering Americs, these often included his politiocal beliefs {vhioh
he considered would hinder him in his desire to become 'Americen®.

le "The Socialist Party of America". David A.Shenncn. P 67
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If the party was dying in 1936, it was all but buried ten years later
faollowing the Second World War, This was osused by the party failing

to adopt & clear statement on the war, and, although Thomas did poll
139,521 votes in 1948, the corpse ooculd not be revived.

Thomas refused to run agein as Presidential ocandidate in 1952,
and even recommended to the party that no Socialist be nominated for
President, This suggestion was rejected, many feeling that a Sooialist
Presidential candidate would lend prestige to the party tickets in
Reading and Milwaukee.le

Aoccordingly Darlington Hoopes, a Reading lawyer was chosen as
Presidential candidate, although whether he lent prestige to ths

municipal tickets is extremely docubtful, He gained a mere 20,189
votes to be beaten even by the candidete of the Prohibition Party.

With this disastrous result, the Socialist Party of Lmerica
was dead both as a politioal entity, and as a medium for the
spreading of scolal revolution, although whilst never itself attaining
nationsal power, it was still able to see many cof its party aims
put into practice after their edoption by one of the major parties.
Where it did achieve power, the party could reflect upen its record
of giving the elsctorate a clean, if hardly radical, administration.
It is for these reasons I feel the Socialist Party will be remembered,
these plus the faot that for first generation immigrants it provided
a useful political bridge between Eurcpean Socialism, and the
meaningless terms of Amerioan party politios.

1. "The Decline of Ameriosn Communism". David A.Shamnon, Z~V6€32
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Part IIJ - Chapter 1

Farmer - Iabour P inmesot

Thus so far in this paper we have confined ourselves to minority
parties which have failed in their bids for national recognition. In
this chapter we are to look at a party which confined itself to the
Mid-West of the United States, and more specifically to the State
of Minneso£a, and by thus confining itself to a comparatively small
area, gained the confidence of the majority of the electorate in that
area. In that it was successful at the polls, it differed from minority
parties. It did however possess one common link with the majority of
third parties, the Farmer - Labour Party was very much dependent upon
the charismatic appeal of one man, Floyd B.Olson.

During the period 1922 - 1939, the party experienced two periods
of success at the polls in the state of Minnesota. It was the second
of these, 1931 - 1939, that coincided with the rise to power of Olson,
and it was Olson's death in 1936 which marked the beginning of the
end for the Farmer-labour Party.1.

The Farmer-Labour Party had its origins in the Non-Partisan
League, a movement which echoed the charges of the Grangers, the
Greenbackers, and the Populists, The League, which was founded in
1915 by a group of North Dakota farmers led by A.C.Townley, a former
Socialist propagandist and bankrupt flax farmer, soon secured the
agrarian imagination of the Mid-West. In 1916 League candidates
entered the Republican primaries in North Dakota and effectively took
over that party in the state, to the extent of winning the elections
of 1916 and 1918 under a Republican guise.?2.

1. "Politics in Minnesota". G.Theodore Mitau. PP 1i=s¥

2, "The Republican Party 1854-1954". George H. Mayer. 2J 9«
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In 1917 national hesdquarters of the League were opened in St.Paul,
Minnesota, and highly trained political organisers were sent to the
Red River Velley and Western Minmesota, where the spirit of Populism
was dormant, but by no means deadele The new movement was soon to
suffer political persecution, before it had hardly geined a held in
the state. This was largely because of a very large German membership
and because of the anti-war stand taken by a number of its leaders before
the United States entered World War One. To these reasons could be added
posaibly the greatest blunder of all, the choice of former Congressman
Charles &, Lindbergh as the Non«Partisan candidate for Governor in the
1918 Republican primary. Lindbergh was noteble for his outspoken anti-
war views, views which only helped to stir up the enti-league hysteria
campaign oonducted by the Minnesote Public Safety Commissione2, Despite
this hysteria however, and despite injunctions being issued in nineteen
countiss to prevent the League holding meetings, Lindbergh still received
150,000 votess The inoumbent governor Joseph A.i.Burnquist, a leading
member of the Public Safety Commission, won renomination by over 50,000
votes, but the result did at least show the extent of the reform aegrarian
vote in Minnesotaede

Tomley realised, however, that in Minnesota the farm vote alane
would not be enough: the state®s urban vote, especially that concentrated
in the twin towns of Minneapolis and St.Paul, needed exploitations The
programme of the League was accordingly broadened to encourage the urban
vote, and on August 24, 1918, at a Conference in St.Paul, the first urbane
agrarian links were forged when delegates representing the Minnesota

1, "The Populist Revolt". John De Hickse 770/
2 "The Political Career of Floyd B. Olson"e George HeMayer. 43
8. "Politics in Minnesota". G.Theodore Miteu. .IA7 '% 2



149.

Federation of Labour, and the Non-Partisan League agreed to support a
joint slate of candidates for state office.s They nomineted David Evans
for Governor, and Tom Davis for Attorney~Generel, and to satisfy the
state electoral laws, both candidates filed as members of a Farmer-
Labour Partye Such a designation however was adopted purely to get on
the ballot; the party had no independent existence, nor did 1t exist

es a complete entity, such an arrangement was merely a marriege of
canvenience, as there was no attempt at a merger at this stage. Such
a coalition did not bring victory, but the foundaticns were laid for
increased farmer-lebour co=cperationele

At the 1919 convention of the Minnesota Federation of Lebour,
the coalition came even closer together, when a Working - Pecplsats
Nonpartisan Political League was organised on lines similar to Townley's
movementes 2. In 1920, a joint slate was again proposed, and again
defeated, although decisively establishing itself as a major influence
in the state.3s The labour element in the coalition now became eager
to run a full slate of its own as a third party, whilst Townley still

1. "The Political Career of Floyd B,Olson". Georgs Hilleyere 99

2, Ibid. P23

Se¢ The party emsrged as an important force in Minnesota
through the gubernatorial campaign of Henrik Shipstead,
a former Republican dentist. The full voting figures

were as follows:=

Je8.0.Preus (Republican) 415,805 votese

Henrik Shipstead 281,402
(Farmer Labour)
L.C.Hodgson (Democrat) 81,293

("Politics in Mimmesota", Theodore Mitau). ##9



150.
I

preferred a gystem of endorsement of major party candidates favourable
to the League programme for agriculture.le

Two years later, however, following an attempt to fuse with the
Democrats, League supporters finally campaigned independently as the
Farmer-Labour Partye Their candidate for Governor, Magnus Johnson, came
within 14,000 votes of seouring election, polling 14,000 votes more than
Shipstead two years previously, 2 and increasing the percentage vote,
albeit in a lower total poll, of the Farmer-Labour Party from 35,9% in
1920, to 43.1% in 1922,

In Congressional eleotions, the party was more successful however,
winning a total of three seatse Knud Wefald and 0.J.Kvale were elected
to the House of Representatives, whilst Henrik Shipstead, defeated two
years previously in the state gubernmatorial election, secured a seat in
the Senatee3s

1. "The Populist Revolt". John De Hickse #7757
2 J.A.0. Preus (Republicen) 309,756 votese
Magnus Johnson (Farmer-Labour) 295,479
Edward Indrehus (Democrat) 79,903
("Politios in Minnesota". G.Theodore Mitau), /# /’7

Se Shipstead defeated Frank B, Kellogg, who although a
notable Republican Senator, will be remembered more as
Secretary of State under Calvin Coolidge, co~author aof .
the Kellogg = Briand Pact (1928) and a Nobel Peace Prize
Winner (1929)., The full voting figures were as follows:-

Henrik Shipstead (Farmer = Labour) 325,372 votes.
Frank B, Kellogg (Republican) 241,833 votes.
A.0lesen (Democrat) 123,624 votes.

("Politios in Minnesota". GeTheodore Mitau), /277 P
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The following year the Farmer - Labourities experienced greater
success, when, at a speoial eleotion following the death of Senator
Knute Nelson, Magnus Johnson, a Swedish immigrant, secured the second
Minnesota seat in the Senate. Unfortunately, this success was short-
lived, for the following year Johnson was defested by the Republican
candidate Thomas De Schall, by a margin of 8,000 votes out of the
780,000 votes castsle

‘The 1924 elsctions, although tainted by the attempts of the Communists
Party to infiltrate the Conference for Progressive Political Aotion, and
the Farmer-Lebour movement in Minnesota 2, one of the C.P.P.A. greatest
allies in the Mid = West, also marked the end of Townley's influence in
Mid-Weatern agrarian politics, and the emergence d a new political figure
in Minnesote state politics, Floyd B, Olsone.

Olson had all the characteristics necessary for success in American
politics, being of the right ethnic stock, -a Scandinavian, a former miner
and labourer, he bhad eventually become g lawyer in private practice and
then Attorney of Hennepin County. A crusader agalnst big=city
racketeering, he was also the champion of organised labour against the
conservative elements typified in big businessed.

In 1924 Olson was chosen to head the Farmer - Labour ticket in the
staete - wide eleotions. His opponent for Governor was not the unpopular
incumbent Governor. Preus, but Theodore Christianson, who, whilst no match

1. ‘'"Politiocs in Minnssota". G.Theodore Mitau, PR /3 . /1§

2 "Pacts sbout the Presidents". Joseph Nathan Kane. ALelo§
3.  "Minnesota A. History of the State". Theodore C. Blegen, /"2
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for Olson as an orator, did have characteristics which marked him as an
ideal candidate. He had graduated from college with the coveted grading
of Phi Beta Kapps, possessed a dignified and sober menner which if it did
not arouse enthusiasm, commanded respect, and lastly he had e record as
Speaker of the state House of Representatives as a campaigner for tax
rediction, a fact which swiftly endeared him to the agrarian communities
of the state.l.

At this point therefore the candidates were evenly balancéd. The
election was won and lost during the campaign itself, if not at the Farmer-
Labour conventione It was at this convention that the Farmer-Labourites
were first accused, by Robert M, la Follette, the C.P.P.A. presidential
candidate, of Communist infiltration.2. Olson neither discouraged nor
encouraged Communist support, and like Henry Wallece in 1948, his
ambiguous stand did him 1little goods The votes he gained from the
Communists were more than balanced by those lost in the middle-classes.
This issus in faot, more than any other, tipped the scales against
Olsone The Farmer-Labourites were defeated by a popular candidate
with a sound politicel instinct. When the votes were counted, Olson
hed lost by 40,000 votes out of a total of 865,000, the full electoral
result being as follows:-

Theodore Christianson (Republican) 406,692 votess

Floyd Be Olson (Farmer - Lebour) 366,029 votes.
Carlos Avery ~ (Democrat) 49,353 votess.

l. ™The Political Career of Floyd Be Olson", George H.Meyer. P
2. "Third-Party Movements in the United States", William B.Hessel}l#:‘.

3. "Politics in Minnesota e GeThe odore Mitaue P//?
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Quite apart from costing Olson the election, the infiltration of
the Communists into the Farmer Labour Federation, so discredited the
movement that it was considered necessary to disband the movement,
and replace it with another movement with a new image, but nevertheless
layal to the ideals of the old federation, The new organisation, formed
at St.Paul on March 20th 1925, was known as the Farmer Labour Associatione le

The constitution of the association specifiocally barred the admission
of communists to membership, nevertheless it followed closely the basic
socialist prinociples of the Nompartisan League. The constitution
stated that "every person is entitled to en opportunity to earn a living,
and should be secure in the enjoyment of the fruits of his or her toil",

In order to further the implemsntation of these rights two radical steps
were advocated. <These were firstly a union of "all persons in agriculture
and other useful industry" to provide for the ecomomic security of those
who produced the wealth of the nation, and ssecondly the abolition of
private moncpolies which were to be replaced by a system of public
omership designed not anly to inorease the total wealth of sooiety,

but also te sbolish unempliyment, a consideration of little importance
during ths boom period of the mid-twenties, but which was to have
increasing importance before the end of ths decads.Z.

4As with the Labour Party in Great Britain, membership of the
agsociation could be attained an an individual or a corporate basis,
The grass roots unit of organisation was the Farmer Labour olub

l. "The Political Career of Flgyd B,Olson", Georgs H.Msyer, 7~ V)
2. Thide #7797
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which represented those members in a particular tewnship or village
regardless of its geographical relationship to the local government
boundaries of the area. The annual membership fee was three dollars,
of which half went to the official newspaper of the assocliation, "The
Farmer Labour Advocate™, the remainder going to the loocal (50 cents),

to the county (25 cents) and to the state (75 cents)e Using this
simple means, effective power was thus confined to the most pelitically
conscious citizens of the communitye. Affiliated membership was also
open to trade unions and farmers® oo-operatives who pald a two per cent
per capita tax. [Like the olubs, the affiliated organisations were
entitled to participate in the county eocnventions of the association,
which had the three-fold purpose of endorsing candidates for lecal office,
pasaing resolutions which served to advise the upper echelons of the
hierarchy of grass roets sentiment, and seleoting delegates to the biennial
convention of the assooiatione.l, In 1930, the constitution was amsnded
to allow the affiliated organisations to send delegates direotly to the
meetings of the association. Such a change did not inocrease the voting
strength of any one county however which was strictly apportioned at one
county delegate = at = large; plus one additional delsgate for each
thousand votes cast for the Farmer = Labour candidate in the preceeding
gubernatorisl eleotion.2.

1, "The Paliticel Career of Flgyd B, Olson", George H, Mayer, V¥

2+ The oonvention was thus largest following Bensonts successful
campaign of 1936 when he polled over 680,000 votess The
total number of delegates at the 1938 convention must thus
have been well in exsess of 700, as 87 of these were automatic
delegate = at = large eppointments, ’
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The convention existed to endorse candidates for state: offices
end United States senator, thereby avoiding the direct primary, a
move which caused many to attack the system on the grounds that it
was undemocratice Comvention also drafted the association platform,
" amended the censtitution, and sppointed the executive commitbee.
Thus it was the dues=-psying members, and not the eleotorate who controlled
the assooiation and their nominees. Only on rare ocoasions did a
candidate secure the party nomination without endorsement by the association
convention, Such precautions on the part of the Farmer Labourites was
undoubtedly to prevent raiding and infiltration into the movement such as
happened to the North Daketan Republicana in 1916, and also to the Farmer
Labourites themselves on the occasion of the wide-open primary of 1924.l1.

le "The Pelitiocal Career of Flogyd B, Olson™. George He Mayers Ve ?7
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During the mext six years the Fearmer = Labour Party fought
four major elections in Minnesota, One of these they won, thanks to
the charismatic appeal of their senatorial candidate, Henrik Shipstead.
They failed however to seoure the govermorship, both in 1926 and 1928,
the Republicans being sble to keep the state = house in their possession
thanks to an era of continued prosperity and the respected leadership
of Governor Christianson.ls In 18350 they also failed in their bid to
unseat Thomas DeSchall by two years, the junior Senator from the state,
being relegated to thind position an the bellot, this being the only

1. The full electoral results in this period were:=
1928 Election for United States §gna;tc;r ' |

Honrik Shipstead (Farmer - Lsbour) 665,169 votes.

LErthur B, Nelsen (Republican) 542,992 votes,

1930 Election for United States Senator

Thomas P. Schall (Republican) 293,626 votess

Einar Hoidale (Democrat): 282,018 votes.
" Ernest Lundeen (Parmer - Lebour) . 178,671 votes.

Charles Lund (Independent by Petiticn} 20,669 votes.
1926 Election for Governor of Minnesota

Theodore Christianson (Republican) 395,779 votes.
Magnus Johnson (Farmer - I.abour)» 266,845 votess
Alfred Jaques (Demoorat) 38,008 votes.
1928 Election for Governor of Minnegota »

Theodore Christianson (Republican) 549,857 votea,
Ernest Lundeen (Farmer = Labour) 227,195 votes.
Andrew Nelson (Demoorat) 215,734 votes.

("Politics in Mimmssota™ GeTheodore Mitau), 2P // 8"/ :/?



157.

occasion in the history of the Farmer « Labour Party that they were
defeated by a Democratic candidate in either a United States
Senate or gubernatorial electionele

At this time however the Farmsr - Lebourites were willing to
forget this result in favour of the result of the election for state
governor, For the first time, a candidate of the Farmer-Labour Pé.rty,
Floyd BsOlson, was elected to the state houss of Minnesotas2s

What therefore was the cause of such a dramatic change in fcrtuﬁes
for the Fermer-Labourites? Basicelly it must be that the pecple of
Minnesota locked loocally, as did Americans naticnally, for a down-to-earth
man who was not only able to show campassion to the poor and the unsmployed
at the time of the Great Depression, but who was also capable of showing
to the pecple that he had a programme of reforms which would 1lift that
Depressione Olson was almost certainly better off than Roosevelt, in
that the Farmer-Labour Party had been preaching & radical platform for many
years, Olson in 1930 merely had to tale it overe3s The Democrats had
been advocating no such platform, Franklin Roosevelt in 1932 could offer
the American people little more than sympethy and hopee4e

A second factor in favour of the Farmer-Lsbourites was the non-
appearance of the incumbent governor, Theodore Christianson, who chose
instead to run for the United States SenateeSe

1. "Politics in Minnesota". G.Theodore Mitau, #7° #/%//'9
2. Ibide PP /. Vg

3¢ "Building Minnesota". Theodore C.Blegen. PJS'?

4. "The Socialist Party of America". David A.Shamnon, A97 6

5., Only to be thwarted in his embition by Senator Schall who
won a surprising victory in the Republican Primary Electione
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The absence of Christianson, whom Olson knew from personal experience
to be a very strong oppoment, further strengthened the hand of the
Farmer-Lagbour Party. Instead of Christianson, the Republicans
nominated Rgy Pe Chase, who for the previous twleve years had. served

as State Auditors, This in itself was an wnfortunate choice, for

Chase had been campaign manager for Governor Preus in the 1920
gubernatorial eleotion, during the course of which he had made a

number of wild accusations against the Non=Partisan League. Such
statements were now being used against hime The Democratic candidate
was Edward Indrehus, a candidate not expected to run Olson very close.l.

The vote for Olson in 1930 however was not basically a vote for the
Farner-Lebour Party, end indsed it is debatable whether a vote for Olson
was ever a show of confidence in the Farmer-Laebour Party, so wide was his
appeel; in 1930 the vote for Olson was a protest against the Depression.2.

The final vote in the 1930 campeign for Governor o Minnesota was
as follows:~

Floyd B.Olson (Farmer = Lebour) 473,154 votes.

Ray P. Chase (Republican) 289,528,

Edward Indrehus (Democrat) 29,109, 3.
Olson, -who received 59.%% of the totel poll, carried 82 of the states!
eighty=-seven counties, and polled heaviest in the former strongholds
]qf' the Non-Partisan League, the Germen counties, and the large

conurbations. Chase even succeeded in losing those counties bordering
the state of Iowa, long considered to be traditional Republiocan strongholdse

1. "The Politioal Career of Floyd B. Olson"., George H.Msyer. “+#¢

oL Scrv/Scad
2+ '"Minnesota = A History of the State™s Theodore C. Blegens

3. "Politics in Minnesota". GeTheodore Mitau, p'/?
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The new Governor, however, failed to carry many Farmsr - Labour
office ssekers in on his coat =~ talls, for the party captured only
one of the statets constitutional offices, and their supporters
secured only 29 state senatorships and 40 representativesy, 1 in the
state's traditionally non-partisan legislature,

‘A notable fact which emerged from the 1930 elections was the
attempt at an electoral pact between the Democrats and the Farmer ~
Labouritese

The Democratic Party was to unofficially support Olson for
Governor, whilst in return the Farmer -« Labour Party was to aid
Einar Hoidale, the Democratic candidate for the Senate. This deal,
enginsered by Olson and Joseph Wolf, the Demooratic pational committee
man, cbviously depended upon eech party nominating a sacrificial candidate
for the office itdid not plan to seriously conteste2s, Wolf, by his
nomination of Indrehus, upheld his part of the bargain, but Olson found
himself unable to lmep to the agreements, This was because Olsun's
nominee for Senator, Knul Wefald wes defeated in the Primary by Ermest
Lundeen, 3, & man who was most wwilling to serve the party in a
saorifioial capacity. The deal correspondingly fell through, end oo
operation on a state = wide level between Farmer = Labourites and Demoorats
was shelved for another decade, although, co=operation did exist on a

le Out of e totsl of 67 Senators and 131 Representatives
("Politics in Mimnesota®e GeTheodore Mitau) A SE

2. "The Political Career of Floyd B, Olson". George H, Mayers /’«.49

S A result attributed to a low poll of 75,600 votes in the
Farmer~Labour primary, Many voters, exited by the Schalle
Christienson clash, chose to vote in the Republiocan primary
rether than that of the Farmer-Labour Party.
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national level in the Olson~Roosevelt erae.le

The lack of & majority in the state legislature during Olsonts first
two years in office, did mean that his radical programme was seriously
curtailede The new governor knew that there was 1little chance of
securing the passage of controversial measures in the pro-Republican
legislature, He preferred to inorease his prestige by winning a |
series of minor victories on his own terms, on his own battlegrounds.2.

In 1932 however, the year that Franklin D, Roocsevelt was elected
President Olson was returned to the State House.3. this time with a pro=
Farmer - Labour caucus who repmsénted the majority of the legislature,
That year, Olson found himself opposed, reluctantly, by Earlé Brown
who headed the State Highwey Patrol, of the Republican party, and
eagerly by John E. Regan, the Democratio nominees4s The reluctance
of Brown to stand was wunderstandasble, as not only was Olson a formidable
_ opponent, but the Republican party nationally was discredited, in that
Pregident-Hoover-had failed to remedy the malady of the Great Depression,
On the other hand the Democrats were optimistic of a national viotory
plus a series of local victories, as stete~wide candidates were pulled
into office on the coat = tails of their Presidential candidate.

1. "The Politiocal Career of Flqyd B.Olsan™, George H.Mayer, ~70/
2+ MBuilding Minnesota". Theodore Ce Blegene Piéeo
3+ The result of the 1932 election for Governor of Minnesota,

was as followss- » '

Floyd BeOlson (Farmer = Labour) 522,438 votes.

Earle Brown (Republican) 334,081 votes.

John E. Regan (Democrat) 176,928 votess

("Politics in Minnesota". Ge Theodore Mitau). Plrg

4, "The Politicel Career of Floyd BsOlson"™, George H, Mayer.
A 9/94/ 99
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Competition for the Democratic nomination wes thus great, Ths main
cantestants were John E.Regan, and DreA.A.Van Dyke, whose campaign
soon deteriorated into ane of pure mud=slinginge Regan eventually
won, but his supporters were refused seats as delegates at the
Demooratio national convention, being replaced by a delegation led
by national committee man Joseph Wolf.ls This latter decisionm,
coupled with the Presidential nomination of Franklin De Roosevelt
once more cleared the way for co-cperation between the Democratic
and Farmer - Labour Partiess There was never any suggestion at a
fusion of tickets, for fear that eaoh party®s supporters might be
frightehed into not voting due to the présence of the other party
on the ticket, the agreement was merely that the national Demooratio
leadership was to keep its hands off the state campaign, whilst Olscn
was to deliver to Roosevelt as many Farmer = Labour votes as possibles
Whilst co=cperation was thus so far confined to the wards and precincts
it @44 lgy the foundations of good relations between the Democrats
nationally, and Farmer =~ Lebourites in Minnesotas, and sowed the seeds
" of mutual respect between Olscn and RoosevelteZe Furthermore, the
nomination, and, subsequent eleetion of Roosevelt helped to call off
the extremists in the Farmer - Labour party who were ocalling for s
nationegl third partye.3. Olson bad seen in ths lae Follette campaign
of 1924, the diffioulties of a Presidentlel campaign without the grass
roots of organisation.s Roosevelt's nomination undoubtedly helpsed Olson
out of this corner, saving the Farmer - Labour party, and Olson himself,
from the humilietions treditionally reserved for national third perties
and their Presidentisl candidates.

As it was Roosevelt and Olson both secured election with healthy

1. "The Politicsl Career of Floyd BeOlson". George He Mayere ~° 99
2. Ibide A7/

3. "Minnesote — A History of the State™ Theodore Ce Blogen, A5 19
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majorities. Olson gained large majoritire in the big cities, and
the Red River Valley, winningevery ocounty north of the Minneaota
River with the exception of Stearns. Only on the Iowa border

did he lose wotess In 1930 the prosperous farmers of the Southern
counties had cast what was a spite vote against the Republicans, by
1932 the majority of them hed returned to the Republicen fold, or
chose to vote Democrat, few remeined with the Farmer - Labour party.
No doubt this was due to Olson's left-wing views on the role of
government in the econamy, and his flirtations with the radical Farm
Holidsy Associationels

This result marked the end of Olson the compromiser. From now on,
with the knowledge that he had the backing of the state legislature, .
Minnesote saw the emergence of Olson the radical,

Immediately the Governor set out to enact the more important
parts of his programme: a mortgage moratorium bill was passed during the
early months of 1933, as a means of protecting farmers bedly hit by
the Depression, from foreclosurees2, On the revenue side of the state
budget, Olson introduced a state income tax, whilst in social expenditure
a beginning was made in the sphere of old-sge pensions with the first
Minnegota Old=Age pensions Act, 1933 Lsbour injunctions and "yellow
dog™ contracts were prohibited, 3, a step taken in the course of juatioe
as well as the interests of the Farmer = Labouritese.4.

However, the legislature, doubtless due to a majority of the
Senate being in the conservetive caucus, rejecfed bills demanding
the publioc ownership of utilities and factories, the provision of
unemployment and health insurance, the outlawing of loan sharks, the

1. "Ths Political Career of Floyd B,Olson", George H. Mayers Frré
2. Toid, AP/ /35 /ia1g

3¢ A Contract whereby a prospective employee agrees not
to join a trade union,

4. "Mimesots - A History of the State". Theocdore C, Blegen, #J~v%
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free distribution of school textbooks, and the reduction of interest

rates.

Olsonts frequent visits to Washington where he often represented
the state, soon earmarked him as both a liberal and a respected state
governor, It is ironic however to think that it was not one of Olson's
own policies which gained him national prominence, but the New Deal of
Franklin D. Roosevelts Following the autumn of 1953, Olson emerged
as a supporter, and probably more important, a constructive oritic of
the New Deal recovery programme, both in the need for widespread farm
relief, and the public ownership of industries of stategio importance to
the American economyele

Relstionships between the Democratic and Farmer - Labour pa.rties
oould be seen to fall into a biennial oyclees The year following an
eloction was a year of criticism for the Farmer - Labourites, whilst
the next year they could be seen actually praising the Administraticn,

Olson realised that both he and Roosevelt were headed in the seame

general dineotion, and his political experience told him it was better

to support such a candidate as Roocsevelt, rather than a candidate of onme

of the minor parties who hed 1ittle chance of success. It was for these
reasons that he discouraged all efforts to put him at the head of a national
third party tiokete.2.

Whilst Olson did not seek the ultimate in American politiocs, he
did however seek the more rewarding pastures of Washington, Few
were therefore surprised when in the late summer of 1935, in the
midst of his third term of office 3, Olson announced his intention of

1. "The Political Career of Floyd B, Olson®, Gecrge H. Mayer. /%/7
2. Tbide = # ‘277
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'opposing Thomas Schall for the position of United States Senator the
following yeerel. So expected was the announcement, in fact, Farmer-
Labour leaders had already been contemplating for somg six months

as to who should suoceed Olson as governor.2. In this respect, Olsom,
by his own qualities and attributes, had catributed to the lack of

any one heirs The elder = statesmen of the party, the contemporaries
of Knud Wefald and Magnus J chngon were either too old or lacked voter
appeal, whilst the younger generation suffered from neglect, duws to

- the overshadowing effeot of the governore Lieutenant-Governor Hjalmar
Petersen was regarded by many es the obvious successor, an ambition that
was thwarted by Olson himself, no doubt dus to Petersen's attitudes and
a complete distrust of urban radicals. The professionals in the party,
feering the exchange of the strict control of Olson for that of Petersen,

then decided to look further afield for a more malleable candidate.
Vet LV R A4
l. "The Political Career of Flayd B.,Olson®™, George H.Mayerse

2+ In 1934 he had once more secured election with the following
results=

Floyd BeOlson (Farmer-Lsbour) 468,812 votes,

Martin A.Nelson (Republican) 396,359 votes.

John B.Regen (Democrat) 176,928 votes.

A.C.Townley (Independent) 4,454 votes.
Olson's majority of 1932 was thus halved in 1934, whilst his
share of the vote fell from 59,3% in 1930 to 5046% in 1932,
until in 1934 he falled to gain an overall majority, securing
only 44.6% of the votes
An analysis of this vote showed all too well that organised
labour had re-eclected the Governor, the farmers were slowly
returning to their old allegiance as the depression was receedinge
The vote in Hennepin, Ramsey and St.Louis counties was heavily
pro-Olson, whilst rural Minnesota, with the exceptions of the Red
River Valley, and the north-central counties, provided a solid bloc
of votes against the governor.
The farmer-labour alliasnce was breaking up, that Olson survived
thus so far can only be attributed to the leftward trend in the
conurbations, and Olson®s own persocnal appeals £ Afe

("The Political Career & Floyd B.Olson™. George H, Meyer,)
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This they found in Elmer A. Benson, the forty years old Commissioner
of B’anks.l.

Internal Farmer-Labour struggles had taken wp a large proportion
of Olsonts time as Governor, and the comparative serenity of a Senate
seat probebly explains his indifference, rather than his neutrslity
towards the gubernatorisl nomination, Benson seemed reliable and well=
quelified, but not outstanding enough to warrant a public endorsement
from the governor himself,

O0lson®s indifference however was shattered however, when on
December, 22nd, 1935, Senator Schall was fatelly injured in e
Washington Street accidente His death did remove a major obstacle
to the Farmer-Labourites in the state, but also added further complications
which at ocne time threatened to split the party.2. The vacant seat had
to be filled as soon as possible, and although Olson intended to contest

1. "Building Minnesota". Theodore C, Blegen. Piés
2, "Minnesote - A History of the State". Theodore C. Blegen, 2 5-29

i
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the seat in 1936, he preferred to serve out his third term as governor
firste Thus an immeodiate statement by Olsen that he did not intend
to appoint himself to the vacanoy, provoked a soramble by prafessional
politicians, each eager to promote the claims of one of many aspirants.
The most dedicated and determined group ef petitioners were those Farmer—
Baboﬁrites, who saw in the Senatoriael vacancy, a golden epportunity to
build up their gubernatorial eandidate Elmer A, Benson, If he were
appointed a Senator, the prestiges gained from such an appointment would
praotically guarantee his endorsement for Governor at the 1936 Farmere
Labour Conventione Such an appointment wdnld, of courss, protect Olsen,
for Benson had no thoughts of running for Senator in 1856, Any other
appointee might be tempted to offer himself for elsction the following
year, thus diminishing tho Governorts cwn ohances of election.l.

Olson was not to be swayed, however, and ceansidering Bensomn too
inexperisnced for sush a post, declded to sppoint his former secretary,
Munioipal Gourt Judge Vince Pay, to the vacancy. He made a ocardinal
error havever, when in trying to stall the party prafessionals, he
allowed them to print an issus of the "Mimmsaota Leader® announcing
Benson®s appointment, for release only if Olson decided to name
Bensone2., Unknown to Olson, this issue was not only prepared, but
aotually distributed, Olason realised he had been tricked, and, although
he tried to escape from the oorner, realised it was impessible. To
have repudiated the appointment would have split the party into two
warring faotions within a year of the statewlde elections, a possibility
that Olson could ill=afforde He accordingly appointed Benson to the
vacanoye

PP T /35S
le "The Pelitioal Career of Floyd B.8laocn™. Gecrge H. Mayer,

2, Ibid, ./’/0.-.?5‘?/-7?(
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By this time, however, Olson's health was causing increasing
concern, until treatment at the Mayo Clinie in January, 1938, revealed
that the Governor had an incursble cancer, ihe had no more than eight
months to live, a forecast that proved astonishingly accurate. Had any
announcement been made regarding Olson's true state of health, it would
have preoipitated a struggle for owmtrol of the party, and a rece for the
gubernatorial and senatorial ncminationse The lack of an announcement
from the Mayo Clinic regarding Olson, meant that for the time being the
reformers and the party prafessionals were divided on only one issue:
the party candidate for the 1936 elsction for Governor of Mimmesotaele
The preliminary excursions emerged as a trial of strength between the
prafessionals cholce, Senator Elmer A, Benson, and the man who considered
himself the true heir of Olaon, dsspite having split with the governor at
both a political and a personal level, Lisutenant~Governor Hjalmar Petersene
Despite a plea from Olson for an open primary, Benson supporters seoured
a majority of convention delegates, many of them jobholders, long before
the convention assembleds Such tactics, whilst ensuring Benson's
nomination, also looked to an outsider to be very fair and demooratic,
seeming as they did to be an expression of grass=roots sentiments. Such
manoceuvre s, however,' providing for the Senatort's nomination in 1936, only
caused deep resentment from the orusading element in the party, who saw
the reform movement being turned into a patronage machine by a small .
number of prafessional spoilsmeneZe

PP/
1, "Phe Political Career of Floyd B, Olson". George He Mayer.

2. Thid, PP <91/294
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. Suoh oonsiderations were far removed in the November of 1958
however when Elmer A. Benson offered himself for election as Gevernor
of Minnesotas In a straight tight with Republiocan, Martin &, Nelson,
Benson secured 60,7% of the total poll, the full voting figuies being:e

Blmer A+ Bensan (Parmer = Labour) 680,342 votes.

Martin A, Nelson (Republican) 431,841 votes. le
Nor was this an isolated result, for in the Senatoriel election of 1936,
Ernest Lundeen, who was chosen as the new Farmer-Labour candidate following
Olson's death on 22nd August, 1936, polled an even larger percentage, 62.2%,
against former Governor Theodore Christianson, the camplete result being:=

Ernest Lundeen (Permsr - Labour) 663,363 votes.
Theodore Christianson (Republican) 402,404 votes. 2.

If the FParmer-Labour party of Minnesota wes truly the party of
Floyd Be Olson, then how does ocne begin to explain these two results
which came three months after the death of the Governor?

In the instance of the Senatorial contest, one explanation for the
high Parmer-liabour vote is that the elsctorate was more favourable to the
isolationist policies of Lundeen, especially in the more pro = German
arease There 13 no doubt that the election was strongly contested on
the issue of foreign polioye This, however, would cnly explain, or help
to explain, the reasons for Lundeen's success. What factors contributed
then to Benson's vietory, and also possibly influenced Lundeen®s campaign?

The major factor, I would assert, was the legacy of Olson, who had

left behind him a coalition that he alome had been able to wield into one
Pfighting forocs. That ocoalition in November 1936 had only ome or two
surface soratches, the cracks were to appear in the following two years.

1. "Politics in Minnesota". G.Theolore Mitau, £/ /9
2, Tbid, A/r?
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That both Benson and Lundeen faced no Pemocratio candidate in
1936 was tribute to the political skill of Olson, who saw the futility
of fighting & national third party campeign, and the practicability
of a loose eleotoral pact with the Pemocrats. Thus both Benson and
Lundeen faced only opposition from the Republican party, an organisation
whose morale was low both nationally and statewide, thanks to the combinsd,
if hardly united, efforts of Franklin D, Roosevelt, and Floyd B, Olsonele

The last, if scmewhat dubious, reason for the higher Farmer -
Labeur vote ,:I.n. 1956, was that it was a sympathy vote for Olsons Sueh
votes, of course, cammot be accurately camputed, nevertheless, it cannot
be denied that the vast majority of Mimmesotans were grieved at Olsonts
death, whioch, ooming as it did so mear to the eleotions, must have affected
soms of the electorate in a manner favourable to the Farmer-Labour partye

The year 1936 has a two=fold significance in Minnesota political
history, each undeniably linked to the other, Firstly it merked the
death of the champion of the masses, Playd B, Olsane Secondly it
proved the last occesion on which a candidete of the Farmer-Labour
party would win affice as either Governor of Mimnesota, or United
States Senatore The party was to fight on two more occasions for
the office of United States Senetor, and on three more occasions for

1 "PFacts sbout the Presidents". Joseph Nathan Kamee ~ 332
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Governor of Mimnmesota, but on each occeasion they were defeated.le

1., The full results of these final elections contested by
the Parmer-Lebour party were as followss=

1940 Election for United States Senator

Honrik Shipsteed (Republican)  * 641,049 votes
Elmer &, Benscn (Farmer-Lebour) 310,875 votes
John B. Regen (Democrat) 248,658 votes

®* Shipatead rejoined the Republica.n party in 1940,
1942 Election for United States Senator

Joseph He Ball (Republicen) 356,297 votes
Elmer A, Benscn (Fermer-lebour) 213,965 votes
Martin A, Nelson (Independent Progressive) 109,226 votes
Ed Murphy (Democorat) 78,959 votes
19898 Eleotion for Governor of Minnesots

Harold Be Stessen (Republican) N 678,839 votes
Elmer A, Benson (Farmer-Lebour) 387,263 votes
Thomas Gallagher (Democrat) - 65,875 votes
1940 Eleotion for Governor of Minmesota |

Harold E, Stassen iRepublicén) 654,666 votes
Hjelmar Potersen (Farmer~Labour) 459,609 votes
Ed Murphy (Democret) 140,021 votes

2 Election for Governor of Minne a

Harold B. Stessen (Republican) 409,800 votes
Hjelmar Petersen (Farmer-Labour) 299,917 votes
John De Sulliven (Democrat) 75,151 votes

("Politics in Minnesota". GeTheodcre Mitau)e PP 7///7
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What therefore caused the slump from a seemingly impregnable
position in 1936 to disaster in the years to come?

A major reason for this decline, was the lossto the party of
its two best vote~-getters, Floyd B.Olson and Henrik Shipstead, between
1936 and 1940. Olson died of cancer, whilst Senator Shipstead returned
to his former Republican allegiance, to represent them for a further
term of office on Capitol Hill., The isolationist Lundeen was also lost
to the party, being killed in an air-crash in 1940, but by then the party
structure was crumbling badly.

' The actual break up of the constituent elements of the party was a
further contributing factor in the party's loss of electoral success.
Benson lacked the skill of Olson, who was able to forge one organisation
from rural agrarians and urban industrial workers. The constituent
halves of the party were allowed to drift their separate ways. Nor was
the split confined to the rank-and-file members of the party, for the
party hierarchy was itself split. The 1938 Farmer-Labour primary for
Governor of Minnesota, between incumbent Governor Elmer A.Benson, and
former lieutenant-Governor Hjalmar Petersen, emerged as little more
than a first class md-slinging match, which could only harm rather
than cleanse the party. Benson secured the nomination, but any vote-
getting appeal that he once possessed had been irreparably damaged.1?.

Thms the Farmer-lLabour party had only itself to blame as it
now stood awaiting the fatal knock-out blow. This was mercifully
swift, and left the people of Minnesota in no doubt that Farmer-
Labour rule was ended. It was delivered by Harold E, Stassen, who

1. See Karl F, Rolvaag (Himself DFL Governor of Minnesota 1963-7)
in "Minnesota - A History of the State". £ 53 9

Theodore C.Blegen.
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~in defeating Elmer A.Benson by the largest majority received by a
Minnesota governor up to that time, to become, at thirty-one years
of age, the nation's youngest governor.1.

The party of Floyd B.Olson was now dead. However, one more
of his dreams was yet to be fulfilled, the still closer co-operation
with the Democratic party. Since 1932 Farmer-labourites had co-operated
with the Democrats on a national level, In 1944 the tw rival organisations
joined to form the Demdcratic-Farmer-Labour party as the one united front
a.ga.ﬁlst Republicanism 2, and immediately found %hat they had been searching
for, a new attractive vote-getter. His name was Hubert H, Humphrey, and
so attractive did he prove to the electorate that he served as Vice-
President of the United States from 1965-9, and in 1968 in the closest
Presidential Election of the Century lost to Former Vice-President Richard
M.Nixon by only a few thousand votes, each candidate being credited with
43.9% of the popular vote, truly a sign that the mich needed fusion of
the two parties bas produced a new generation of radical politicians,
whom the Republicans of Minnesota must now fear as they did their

predecessors, thirty years ago.

1. "Politics in Minnesota, G.Theodore Mitau. ~re

2. "An Introduction to American Politics", D.W.Brogan. ~7/




173,
CHAPTER JT

States! Rights Politics in the South
Introduction

Prior to 1966, the Republican Party, the party of Lincoln
and the abolition of slavery, held only a precarious foothold
in the Southern states. The Demooratic Party, the party of "Dixie™
reigned supreme, Ths fif'teen Southern and border states remained
for nearly eighty years o ome-party territory. This was not to sgy,
however, that the natiocnal Democratic party could depend on Southern
support at all times, it could not, and neither can it do so today.

This chapter therefore is a study of the onme occasion when part

of the South has refused to support the naticnal Democratic presidentisl

candidete, 1, and the recent state of affairs whereby former Governor
George Co Wallace of Alebeme, & man whom meny political columnists
contemptuously wrote off as 'Alasbama's Apostle of Discontent®2, gained
the largest vote ever received by a third party candidate, in the
Presidential Election of 1968,

le In 1948 when Governor Strom Thurmond of South Caroclina
opposed the incumbent Democrat, Harry S. Trumen,

2. "The Observer™, November, 12, 1967,
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To the omsual cbserver, the Dixiecrat bolt in 1948 was a hasty
affair, whereby the Democratioc convention delegations of South Carolina,
Alabama, and Mississippi quite suddenly decided to quit the Democratie
Party and nominste their aom ocandidate for President. In faot the
seeds of revolt were sown in the Presidential campaign of four years
earlier, when groups opposed to Pranklin D, Roosevelt in the states
of Mississippi, Taxas, and South Carolina, succeeded in bloocking the
re-nomination of Henry Wallace as Democratic Vice~Presidential oendidate,
and reduced the popular vote margin in the November election to the
nerrowest for twentyweight years. l.

By 1947, under the influence of President Truman, a Southerner
@enerally considered to be more conservative than his predecessor,
Roosevelt, the country-seemed to be moving to the right. However,
there were many undsrcurrents. The most importent was the inoreasing
restiveness of the negro, following World War II, and whilst many
Southerners had orusaded for Roosevelt's "Four Freedoms™, nowons hed
ever considered that they should be extended to the nmegro race. |

Coupled with this restiveness was the faot even larger numbers of
negroas followed those who had previously migrated to the North,2,

Nor was the negro alome in pleading his case, for he was
alded by such diverse groups as Communists, lsbour leaders, newspapermen,
minority leaders and Northern politicians, including former Vioce-President
Henry Wallace, the presidential candidate of the People®s Progressive
Partye The Northerm Negro vote became poli{:ioally more important than

/’//’
l. 9"The Demooratic Party in American Politiocs", Ralph M,Goldmsan,

2, "Fhe South Since 1865"., John Samual Ezell, A~r9/
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that of the White South 1, It was thus to appease the megro, and also
to combat the Wallace movemsnt, that President Truman appointed & Committee
on Civil Rightse2, whose report was published an 29th Octdber, 1947,

The report made four basic recommendationse Firstly, sweeping
aotion by the Trumen Administration to end most forms of rezoial segregations
Secondly, a Federal anti=lynching law, for although lynchings were
diminishing in number, few attempts Bad ever been mads by Southern
authorities to canviect any white citizen of lynching a megro, and
as Cabell Phillips noted in 1946, "Phere has never been & successful
fedsral prosecution of lynching per seee." S. Thirdly it reccmmsnded
the abolition of poll taxes and the end of "white" primary electiocns,
and lastly it propeosed a Federal Falr Employment Practices Aot,

Truman referred to these recommendations as an "American Charter
of Human Preedom” and asksd for immesdiately Congressional implementation,
a decision welcomsd nationally, although not in the Southe To
Southerners these recommendations seemed little less than a declaration

1., "The South since 18657, John Samsl Ezell, #~%'7

2. The composition of this cammittes, thirteen Northerners
against two Southerners, alienated many people in the South,
who considered the Committee's findings & foregons eanclusicn,
even before it had met.

-Se  Article by Cabell Phillips in the "New York Times™ ~ August 3,
1948,
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of war against the region, by one of their own native sons, 1.

Governor William M. Tuck of Virginia declared that federal policy,
if contimed, would result "in the virtual abolition of the states",
whilst Governor Fielding Wright in his inaugural address as the chief
executive of the state of Mississippi went so far as to call for a
break with the Democratic Party if its leaders continued to try
"o wreck the South and ocur institutions".2. Such opinions were backed
by the oil interests of the region who were unhappy with federal
efforts to regulate the industry, and also the Supreme Court decision
in the tidelands oil cases, whereby offshore oil deposits were deemed
to be federal property.3.

White Southern militancy took a further step when Governor Wright
took the fight to the Southern Governor's Conference, a body organised
in 1937 to secure co-operation in the solution of common regional
problems, Wright demanded that the Conference take a stand against
any further efforts to enact civil rights legislation, and call a
"Southern Conference of true Democrats™ to plan a course of action.l.
The majority of Governors however were not as extreme as Wright, and
decided first to approach the Chairman of the Democratic National
Committee to see if he would consider using his influence to have
the controversial legislation withdrawn, and secondly if he would fawvour
a return to the two~thirds rule.5. On both these counts the Governors!

1. Prior to his nomination as Viece-Presidential candidate in
1944, Truman had represented his home state, Missouri, in the

Senate.
2. "The South since 1865". John Samuel Fzell. L ss¥

3. "Third Party Movements in the United States". William B.Hesseltine.
. PrI6/97
4. "The South since 1865". John Samel Ezell. P /¢
5. The rule whereby candidates at the Democratic Convention had
to secure two-thirds of the delegates votes, before nomination.
It was abolished in 1936. Southerners saw in it a chance to
block any nomination which they themselves did not favour.
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requests were turned downe

Southern anxiety was temporarily relieved, however, when Congress 1
failed to pass the desired laws, Jubilation turned to despair when
Truman announced his intention to campaign for re-election on the
issue. The Southern Governor's having tried moderation now degided
to back Wright's policy of militancy, and recommended state Democratic
conventions to-go on record as opposing the nominetion, in 1948 of
Trumen, or any other cendidate known to favour oivil rights.2.

Such an announcement served only to cause internal strife in
the Democratic organisations of the Southern states, between those
who yieided to pressure from the Southern Governorts Conference, and
those who did not.

The Alabama delegation was pledged to vote against any nominee
unsatisfactory on civil rights, half of them pledging themselves to
walk out of ths National Convention if the platform included a civil
rights plank simjlar to that alreedy proposed by the Truman Administratione3.

Meenwhile the Mississippi State Democratic Executive Committee
called a regional meeting of "all trus white Jeffersonian Demoorats®,
those who supported the policy of states' rights, and opposed the trend
of the national partye4s At the Conference, held on May 10th, 1948,
at Jackson, Mississippi, and dominated by delegations from the home state
and South Carolina, it was resolved to call upon each state to choose
delegates and presidential eleotors opposed to the objectives of the
Truman Administrations Should the civil rights programme be adopted
at the Democratic naticnel convention it was resolved to hold another

1. Referred to by Prcfessor D.W.Brogan as the 'Do-Nothing* 09 ¢
Congresss "An Introduction to American Politios"e D.W.Brogane

2« "The South since 1865", John Samuel Ezell, AP &t/ T
5. Ibide PP 4%/ e
4, Trid. P %9
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- meeting, to be held in Birminghem, Alebems, in order to plan future
strategyele ‘

.The National Demooratic Convention of 1948, held in Philadelphie
was ably controlled by Trumen's managers, who were unwilling to yield
to the demends of the Southern faction, but who were willing to compromise
with the Dixdecrats, by offering a weak civil rights planke Even
this was unacceptable to both Southerner, and at the other extrems,
radical Northerner, end was accordingly defeated by 651% votea to 582%.
The mejority of delegates then supported & more radical plank, proposed
by Hubert H, Humphrey, the Meyor of Minnespolis seconded by representative
Andrew J., Beimiller of Wisconsin and endorsed by other liberals,
including that powerful new pressure group, "Amsricans for Democratic
Action", which urged Trumen to enact his once-rejected civil rights
progromme ¢2e

Even moderate Southerners, and J.Strom Thurmond was considered by
many Southermers to be a moderate, were sturmed at this action, which
provoked & walk—out of 35 delegateg,mainly from the states of Alebame
and Mississippie2. It must be stressed that not all of the Southern
delegations at first bolted the party, indeed meny delegates still
considered it their duty to try to impose their will upon the party
until the last. Accordingly this group first tried to block the
renomination  Truman by uniting behind Richard B, Russell of Georgiaesde
This however failed, as did their efforts to diotate the Vice—Preszidential
namination, the vacant half of the Democratic ticket. This went to
Senator Alben Berkely of Kentucky, who, like Trumen, was a Southerner
willing to support the national party platforme

1, "The South Since 1865", John Samel Ezell, /~/9
2 "The Democcratic Party in AmericsmPolitiocs".Ralph M (?rr.»ld.man"7 “7
. ! ) . P . .
3. "Sinoce 1900", O0.J.Barck and N.M.Blake. #~2a/

4o "The South Since 1865", John Samuel Ezell. ﬂw7
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On July 17th, 1948, two days af'ter the end of the National
Convention, a conference was held in Birmingham, Alabama, mainly
attended by many of Miésissippi's political leaders, a group of
Alsbama conservatives, a number of supporters of J.Strom Thurmond
of South Carolina, and several curious local citizens.l.s The
majority were themsslves politically unimportant, these being the
average Southern segregationists who considered the national Democratio
party to be anti=Southern, whilst the Republicans, led by Governor
Thomas Dewey of New York, were little better regarding civil rights,
a3 well as being handicapped by its, then, traditional stigma in the
region.2. The group thus decided to run an independent ticket in the
coming Presidential election, and, with this end in mind, the States!
Rights Party was formed. After manosuvres that indicated little of
democracy, but much behind the scenes cantrol, Governor J.Stram
Thurmond of South Carolina and Governor Fielding Wright of Mississippi
were unanimously hominated as Presidential end Vice~Preaidential candidates
regpectively, of the new partye3s The programme was contained in a
"Daclaration of Principles", whose mein theme was the rejection of

1, "Since 1900", 0.J.Barck and N.M.Blake. /2 73/

2+ A stigme which is now receeding, especially following the
mid-term elections of 1966, Even J.Strom Thurmond now
represents South Caroclina in the Senate as a Republicane

3. "The South since 1865". John Semucl Ezell, #~%/9
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national interference into what the South considered were solely state
a:f‘fairs.

The Dixiecrats, as they became known, never seriously considered
they could win the election, having, as they did, the support of .
only half of the farmer Confederacy, let alone the entire United
Statess Their actual aims however have never been clearly resolved,
although it is known that they were hoping for a close election, with
no candidate gaining an overall electorsl college majority, thus
throwing the election into the House of Representatives.l. Some
authorities suggest thet the Dixiecrats would then rest content
on their laurels, having persusded the national Demccratic party that

it needed Southern votes to secure the popular election of a President.
A further contention is that having thrown the election into the

House, the Dixiecrats hoped to elect one of their number President.
Such a manoceuvre could only succeed of course if the Democrats were
convinced that a Southern Democrat was preferable to a Republican.Z.

These however were mere hypotheses. Such a strategy only had a
chance if Henry Wallace, ocandidate of the People's Progressive Party,
and himself a former Democrat, bit heavily into the left-wing Democratic
vote, whilst the states of the former Confederacy united behind Thurmond.S.

Despite the unpopularity of Trumen in the South, the Dixieorats
faced a hard task. Firstly Thurmond was neither personally nor
politically strong outside his home state of South Carolinaes Further,
the States' Rights Party was suspected by Southern liberals, who
1, "Third Perty Movements in the United States". Williem B.Hesseltine,
2. "The South since 1865", John Samuel Ezell, 4 420

3¢ "Third Party Movements in the United States™. William /% Hesseltine,
27
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themselves were usuelly segregationists, of being reactionary, Thirdly
many Southerners considered the movement was flouting the most sacred
Southern tradition: the necessity for the Democratio Party, and

lestly, and perhaps most importent of all, politicians remsmbered

the politicel fate of the leaders who had bolted in the so-celled
tHoovercrat® rebellion of 1928, and shuddered at the possible loss

of patronage.ls '

On many ocoasions the Dixiecrets insisted that they were not a
third party, but as Governor Wright said they were ™ths true Democrats
af the Southland and these United States.Ze Even so they were still
ungble to unite the Southern wing of the Demooratio party behind them.

In view of these factors, why then did the movement fail? Doubtless
it was because Thurmond failed to appeal to the South as a whole, only
succeeding in the "Black Belt", that is the areas of greatest Negro
concentration, whoge people were sgriwed at Trumen's policies on race
and sgriculture, and in the lerge industriel centres, where the electorate
was dismayed at the Administrations policies on labour and businesse.de

l, "The South since 1865"™, John Samuel Ezell, Pudo

2+ Nor was this untrue for in the states carried by the
Dixieorats at the 1948 eleotion, the bolters were legally
the offiocial Democratic party of the South of the stete,
differing from the national Democratic ticket only in the
choice of emblem, choosing the Rooster rather than the more s
usuel Asse (D.WeBrogan = "An Introduction to American Politics™).

3e "An Introduction to American Polities™. D.W.Brogan., AR 7« /7 o
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In general the people of the South were not yet ready for a full scale
btevolt against the Democratic partye Despite the unrelisbility of the
Truman Administration on the race issue, the electorate was unwilling
to go to the Republicans, or vote for a third partye The Dixdeorat
revelt never really existed, for in the four states carried by Thurmond
and Wright, the Dixiecrats had been successful in having their
candidates declared the representatives of the Democratiec perty.le

Bven hed Thurmond surmounted all the previously mentioned
obstacles, he still feiled to surmount the biggest obstacle of all,
the politicel apathy of the Southern electorates Due to the tradition
of the South being a one=perty region, the basie characteristic of
elections in the area has been one of non=participation, Even in
the bitter election of 1948 the highest voting percventage of any
Southern state was the $9% shared jointly by the states of Florids
and North Caroline.2,

In 1967, Grover C,Hall in "The Richmond News Leader® 3.
recells the Thurmond cendidature of 1948 as "a foredoomed impotent
wheeze", a statement which ably sums up the situations Such then are
the basic reasons for Thurmond®s failure, but we must now turn to

l. Thurmond carried South Carelina, Mississippi, Louislana,
end Alsbemae The first two voted for the Dixiecrats
because Thurmond and Wright were favourite = son candidates.
Prafessor V.0.Key in his book "Southern Politics™ comnsiders
Thurmond carried Alabeama and Lou:i.siaha c:n]y because of
manceuvres making him the Democratioc nominse, /2 Jef2

2, Compered to a national average of 5%,

3. Reprinted in "The Montgomery Independent® Msy 17, 1967,



II The Candidature of George C, Wallace

"George Corley Wallace of Alabama is a candidate for the.
presidenoy of the United States.

He leaves himself an out — "if" either of the two major
national parties adopts & platform embodying the position he
advocates, then he will withdraw. But as of now hs intends to
run",

It was with these words that "The Birmingham News"™, one of
Alabama's major newspapers l. introduced an article headed 'George

Wallace: candidate for Presidentts Whilst the majority of this
paper has been concerned with evaluating the role of past minority

183.

movements, this chapter mainly deals with contemporary politics within

the United States.

Nine months after the publication of this article, Wallace
appeared at a press confersnce in Washington, where he announced
his not unexpected candidacy for the office of President of the
United States 2, Such an ammoumcement had really been a formality
since April, 1967, when on a television interview he considered ths
proposed oéndidatures; of such conservative Republicans as former
Vice~President Richard M.Nixon, and Governor Ronald Reagan of
Celifornia as politically unacceptable to him,3s From that moment
Wallace was a candidate in the 1968 Presidential Election,

1, "The Birmingham News™, Mgy 21st, 1967,
2, February, 8th, 1968,

3¢ Reply to Mr.David Broder on N.,B.C's "Meet the Press®,
25ra April, 1967,
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George CeWallace was eleoted Governor of Alabama, as a
southern Demosrat strongly in favour of segregation of whites and
negroes, in 1962, and served the maximum period allowed within ths
state constitution, ans term of four yeers., Uneble to succeed
himself, and unable to emend the oonstitution to provide for any
succession, Wallace supported the candidature of his wif'e, Lurleen,
for Chief Exsoutive of the states Mrs.fallace won an overwhelming
viotory, and served as head of state of Alsbama until her death in
Mey, 1968, Her husband, who drew an emnuasl salary of one dollar a
year as the Governor's chief advisor, still remained firmly in command
a3 head of the government,

One month efter his wife's successful candidature, Wellace said
"I have made no firm plans regarding my future political efforts except
that I have no intention of relenting my eff arts to reverse the trends
in this country which are detrimentel to our constitutional government
and statets sovereignty".les Such a statement of course is open to a
wide amount of interpretations, but even then there was little doubt
that should no oandidate suitable to Wallace be proposed by either the
Republican or Democratic party then he, himself, would stand.

Nor is Mrallace a stranger to Presidential party polities,
Prior to ths Republican nomination of Senator Barry Goldwater in 1064,
the Alabamian had every intention of running for President that year.
Although he did not eventually run, the votes he gained in the Democratic

1. Letter to C,K.Sumner, December, 28th, 1966,
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primaries in 1964, may have prompted him to rvn in 1968, Two
important results favourable to Wellace, ocourred in the primary
elections of Wisoonsin and Maryland. In Marylaend, 2 border

Southern state with a large Roman Catholic vote, which might have
been expected tocgppose him, Wallace gained 45% of the total vote

ocast, in a contest involving three candidates.le In the state of
Wisconsin, the home-state of both ths liberal la Follette family

and the "red-baiting" Senator Joe McCarthy, Wallace took 34% of the
vote in the Democratic primary.2. whilst if one takes into consideration
the combined total of the Republican and Demooratic primeries, Wallace
gained an outstanding 25% of the popular vote, with three candidates
rmning. Both of thess results were achieved with s minimum of
organisations In ths four years to 1968 Wallace, if anything,

gained ingpopularity outside of his home region and by now he had

the well=oiled machinery of the "W§allace Campaign™ behind him,

Early public opinion po].'l.é showed Wallace capable of securing
the largest number of Blectoral College votes ever gained by a third
party candidate in the twentieth centurys £ gallup Poll taken in
Ootober, 1966, gave Wallace 7% of the national vote, by April, 1967,
this figure had risen to 135%.3. Naturally such a figure was a national
average. In his Southern homelend Wallace emerged not as a third party

1, "The Montgomery Independent! May 17th, 1967,
2. Ibid.

S+ These figures were quoted by Mr.James J.Kilpatrick
of the "Richmond News Leader" on N,B.C's "Meet the
Press", April 23rd, 1967,
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cendidate but as a candidate of the front renke The same

Gallup Poll showed that in a three-cornered fight between Wallace

and Governor George Romney of Michigen, end incumbent President

Lyndon BeJohnson, both of whom were to retire from the contest

early in 1968, ths former Governor of Alsbama stood to win all

the former Confederatse stetes, inoluding Johnson's own state of

Texes, plus the states of Oklashoma and Kentucky, a total of thirteen
states, and 145 electoral oollege votes.le Some commentators might
consider this poll to be now of little value, following ths withdrawal
of both Johnson and Romney, however, it does serve to show Wallace's
potential in a three-~cornered contest with a liberal and a2 oconservative,
Failure to gain ths votes of the border states, and only take the
Solid South, lef't a very real possibility that Wallace's intervention
would force the Presidential eleotion into the House of Representatives
for only the third time in Americen history,

Soms psephologists disagreed with this, considering that should
Wallace stand, his candidature would have harmed ths Republican
cendidate, Richard Nixon, so much as to ensure the elsction of
Hubert HeHumphery, the Demooratio candidates Wallace himself
always conaidered such an assumption to be wrongly based, sgying,

"We are going to hurt the Republicans in the South, but we're going
to hurt the Democrats in the North, because my strongest support comes

1, Quoted by MrJ.James J. Kilpatrick of the "Richmond News
Leader” on N.B.C*s "Meet the Press™, April, 23rd, 1967,
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from organised labour, working people, in the North, and they have
traditionally voted the Democratic tickste.™ l.

When he anmnounced his independent candidacy at Washingtan,
Weallace said he was a oandidate because ™the typical American of all
races is tired of riots = of orime running rampent in every city of
our nationsecess Wo must have & nation where~-in our States are able
to run their affairs eeeees Without receiving directives from Washington,
We must have a nstion which will not tolerate defiance of its national
seourity by those within who offer aid and oomfort to our enemies”,
He claimed he would also "lmep the peace if I had to keep 30,000 troops
standing on the streets, two feet apart and with two=foot=long bayonets™.2.

Such calls tended to be popular with the conservative, God-fearing
and law abiding sector of the American community which is ever anxious
to preserve a peaceful status quo in a violent societye Many Americans
however did not have too much difficulty in separating genuine efforts
at urban peace through racial hermony, from Wallace's blusterings with
their cbligue States' Rights references. Inference is not ane of
Walleoce's more noted skills, he is too ebrupt, as when he goes on to
ssy that the "sow-called oivil rights laws are really an attack on the
property rights of this country, and on the free enterprise system and

1, "The Birmingham News". Mgy 2lst, 1967,
2, Keeaings Contemporary Archives, April 27th - May 4th, 1968,
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local government .... and I would try to have them changed in Congress.l.

Almost immediately following his Washington Press Conference,
supporters: of Wallace in several states formed & group under the
title of the Americen Independent Party, in an effort first of all
to get their candidate on the ballot of all 50 states.2.

For many months before his announced cendidacy hs had a
flourishing cempaign heedquerters in Montgomery, Alebame., His
finencisl support, he olaimed came from the men in the strest, and
not from any of the great Southern millionaires suoh as H,L.,Hunt. He
omits however thet of the ¥ 896,000 reised for his ocampaign in 1964,
large sums of money were contributed not by working-olass men, but by
some of the more prominent Southern benkerse Wallace quite cbviously
has the Southern financial comnectionse.

Whilst denying lerge-scele financial contributions to his
campaign, Wellace did not deny that his cempaign was not cne of
faceless men without leaders. He did not however say specifiicelly
who these leeders were, short of saying his cendidature was backed by
a number of Congressmen and Senatorse.3. His major support, however,
came from the man in the street, or as Politiocal Analyst Richard Scammon

le EReesing's Contemporary Archives, April 27th - Mgy 4th, 1968,

2, The Distrioct of Columbia's requirements proved too tough and
not conducive to the growth of Third Parties ("Time" March, 1lst,
1968).
Se¢ Strom Thurmond refused to support Wallace, preferring to
endorse the oandidature of Richard Nixon, who reciprocated
by neming as his running-mate, Governor Spiro T.ignew of
the border state of Maryland,
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pointed out, the low-income white voters.ls TUndoubtedly Wallace
made large inroads into the Northern vote, but his political views
were still abhorred by many liberals who talk of George Wallace and
the Selma March in the same breath; and in the year that the Reverend
Martin Luther King Jnre., and Senator Robert EKennedy were both
assagsinated, this assoclation could have been especially damaging
to Wallaoce,

In the final analysis Wallace gained over 9 million popular
votes for a total of 46 electoral ocollege votess In a year that
favoured the oonservative Wallace and his running mate, former Air-
Force General Curtis le Mgy, were out manoeuvred by Richard Nixon
who managed to gain many of the votes Wallace hoped to take on the
issus of lew and order, whilst doubtless in the end Wallace lost many
votes because of his continued references to states rights.

Nothing dsunted, however, Wallace campaigns on. He is now
looking towards 1972 and a further confrontation with Richerd Nixon.
There is little to suggest, however, that a Wallace candidature in
1972 will have the same worrying affect upon major party professionals
as it did in 1968, The main reason for this is that the scmewhat
antique Electoral College eleotion system will probably be changed in
time for the next Presidential election, Tentative suggestions for
changing the system have been put forward by ths defeated Democratic
Vice=Presidential candidate, Senator Edmund Muskie.

Wallace has elready secured a niche in Americaen history, it
now remains for the public and the historians to sgy whether his name
be immortalised as Wellace of Selma or Wallace the man who almost
precipitated a constitutional orisis in 1968,

l, "Time" = March lst, 1968,
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ONCLUSION

For the most part, this paper has oconcerned itself with failure,
the failure of a succession of parties to impose their will and ideals
upon the majority of the electerate of the United Statese It is the
intention here to try eand find out why no third party succeeded in
gaining the oonfidence of the majority of the American electorate so
far this century,

American politioal pearties cannot be judged in British, or
European terms, mainly because of the rapid disappearence in the United
States of the kind of issue that provided the raw material of Eurcpean
politics. The United States has mever had a dispute cancerning the form
of the American state as each party has sought to defend that institution.le
Thus a new party has always had to be conscious of the feot that whilst it
could advocate reform, it could not edvocate reform of the state. This
of course proved a liability to the more socialist minded partiese
However, one could not even remotely associate the candidature of
Thecdore Roosevelt with the revolutionary principles of left=wing
socialisme What then was the cause of the complete failure en bloc
of American third parties?

The answer fo this question I feel is provided in a statement
made in 1910 by the Socialist, Morris Hillquit, who was quoted as

sayings=
"But what makes it (American politics) still more difficult is

l. "Amerioan Politiocal Parties: Their Natural History".
Wilfred . Bizkleys 2P/ X /y




the system of 'party tiokets' in eleotions eeeee Local, state and
national eleotions are most frequently held together, and the ticket
handed to the voter sametimes contains the names not only of candidates
for the state legislature or congress, but also for all local and state
affairs and even for President of the United States. And since a

new party rarely seems to heve the chance of prospect of electing

its ocandidate for governor or president of the country, the voter

is inclined in advance to consider its entire ticket as hopelesse

The fear of *throwing away' the vote is thus a peculiar product of
Americen politics and it requires a voter of exceptional strength

of conviction to overcams it." l.

Hilquit thus blames the long ballot for the ills of third party
movements, and the present writer would certainly agree with him with
regard to national third parties with continuous aspirations of taking -
over the government of the countrye. Such a conclusion is emphasised
by the number of occasions a third party wins a by-election where little
in the way of electing a government is at steke, only to lose it at the
next general election when the voter considers he has a greater
responsibility.

With regard to the Socialists, Hilquit also cansidered state
autonomy to have hindered their growth, beczuse the most vital industid al
and social problems of the country were being dealt with by the separate
legislatures, and not by the federal authorities as a corporate body.

1, "American Socialism 1900=1960". H,Wayne Morgen, A4 é 7 /67
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The failure of many parties and presidential candidatures of
course can be attributed to lack of 'grass roote! organisatiom,
a bolting faction oftem finds it has gifted and able leaders, but
few rank-and-file members, and because of the haste in which it is
‘organised, little in the way of precinct, ward, county, or even state
organisations. This lack of organisatien also meant that for the most
part many of the third parties were financially poor. To launch a
Presidential campeign of seriocus proportions, even fifty years ago,
cost more than any third party, with the poseible exception of the "Bull
Moose" Progressives, possessed. The whole political and comstitutional
make-up of the United States works against the gradual growth, or decline,
of political perties. BPBreak-up of parties are swift, with the broken
parts often forming the micleus of a new party. Thus many third
parties, as we have seen, have fought one or possibly two cempaigns,
and them faded back into political obscutity, the exception of course
being that of the Socialists, who deelined gradually, with one brief
respite during the Great Depressicn, in the years following the First
World War, Just as third parties were formed from dissenting factioms
of one of the major parties, so were they eventually absorbed back into
the fold. Some factions pleaded for re-admittance because they saw
that a better wey of influencing American politics was not hy forming
a new party, but by striving to inflmence the members of an existing
perty. Such politicians realised it was easier to try and take over
an existing organisation, than to build a new ane from scratch. The
major parties for their part were equally eager that such movements
should quickly rejoin the parent organisation, and could be seen to
offer compromises and rewards, to tempt the dissidents into restoring
the two-party balance. Tims both major and minor parties cculd be
seen striving to compromise, and in doing so, eliminating the at-once
irritating third party. In what spheres therefore, if any, did the
third parties succeed? As with minority parties in all democracies,
the third parties in the United States served a useful function in
promoting new government ideas and programmes, the sum total of which
are too mumercus to mention. In fact in this respect third parties
are the laboratories of politics, serving as pilot plants for new ideas
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which are invariably stolen and patented Ly ome of the major parties.
Had William Jennings Bryan seen the New Deal he would likely have been
satisfied with its intentions and achievements. Bugene V. Debs would
have likewise no doubt expressed satisfaction if he could see today
the results of the combined efforts of the C.I.0. - A.F.L., whilst I
do not consider it wild to predict that had many of the 0ld Guard
Socialists, "Wobblies" and New Nationalism Progressives seen the New
Deel, the majority would have voted Democrat.

Apart from promoting new policies, there have been occasions
vwhen lesser parties have spauned leaders for either of the two major
parties., The more emient of these were essentially preducts of
the nineteenth century, Turlow Weed, Thaddeus Stevens, and Charles
Sumner, although there have been a number of instances in this century,
notebly William Jennings Bryan, former Presidentiel candidate of both
the Populist and Democratic parties, Upton Sinclair, who contested the
Californien gubernatorial election, as firstly a Socialist, and latterly
a Democrat, and finally Henrik Shipstead, the former Minnesctan Republicean,
who secured political fame as a Farmer-labour Senator, before returning
to the Republican fold. The converse is also true, in that it has
enabled former leaders of the major parties, either embittered or
frustrated, to lead revolis against their former colleagues, this theme
being the easence of the three Progressive parties, and, in that he
revolted against the national leadership of his party, Governor Thmrmond,.

Most of all, however, the third parties have, albeit unwittingly,
served to strengthen the two party system. Each of the major parties
in American polities, because of their loose organisation and composition,
represented many ideas, interests and purposes. Because of this, opinions,
programmes, and often candidates, were compromises arranged by the party
leaders, It was through such compromises and considerations that the
United States retained its unified image. Essentially it was government
by unanimity, and in their curicus wey the third parties contrituted to
the political and govexrmmental harmony which has brought success to the
American democratic system.
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The Progressive P P 0
h st .

The conscience of the people, in a time of grave national problems,
has called into being a new party, born of the nation's sense of justice.
We of the Progressive party here dedicate ocurselves to the fulfillment
of the duty laid upon us by our fathers to maintain the govermment of the
people, by the people and for the people whose foundations they laid eese

The 01d Parties

Political parties exist to secure responsible government and to
execute the will of the people;“

From these great tasks both of the old parties have tumed aside.
Instead of instruments to promote the general welfare, they have become
the tools of corrupt interests which use them impartially to serve their
selfish purposes. Behind the ostensible government sifs enthroned an
invisible government owing no allegiance and acknowledging no responsibility
to the people. '

To destroy this invisible government, to dissolve the unholy
alliance between corrupt business and corrupt politics is the first task
of the statesmanship of the day.

The deliberate betrayal of its trust by the Republican party, the
fatal incepacity of the Democratic party to deal with the new issues of
the new time, have compelled the people to forge a new instrument of
government through which to give effect to their will in laws and
institutions.

Unhampered by tradition, uncorrupted by power, undismayed by the
magnitude of the task, the new party offers itself as the instrument of
the people to sweep away old abuses, to build a new and nobler commonwealth.

The Rule of the People
vsee In particular, the party declares for direct primaries for the
nomination of State and National officers, for nation-wide preferential
primaries for candidates for the presidency; for the direct election of
United States Senators by the people; and we urge on the States the
policy of the short ballot, with responsibility to the people secured by
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the initiative, referendum and recall ....

Equal Suffrage
The Progressive party, believing that no people can justly claim
to be a true democracy, which denies political rights on account of sex,
pledges itself to the task of securing equal suffrage to men and women alike.

Corrupt Practices
We pledge our party to legislation that will compel strict limitation
of all campaign contributions and expenditures, and detailed publicity

of both before as well as after primaries and elections.

Publicity and Public Service
We pledge our party to legislation compelling the registration of
lobbyists, publicity of committee hearings except on foreign affairs,
and recording of all votes in committee; and forbidding federal appointees
from holding office in State or National political organizations, or taking
part as officers or delegates in political conventions for the nomination
of elective State or National officials.

The Courts
The Progressive party demands such restriction of the power of the
courts as shall leave to the people the ultimate authority to determine
fundamental questions of social welfare and public policy. To secure
this end, it pledges itself to provide:

1. That when an Act, passed under the police power of the State, is
held unconstitutional under the State Constitution, by the courts,
the people, after an ample interval for deliberation, shall have an
opportunity to vote on the question whether they desire the Act to
become law, notwithstanding such decision.

2. That every decision of the highest appellate court of a State
declaring an Act of the Legislature unconstitutional on the ground
of its violation of the Federal Constitution shall be subject to the
same review by the Supreme Court of the United States as is now

accorded to decisions sustaining such legislation.
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Administration of Justice

eees We believe that the issuance of injunctions in cases arising out
of labordisputes should be prohibited when such injunctions would not apply
when no labor disputes existed. |

We believe also that a person cited for contempt in labor disputes,
except when such contempt was committed in the actual presence of the
court or so near thereto as to interfere with the proper administration
of justice, should have a right to trial by jury.

Soci d Industrial Justic

The .supreme duty of the Nation is the conservation of muman
resources through an enlightened measure of social and industrial justice.
We pledge ourselves to work unceasingly in State and Nation for:

Effective legislation looking to the prevention of industrial
accidents, occupational diseases, overwork, involuntary unemployment,
and other inmurious effects incident to modern industry.

The fixing of minimm safety and health standards for the various
occupations and the exercise of the public authority of State and Nation
including the Federal Control over interstate commerce, and the taxing
power, to maintain such standards.

The prohibition of child labor.

Minimm wage standards for working women,to provide a "living wage"
in all industrial occupations.

The general prohibition of night work for women and the establishment
of an eight hour day for women and young persons.

One day's rest in seven for all wage workers.

The eight hour day in continuous twenty-four-hour industries.

The abolition of the convict contract labor system; substituting
a system of prison production for governmental consumption only; and the
application of prisoners! earnings to the support of their dependent
families.

Publicity as to wages, hours é.nd conditions of labor; full reports
upon industrial accidents and diseases, and the opening to public
inspection of all tallies, weights, measures and check systems on labor
products.,
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Standards of compensation for death by industrial accident and
injury and trade disease which will transfer the burden of lost earnings
from the families of working people to the industry, and thus to the
commmnity.

The protection of home life against the hazards of sickness,
irregular employment and old age through the adoption of a system
of social insurance adapted to American use.

The development of the creative labor power of America by lifting
the last load of illiteracy from American youth and establishing
continuation schools for industrial education under public control and
encouraging agricultural education and demonstration in rural schools.

The establishment of industrial research laboratories to put the
methods and discoveries of science at the service of American producers.

We favor the organization of the workers, men and women, as a means

of protecting their interests and of promoting their progress ....
Currency

«ees The issue of currency is fundamentally a Government function
and the system should have as basic principles soundness and elasticity.
The control should be lodged with the Government and should be protected
from domination or manipulation by Wall Street or any special interests.

We are opposed to the so-called Aldrich currency bill, because its
provisions would place our currency and credit system in private hands,

not subject to effective public control ....
Conservation

eeeo We believe that the remaining forests, coal and oil lands,
water powers and other natural resources still in State or National
control (except agricultural lands) are more likely to be wisely conserved
and utilized for the genéral welfare if held in the public hands,

In order that consumers and producers, managers and workmen, now and
hereafter, need not pay toll to private monopolies of power and raw
material, we demand that such resources shall be retained by the State
or Nation, and opened to immediate use under laws which will encourage

development and make to the people a moderate return for benefits conferred..
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The Lig Follette Platform of 1924

The great issue before the American people today is the control

of government and industry by private monopoly.

For a generation the people have struggled patiently, in the face
of repeated betrayals by successive adnﬁ.nistrations, to free themselves
from this intolerable power which has been undermining representative
government;

Through control of government, monopoly has stead::.ly extended
its absolute dominion to every basic industry.

In violation of law, monopoly has crushed competition, stifled
private initiative and independent enterprise, and without fear of
punishment now exacts extortionate profits upon every necessity of life
consumed by the public.

The equality of opportunity proclaimed by the Declaration of
Independence and asserted and defended by Jefferson and lLincoln as the
heritage of every American citizen has been displaced by speciel privilege
for the few, wrested from the government of the many.

Fundamental Rights in Danger

The tyrannical power which the American people denied to a king,
they will no longer endure from the monopoly system. The people know
they cannot yield to any group the control of the economic life of the
nation and preserve their political liberties. They know monopoly has
its representatives in the halls of Congress, on the Federal bench, and
in the executive departments; that these servile agents barter away the
nation's natural resources, nullify acts of Congress by judicial veto
and administrative favor, invade the people'!s rights by unlawful arrests
and unconstitutional searches and seizures, direct our foreign policy in
the interests of predatory wealth, and make wars and conscript the sons
of the common people to fight them.

The usurpation in recent years by the federal courts of the power
to nullify laws duly enacted by the legislative branch of the government
is a plain violation of the Constitution ...



Distress of American Farmers

The present condition of American agriculture constitutes an
emergency of the gravest character. The Department of Commerce report
shows that during 1923 there was a steady and marked increase in dividends
paid by the great industrial corporations. The same is true of the steam
and electric railways and practically all other large corporations. On
the other hand, the Secretary of Agriculture reports that in the fifteen
principal wheat growing states more than 108,000 farmers since 1920 have
lost their farms through fore-closure or bankruptcy; that more than 122,000
have surrendered their property without legal proceedings, and that nearly
375,000 have retained possession of their property only through the
leniency of their creditors, making a total of more than 600,000 or 26
percent of all farmers who have virtually been bankrupted since 1920
in these fifteen states alone.

Almost unlimited prosperity for the great corporations and ruin
and bankruptcy for agriculture is the direct and logical result of
the policies and legislation which deflated the farmer while extending
almost unlimited credit to the great corporations; which protected with
exorbitant tariffs the industrial magnates, but depressed the prices of
the farmers! products by financial juggling while greatly increasing the
cost of what he must buy; which guaranteed excessive freight rates to the
railroads and put a premium on wasteful management while saddling an unwar-
ranted burden on to the backs of the American farmer; which permitted
gambling in the products of the farm by grain speculators to the great
detriment of the farmer and to the great profit of the grain ga.mbler.'

A Covenant with the People
Awakened by the dangers which menace their freedom and prosperity
the American people still retain the right and courage to exercise their
sovereign control over their government. In order to destroy the economic
and political power of monopoly, which has come between the people and their
government, we pledge ourselves to the following pﬁnciples and policies:
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Houge Cleaning
1. We pledge a complete housecleaning in the Department of Justics,
the Department of the Interior, and the other executive departments.
We demand that the power of the Federal Government be used to crush
private monopoly, not to foster it.

Natural Resources

2. We pledge recovery of the navy's oil reserves and all other

parts of the public domain which have been fraudulently or illegally
leased, or otherwise wrongfully transferred, to the control of private
interests; vigorous prosecution of all public officials, private citizens
and corporations that participated in these transactions; complete
revision of the water-power act, the general leasing act, and all other
legislation relating to the public domain. We favor public ownership

gRE’

of the nation's water power and the creation and development of a national -

super-water-pover system, including Muscle Shoals, to supply at actual

cost light and power for the people and nitrate for the farmers, and strict

public control and permanent comservation of all the nation's resources
inclnding coal, iron and other ores, oil and timber lands, in the interest

of the people.
Rail Roads

3. We favor repeal of the Esch Cummins railroad law and the fixing
of railroad rates upon the basis of actual, prudent investment and cost
of 8ervice seeee

Iax Reducticn
beo We favor reduction of Federal taxes upon individual incomes and
legitimate business, limiting tax exactions strictly to the requirements
of the government administered with rigid economy, particularly by the
curteilment of the eight hundred million dollars now anrmally expended
for the army and navy in preparation for future wars; hy the recovery
of the hundreds of millions of dollars stolen from the Treasury through
fraudulent war contracts and the corrupt leasing of the public rescurces;
and by diligent action to collect the accumilated interest upon the
eleven billion dollars owing us by foreign governments.

i
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We denocunce the Mellon tax plan as a device to relieve mmlti-
millionaires at the expense of other tax pgyers and favor a taxation
policy providing for immediate reductions upon moderate incomes, large
increases in the inheritance tax rates upon large estates to prevent
the indefinite accumlation by inheritance of great fortunes in a few
hands, taxes upon excess profits to penalize profiteering, and complete
publicity, under proper safeguards, of all Federal tax returns.

Ihe Courts

5. We favor gubmitting to the people, for their considerate judgment,
a canstitutional amendment providing that Congress may by enacting a
statute meke it effective over a judicial weto.

We favor such amendment to the comstitution as may be necessary =
to provide for the election of all Federal Judges, without party h
designation, for fixed terms not exceeding ten years, hy direct vote
of the people.

Ihe Farmers
6. We favor drastic reduction of the exorbitant duties on menufactures
provided in the Fordney-tMcCumber teriff legislation, the prohibiting of
gembling by speculators and profiteers in agricultural products, the
reconstruction of the Federal Reserve and Federal Parts Loan Systems, so
as to eliminate eontrol by usurers, speculators and imternational financiers,
and to make the credit of the nation awvailable upon fair terms to all and
without discrimination to businessmen, farmers and home-builders. We
advocate the calling of a special seasion of Congress to pass legislation
for the relief of American agriculture. We favor such further legislation
as may be needful or helpful in promoting and protecting co-operative
enterprises. We demand that the Interstate Commerce Commission proceed
forthwith to reduce hy an approximation to pre-war levels the present
freight rates on agricultural products, including live stock and upon
the materials required upon American farms for agricultural purposes.

Labor

7. We favor ebolition of the use of injunctions in labor disputes and
declare for complete protection of the right of farmers and industrial
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workers to organize, bargain collectively through representatives of their
own choosing and conduct without hindrance co-operative enterprises.

We favor prompt ratification of the Child Labor amendment, and
subsequent enactment of a Federal law to protect children in industry ....

Peace on Earth

12. We dencunce the mercenary system of foreign policy under recent
administrations in the interests of financial imperialists, oil monopolies
and international bankers, which was at times degraded our State
Department from its high service as a strong and kindly intermediary of
defenseless governments to a trading outpost for those interests and
concession-seckers engaged in the exploitations of weaker nations, as
contrary to the will of the Americen people, destructive of domestic
development and provocative of war, We favor an active foreign

policy to bring about a revision of the Versailles treaty in accordance
with the terms of the armistice, and to promote firm treaty agreements
with all naticns to cutlaw wars, abolish conscription, drastically reduce
land and naval armaments, and guarantee public referendum on peace and war.

it i

i

Wm:
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Three years after the end of the secand world war, the drums are
beating for a third. Civil liberties are being destroyed. Millions
cry ocut for relief from unbearably high prices. The American way of
life is in danger. '

The root cause of this crisis is Big Business control of ocur
economy and government.

With toil and enterprise the American people have created from
their rich resources the world!'s greatest productive machine. This
machine no longer belongs to the people. Its ownership is concentrated
in the hands of a few and its product used for their enrichment.

Never before have so few owuned so much at the expense of so many.

Ten years ago Franklin Delano Roosevelt warned: "The liberty of
a democracy is not safe if the people tolerate the growth of private
power to a point where it becomes stronger than their democratic state.
That, in its essence, i fascism".

Today that private power has constituted itself an invisible
government which pulls the strings of its puppet Republican and Democratie
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 suppression of dissent.

For gemerations the common man of America has resisted this
concentration of economic and political power in the hands of a few.
The greatest of America's political leaders have led the people into
battle against the money power, the railroads, the trusts, the economic

royelists.

We of the Progressive Party are the present-day descendants of these

people's movements and fighting leaders. We are the political heirs of
Jefferson, Jackson and Lincoln - of Frederick Douglass, Altgeld, and Debs -

‘1\ Vi
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of "Fighting Bob" la Follette, George Norris, and Franklin Roosevelt.

Throughout our history new parties have arisen when the old
parties have betrayed the people. As Jefferson headed a new party
to defeat the reactiocnaries of his day, and as Lincoln led a new party
to victory over the slave-ouners, so today the people, inspired and led
by Henry Wallace, have created a new party to secure peace, frsedom,
and abundance eee..

Betrayal of the 0ld Parties

The American people want peace. But the old 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 recenstruction.

They use the Marshall Plan to rebuild Nazi Germany as a war base and
to subjugate the economies of other Buropean countries to American Big
Business.

They finance and arm corrupt, fascist governments in China, Greece,
Turkey and elsewhere, through the Trumen Doctrine, wasting billions in
American resources and squandering America's heritage as the ememy of
despotism.

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

They protect the war-making industrial and finencial barons of
Nazi Germany and imperiel Japan, and restore them to power.

They stockpile atomic bombs.

They pass legislation to admit displaced persons, discriminating
against Catholics, Jews, and other victims of Hitler.

They impose a peacetime draft and move toward Universel Military
Training.

They £i11 policy-making positions in government with gemerals
and Wall Street bankers.
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Peace cannot be won - but profits can - by spending ever-increasing
billions of the people's money in war preparations. ‘

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

The American people cherish freedom.

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 unmiversal policy of Jim Crow and enforce it with every weapon of terror.
They refuse to ocutlaw its most bestial expression = the crime of lynching.

They refuse to abolish the poll tax, and year after year they deny
the right to vote to Negroes and millions of white people 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 from the ballot.’

They move to cutlaw the Commnist Party as a decisive step in
their assanlt on the democratic rights of labor, of national, racial
and political minorities, and of all those who oppoge their drive to
war. In this they repeat the history of Nazi Germany, Fascist Italy
and Franco Spain,

They support the House Committee on Un-American Activities in ite
vilification and persecution of citizens in total disregard of the Bill
of Rights.

They build the Federal Bureau of Investigation into a political
police with secret dossiers on millions of Americans.

They seek to regiment the thinking of the American people and to
suppress political dissent. ‘ :

They strive to emact such measures as the Mundt-Nixon Bill which
are as destructive of democracy as were the Alien and Sedition Laws against
which Jeffersan fought.

They comooct a spuriocus "loyalty™ program to create an atmosphere
of fear and hysteria in government and industry.

T
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They shackle American labor with the Taft=Hartley Act at the
express command of Big Business, while encouraging exorbitant prefits
through uncontrolled inflation.

They restore the labor injunction as a weapon for breaking strikes
and smashing Unions.

This is the record of the two old parties - a record profaning
the American ideal of freedom.

The American people want abundance.

But the old parties refuse to emact effective price and rent
controls, making the people victims of a disastrous inflation which
dissipates the savings of millions of families and depresses their
" living standards. ‘

They ignore the housing problem, although more than half the nation's
families including millions of veterans, are homeless or living in rural
and urban slums.

They refuse social security protection to millions and allow only
meagre benefits to the rest.

They block natianal health legislation 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 officials, the supporters of
Franklin Roosevelt, with spokesmen of Big Business.

They pass tax legislation for the greedy, giving only insignificant
reductions to the needy. .

These are the acts of the old parties - acts profaning the American
dream of abundance.

No glittering party platforms or election promises of the Democratic
and Republican parties can hide their betrgyal of the needs of the American
people. |

'Nor can they act otherwise. For both parties, as the Tecord of the
80th Congress makes clear, are the champions of Big Business.

The Republican platform admits it.

The Democratic platform attempts to conceal it.

But the very composition of the Democratic leadership exposes the
demogogy of its platform. It is a party of machine politicians and
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Southern Bourbens who veto in Congress the liberal planks "won" in
convention.

Such platforms, conceived in hypocrisy and lack of principle,
deserve nothing but contempt.

Principles of the Progressive Party

The Progressive Party is born in the deep conviction that the
national wealth and natural resources of cur country belong to the people
who inhabit it and mst be employed in their behslf; that freedom and
opportunity mst be secured equally to all; that the brotherhood of
man cen be achieved and scourge of war ended.

The Progressive Party holds that basic to the organization of world
peace is a return to ths purposes of Franklin Roosewvelt to sesk areas of
international agreement rather than disagreement. It was his conviction
that within the framework of the United Nations differemt social and
economic systems can and mst live together. If peace is to be achieved
capitalist United States and commnist Russia must establish good relatioms
and work together.

The Progressive Party holds that it is the first duty of a. just
government to secure for all the people, regardless of race, creed, color,
sex, national background, political belief, or station in life, the
inalienable rights proclaimed in the Declaration of Independence and
guaranteed by the Bill of Rights. The government must actively protect
these rights against the emncroachments of public and private agencies.

The Progressive Party holds that a just govermment mist use its
powers to promote an adundant life 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 becaumse Big Business
dominates the key sectors of the economy. Antitrust laws and government
regulation camnot break this domination, Therefore the people, through
their democratically elected bepresentatives, mist take control of the main
levers of the economic system. Public ownership of these levers will
enable the people to plan the use of their productive resources so as to
develop the limitless potential of modern technology and to create a true
American-Comnonwealth free from poverty and insecurity.
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The Progressive Party believes that only through peaceful
understanding can the world make progress toward reconstruction
and higher standards of living; that peace is the essential condition
for safe-guarding and extending our traditional freedoms; that only hy
preserving liberty and by planning an abundant life for all can we
eliminate the sources of world conflict. Peace, freedom, and abundance -
the goals of the Progressive Party - are indivisible.

Only 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, committed to mo special interests, free from
machine control, and open to all Americans of all races, colors and creeds.

The Progressive Party is a party of action. We seek through the
democratic process and through dgy-by-day activity to lead the American
peopls toward the fulfillment of these principles eeeee
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SOCIALIST PARTY PLATFORM OF 1912
Indi 1is, Indi M 2, 1912

The Socialist party declares that the capitalist system has
outgrown its historical function, and has become utterly incapable
of meeting the problems now confronting society. We denounce this
outgrown system as incompetent and corrupt and the source of unspeakable
misery and suffering to the whole working class.

Under this system the industrial equipment of the nation hasmssed
into the absolute control of a plutocracy which exacts an annual tribute
of mindreds of millions of dollars from the producers. Unafraid of any
organised resistance, it stretches out its greedy hands over the still
undeveloped resources of the nation - the land, the mines, the forests,
and the water powers of every State of the Union.

In spite of the multiplication of labor-—saving machines and
improved methods in industry which cheapen the cost of production,
the share of the producers grows ever less, and the prices of all the
necessities of life steadily increase. The boasted prosperity of this
nation is for the owning class alone. To the rest it means only greater
hardship and misery. The high cost of living is felt in every home.
Millions of wage-workers have seen the purchasing power of their wages
decrease until life has become a desperate battle for mere existance.

Multitudes of unemployed walk the streets of our cities or trudge
from State to State awaiting the will of the masters to move the wheels
of industry.

The farmers in every state are plundered by the increasing prices
exacted for tools and machinery and by extortionate rents, freight rates

and storage charges.

Capitalist concentration is mercilessly crushing the class of small
business men and driving its members into the ranks of propertyless wage-
workers. The overwhelming majority of the people of America are being
forced under a yoke of bondage by this soulless industrial despotism.

It is this capitalist system that is responsible for the increasing
burden of armaments, the poverty, slums, child labour, most of the insanity,
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crime and prostitution, and mich of the disease that afflicts mankind.

Under this system the working class is exposed to poisonous
conditions, to frightful and needless perils of life and limb, is
walled around with court decisions, injunctions and unjust laws,
and is preyed upon incessantly for the benefit of the controlling
oligarchy of wealth. Under it also, the children of the working class
are doomed to ignorance, drudging toil and darkened lives.

In the face of these evils, so manifest that all thoughtful observers
are appalled at them, the legislative representatives of the Republican
and Democratic parties remain the faithful servants of the oppressors.
Measures designed to secure to the wage-earners of this Nation as humane
and just treatment as is already enjoyed by the wage-earmers of all other
civilized nations have been smothered in committee without debate, the
laws ostensibly designed to bring relief to the farmers and general
consumers are juggled and transformed into instruments for the Aexaction
of further tribute. The growing unrest under oppression has driven
these two old parties to the enactment of a variety of regulative
measures, none of which has limited in any appreciable degree the power
of the plutocracy, and some of which have been perverted into means of
increasing that power. Anti~trust laws, railroad restrictions and
regulations, with the prosecutions, indictments and investigations based
upon such legislation have proved to be utterly futile and ridiculous.

Nor has this plutocracy been seriously restrained or even threatened
by any Republican or Democratic executive. It has contimued to grow in
power and insolence alike under the administration of Cleveland, McKinley,
Roosevelt and Taft.

We declare, therefore that the longer sufferance of these conditions
is impossible, and we purpose to end them all. We declare them to be
the product of the present system in which industry is carried on for
private greed, instead of for the welfare of society. We declare
furthermore, that for these evils there will be and can be no remedy
and no substantial relief except through Socialism under which industry
will be carried on for the common good and every worker receive the full
social value of the wealth he creates.
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Society is divided into warring groups and classes, based upon
material interests. Fundamentally, this struggle is a conflict between
the two main classes, one of which, the capitalist class, owns the means
of production, and the other, the working class, must use these means of

production, on terms dictated by the owners.

The capitalist class, though few in numbers, absolutely controls
the government, legislative, executive and judicial, This class
owns the machinery of gathering and disseminating news through its
organised press. It subsidizes seats of learning - the colleges
and schools - and even religious and moral agencies. It has also
the added prestige which established customs give to any order of
society, right or wrong.

The working class, which includes all those who are forced to
work for a living whether by hand or brain, in shop, mine or on the
soil, vastly outnumbers the capitalist class. Lacking effective
organisation and class solidarity, this class is unable to enforce
its will. Given such a class solidarity and effective organisationm,
the workers will have the power to make all laws and control all industry
in their own interest. All political parties are the expression of
economic class interests. All other parties than the Socialist party
represent one or another group of the ruling capitalist class. Their
political conflicts reflect merely superficial rivalries between competing
capitalist groups. However, they result, these conflicts have no issue of
real value to the workers. Whether the Democrats or Republicans win
politically, it is the capitalist class that is victorious economically.

The Socialist party is the political expression of the economic
interests of the workers. Its defeats have been their defeats and its
victories their victories. It is a party founded on the science and laws
of social development. It proposes that, since all social necessities
today are socially produced, the means of their production end distribution
shall be socially owned and democratically controlled.

In the face of the economic and political aggressions of the capitalist
class the only reliance left the workers is that of their economic
organisations and their political power. By the intelligent and class




conscious use of these, they may resist successfully the capitalist
clasgss, break the fetters of wage slavery, and fit themselves for the
future society, which is to displace the capitalist system. The
Socialist party appreciates the full significance of class organisation
and urges the wage-earners, the working farmers and all other useful
workers to organise for economic and political action, and we pledge
ourselves to support the toilers of the fields as well as those in the
shops, factories and mines of the nation in their struggles for economic

justice,

In the defeat or victory of the working class party in this new
struggle for freedom lies the defeat or triumph of the common people
of all economic groups, as well as the failure or triumph ofpopular
government., Thms the Socialist party is the party of the present
day revolution which makes the transition from economic individualism
to socialism, from wage slavery to free co-operation, from capitalist
oligarchy to industrial democracy.

Working Program

As measures calculated to strengthen the working class in its fight
for the realization of its ultimate aim, the co-operative commonwealth
and to increase its power against capitalist oppression, we advocate

and pledge ourselves and our elected officers to the following program:
Collective Ownership

1. The collective ownership and democratic management of railroads,
wire and wireless telegraphs and telephones, express service,
steamboat lines, and all other social means of tfansporation and
commnication and of all large scale industries.

2. The immediate acquirement by the mnicipalities, the states or the
federal government of all grain elevators, stock yards, storage
warehouses, and other distributing agencies, in order to reduce the
present extortionate cost of living.

3. The extension of the public domain to include mines, quarries, oil
wells, forests and water power.

4e The further conservation and development of natural resources for the
use and benefit of all the peqde seese
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5. The coilective ownership of land wherever practicable, and in
cases where such ownership is impracticable, the appropriation
by taxation of the annual rental value of all the land held for
speculation and exploitation.

6. The collective ownership and democratic management of the banmking

and currency system.
Unemployment

The immediate government relief of the unemployed by the extension
of all useful public works. All persons employed on such works to be
engaged directly by the government under a work day of not more than
eight hours and at not less than the prevailing union wages. The
government also to establish employment bureaus; to lend money to states
and mnicipalities without interest for the purpose of carrying on public
works, and to take such other measures within its power as will lessen
the widespread misery of the workers caused by the misrule of the capitalist
class.

Industrial Demands

The conservation of human resources, particularly of the lives and

well-being of the workers and their families.

1. By shortening the work day in keeping with the increased
productiveness of machinery,

2. By securing for every worker a rest period of not less than a day
and a half in each week.

3. By securing a more effective inspection of workshops, factories
end mines.

Lo By the forbidding the employment of children under sixteen years
of age.

5. By the co-operative organization of the industries in the federal
penitentiaries for the benefit of the convicts and their dependants.

6. By forbidding the interstate transporbé.tion of the products of child
labor, of convict labor and of all uninspected factories and mines.

7. By abolishing the profit system in government work and substituting
either the direct hire of labor or the awarding of contracts to

co-operative groups of workers,
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By establishing minimim wage scales.

By abolishing official charity and substituting a non-contributary
system of old age pensions, a general system of insurance by

the State of all its members against unemployment, and invalidism
and a gystem of compulsory insurance by employers of their workers,
without cost to the latter, against industrial diseases, accidents
and death.

Political Demands

The absolute freedom of press, speech and assemblage,

The adoption of a graduated income tax and the extension of
inheritance taxes, graduated in proportion to the value of the

estate and to nearness of kin - the proceeds of these taxes to

be employed in the socialization of industry.

The abolition of the monopoly ownership of patents and the
substitution of collective ownership, with direct rewards to
inventors by premiums of royalties,

Unrestricted and equal suffrage for men and women.

The adoption of the initiative, referendum and recall and of
proportional representation, nationally as well as locally.

The abolition of the Senate and of the veto power of the President.
The election of the President and Vice~President by direct vote of the .
people .

The abolition of the power usurped by the Supreme Court of the

United States to pass upon the constitutiotiality of the

legislation enacted by Congress.. National laws to be repealed

anly by act of Congress or by a referendum vote of the whole people.
Abolition of the present restrictions upon the amendment of the
constitution, so that instrument may be made amendable by a majority
of the States.

The granting of the right of suffrage in the District of Columbia
with representation in Congress and a democratic form of municipal
government for purely local affairs.

The extension of democratic government to all United States territory.
The enactment of further measures for the conservation of health.

The creation of an independent bureau of health, with such restrictions



12. (continued)
as will secure full liberty to all schools of practice.
13. The enactment of further measures for general education and
particularly for vocational education in useful pursuits.
The Bureau of Education to be made a department.
14. The separation of the present Bureau of Labor from the
Department of Commerce and Labor and its elevation to the rank
of a deparbment.
15. Abolition of all federal districts courts and the United States
circuit court of appeals. State courts to have jurisdiction
in all cases arising between citizens of several states and
foreign corporations. The election of all judges for short terms.
16, The immediate curbing of the power of the courts to issue injunctions.
17. The free administration -of the law.
18. The calling of a convention for the revision of the constitution
of the U.S.

Such measures of relief as we mgy be able to force from capitalism
are but a preparation of the workers to seize the whole powers of
government, in order that they may thereby lay hold of the whole system
of socialized industry and thus come to their rightful inheritance.
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1900: McKinley (Republicen). 7,218,491 Popular Votes
_ 292 Electoral College Votes

Bryan (Democrat). 6,356,734 176
Hoolley (Prohibiticm). 209,157
Debs (Social Democrat). 9l 864,
Barker (Populist). 50,599
Mallcney (Socialist Labour). 33,432
Ellis (Union Reform). 5,698
Leonard (United Christian). 1,059

19042 Roosevelt (Republican). 7,628,461 336
Parker (Democrat). 5,084,223 140
Debs (Socialist). 402, 460
Swallow (Prohibition). 259,257
Watson (People's Party). 114,753
Corregan (Socialist Labour). 33,724

1908: Taft (Repablican). 7,675,320 321
Bryan (Democrat). 6,412,294, 162
Debs (Socialist). 420,820
Chafin (Prohibition). 252,683
Hisgen (Independence Party). 83,563
Watson (People's Party). 28,131

Gilhaus (Socialist Labour). 13,825

1912: Wilson (Democrat). 6,296,547 L35
Roosevelt (Progressive). 4,126,020 88
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1920:

1924:

19282

1932:

Taft (Republican) 3,486,720
Debs (Socialist) 897,011
Chafin (Prohibition) 209,923
Reimer (Socialist-Labour) 29,079
Wilson (Democrat) 9,127,695
Hughes (Republican) 8,533,507
Benson (Socialist) 585,113
Hanly (Prohibition) 220,506
Reimer (Socialist-Labour) 13,403
Harding (Republican) 16,141,536
Cox (Democrat) 9,128,488
Debs (Socialist) 919,799
Christensen (Farmer-Labour) 265,411
Watkins (Prohibition) 189, 408
Cox (Social-Labour) 31,175
Coolidge (Republican) 15,718,211
Davis (Democrat) 8,385,283
La Follette (Progressive) 4,832,614
Hoover (Republican) 21,391,993
Smith (Democrat) 15,016,169
Thomas (Socialist) 267,420
Foster (Workers Party) 48,7710
Reynolds (Socialist-Labour) 21,603
Varney (Prohibition) 20,106
Webb (Farmer-Labour) 6,309
Roosevelt (Democrat) 22,809,638
Hoover (Republican) 15,758,901
Thomas (Socialist) 884,781
Foster (Commmist) 102,991
Upshaw (Prohibition) 81,869
Harvey (Liberty Party) 53,425

Reynolds (Socialist-Labour) 33,275
Coxey (Farmer-Eabour) 7,309

254

404
127

136
13

472
59

220,
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6,309

22,809,638
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1936 Roosevelt (Democrat)
' Landon (Republican)
Lemke (Union Party)
Thomas (Socialist)
Browder (Commnist)
Colvin (Prohitdition)
Aiken (Socialist-Labour)

27,478,945
16,674,665
882,479
187,572
80,159
37,847
12,777

523

Roosevelt's candidacy was endorsed by three state parties, the
Farmer-Labour Party of Minnesota, the Progressive Party of Wisconsin,
and the Americen Labour Party of New York.

19402 Roosevelt (Democrat)
Wikie (Republicen)
Thomas (Socialist)
Balsan (Prohibition)
Browder (Commmnist)
Aiken (Socialist-Labour)

1944, Roosevelt (Democrat)
Dewey (Republican)
Thomas (Socialist)
Watson (Prohibition)
Teichert (Socialist-Labour)

19482 Trumaen (Democrat)
~ Dewey (Republicen)

Thurmend (States! Ri§hts
Democrat

2,7’%3,4‘%
22, 304, 755
99,557
57,812
46,251
14, 861

25,602,504
22’0%)285
80,426
Ve T5
45,335

24,105,695
21,969,170
1,169,021

Wallace (People's Progressive)

Thomas (Socialist)
Wetson (Prohibition)
Teichert (Socialist-Labour)

The Commnists did not nominate a candidate of their own, preferring

to endorse the candidacy of Wallace.

# Includes one vote from a Temnessee elector previously pledged to Truman.

1,156,103
139,009
103,216

29,061

449
82

432

303
189
39 #



1952:

| Bi senhower (Republican) 33,824, 351

Stevenson (Democrat) 27,314,987

Hallinan (Peoplel's 132,608
Progressive)

Hamblen (Prohibition) 72,768

Hass (Socialist-Labour) 29,333

Hoopes (Socialist) 18,322

Dobbs (Socialist-Workers) 10,306

RS

Hass appeared as a candidate of the Industrial Government Party
in certain states.

In Mississippi there was no Republican party ticket, however,

Ei senhower did poll 112,966 votes in that state an an independent
In South Carolina a similar ticket polled 153,289 votes
of the Eisenhower total of 168,082,

candidacy.

1956

Eisenhower (Republican) 35,582,236

Stevenson (Democrat) 26,028,887
Jones

Andrews (States' Rights) 109,961
Holtwick (Prohibition) 41,937
Hass (Socialist-Labour) 41,159
Jermer (Texas Constitution 30,999

Party) ,
Dobbs (Socialist Workers) 5,549
Krajewski (American Third 1,829
Party)
Hoopes (Socialist) 846

457
73

1 #

# One electoral vote went to Judge Walter B.Jones of Alabama, from

an Alabema elector who violated his pledge to Stevenson.

1960:

Kennedy (Democrat) 34y 221,463

Nixon (Republican) 34,108,582

Byrd

Hass (Socialist-Labour) 46,560

Decker (Prohibition) 46,203

Faubus (National States! by 9TT
Rights)

Dobbs (Socialist-Horkers) 39,541

303 (a)
219
15 (b)
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(a) Includes 406,176 votes gained as a candidate of the Liberal
Party in New York.

(b) Six unpledged Democratic electors from Alabama, one Republican
from Oklahoma, and the entire Democratic, Mississippi electoral
college representation of eight cast their votes for Virginia

Senator Harry Byrd.
1964: Jommsen (Democrat) 43,128,873 482
Goldwater (Republican) 27,176,873 56

Algbama listed no Democratic electors pledged to Johnson, the
state cast 210,732 votes for unpledged electors: had these been for
Jomson anly 109,631 votes would have gone to minority party candidates,
which would have been the lowest total for minority candidates this
century. Including the votes from Alabama, minority candidates still
polled only 0.5% of the vote.

1968: Nixon (Republican) 31,284, 747 301 #
fﬁlmphrey (Democrat) 30,948;643 191
Wallace (American 9,820,896 46

Independence Party)

# One delegate pledged to Nixon, voted for Wallace.



