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PREFACE

General and popular accounts of the presiden
tial election of 1948 invariably emphasize the im
portance of domestic issues and pass over the issues 
of foreign policy. In the course of graduate research 
in contemporary American history, I found this paradox 
to be especially interesting. How might a nation so 
conclusively assume its complete role in world leader
ship, facilitate an international policy for world 
order, function through the monstrous uncertainties of 
the cold war, and so clearly determine its national 
leadership on the basis of domestic policy? Hence, the 
inception of a thesis.

This work endeavors to highlight those issues 
in foreign relations which predominated in the campaign 
from January 1948 until the day of the election. It ex
plores the reactions of the Truman administration to the 
many international crises and to the pressure of Ameri
can politics. The candidates of the opposing parties, 
their platforms and their campaign speeches are analyzed 
to determine the extent to which the issues of foreign 
policy were bipartisan or partisan. Public opinion 
polls are used in the hope of revealing some insight 
into the relationship of public opinion to foreign
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policy, finally, this work does not pretend to cover 
the subject and, in some instances, presents ex

tended coverage to those issues not as thoroughly ex
plored in other accounts.

I am indebted to various people who made pos— 
the completion of this thesis. My thanks are 

especially extended to The Honorable Strom Thurmond 
for his reply to my inquiry. Invaluable assistance 
has been rendered to me by the Special Services Depart
ment of the Creighton Alumni Memorial Library. To the 
faculty of the History Department I am forever grateful 
for their guidance and personal attention which I have 
been so fortunate to receive.

My goal ultimately depended upon the goodwill, 
sincerity and dedication of several individuals. To 
my major adviser, Doctor Warren Kneer, I owe his 
scholarly counsel, professionalism and encouragement 
in the preparation of this thesis. I will always be 
thankful to my parents for their prayers and unending 
moral support.
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INTRODUCTION

One of the most significant periods in the his
tory and development of American foreign policy came im
mediately after World War II. In the postwar era the 
Gold War crystalized and a new American foreign policy 
emerged. The United States definitely assumed a role 
of world leadership to promote international coopera
tion and peace. The decisions of this period set the 
course of American foreign policy for many years to 
come.

American foreign policy in 1945 was character
ized by frustration and uncertainty. Expectations for 
maintaining cooperation in peace were quickly diminished 
by the collapse of the Grand Alliance. In the United 
States loud demands for demobilization and pressing 
domestic issues prevented greater involvement in for
eign aflairs. The Soviet Union appeared to Americans 
as an expansionist state, refusing to reconcile its 
differences with the West in the immediate postwar 
settlement. The failure of early international con
ferences, as exemplified in the meetings of the foreign 
ministers and the United Nations, limited the role of 
negotiations in the conduct of foreign policy.
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The United States was uncertain how it would 
assume its new international responsibilities and use 
its position of unprecedented power and prestige. Up 
to this time policy making had been viewed primarily in 
political and institutional terms. Political adjust
ments were expected to evolve from conferences and ne
gotiations. 1 And throughout World War II the United 
States had looked for desirable institutions for the 
postwar world. Guidelines and principles envisaged 
during wartime diplomacy, however, were found to be in
adequate to solve the immediate problems of the Cold 
War. It was necessary to find a foreign policy which 
would make adjustment to the actual conditions of the 
postwar world and deal with the Soviet Union.

A form of anti—communism was just beginning to 
emerge among public officials in 1945. President 
Harry S. Truman first indicated an attitude for "get
ting tough with Russia" in a speech in October 1945. 
Meanwhile, Secretary of State James C. Byrnes sought to 
check Soviet expansion through a policy of "patience 
and firmness." Between 1945 and 1947 Truman and Byrnes 
responded to the changes caused by World War II with 
the threat of unilateral action and measures within the

^William Reitzel, et al.. 
Policy 1945-55 (Washington, D.C.: 
stitution, 1956), p. 2.

united States Foreign 
The Brookings In-
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UN. Over all, American diplomacy alternated between
"reasonableness and accommodation" and "toughness and

2 -stridency."
The immediate origins of the Gold War between 

the Soviet Union and the West are first traced to the 
fall of 1945. Ihe U.S.S.R. attempted to pressure Iran 
into accepting an oil agreement favorable to Russia.
In the summer of 1946 the Soviet Union demanded from 
iurkey joint defense of the Straits and acquisition of 
Kars and Ardahan. By early 1947 civil war broke out in 
Greece between Greek Communist guerillas and government 
forces. In the heart of Europe the major difference 
arose over the attempt to settle the German problem.
In view of the course of action taken by the Soviet 
Union, the United States began to formulate a new 
policy.

The question was what sort of foreign policy 
would halt Communist expansion. Two of the more ex
treme theses enunciated in 1946 were those of Sir 
Winston Churchill and Secretary of Commerce Henry 
Wallace. In a speech at Fulton, Missouri, on March 5 , 
1946, Churchill declared that an "iron curtain has

2David S. McFellon and John W. Reuss, "Foreign 
and Military Policies," in The Truman Period as a Re
search Field, ed. by Richard S..Kirkendall (Columbia 
Mo.: University of Missouri Press, 1967), p, 51.



descended across the Continent.” He believed that 
Soviet power would continue to expand until it was 
halted by a force matching its own. Churchill con
cluded that peace can only be achieved "by the whole
strength of the English speaking world and all its con. 
nections.

In contrast, Wallace advocated a "soft” ap
proach in dealing with the Soviet Union. In a letter 
to President Truman he pointed out that a tough policy 
with Russia would simply lead to early war for the 
United States. Only some form of adjustment and 
friendly agreement would solve their differences. The 
high point of the letter was expressed in this 
sentence: "On our part we should recognize that we 
have no more business in the political affairs of
Eastern Europe than Russia has in the political affairs 
of Latin America, Western Europe, anu the United 
States. " 4 On September 20, 1946, Truman fired Wallace 
for interfering with administration policy.

If there was a middle course it was contained
in the dispatch sent by the American Charge d'Affaires 

ing "Alliance of JSnglish-Bpeak.
1946)! 329-lg2̂   ̂ peeches Qf the T)*Z > XJI (March 15,

n 4HenrM Wallace, Toward Worlri pflaf<a (West- port, Conn.: Greenwood Press, 1948), p. 9
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to Moscow, George Kennan, in February of 1946. His 
famous analysis was published in July of 1947 by For
eign Affairs under the title of "The Sources of Soviet 
Conduct." He believed that a modus vivendi could not 
be reached with the Soviet Union and suggested that the 
United States contain Soviet expansion "by the adroit 
end vigilant application of counterforce at a series of 
constantly shifting geographical and political points, 
corresponding to the shifts and maneuvers of Soviet 
policy." This thesis gained official acceptance and 
became a general guideline for American policy.

Although Truman took no immediate action, the 
question of aid to Greece and Turkey was first consider
ed at a cabinet meeting on September 25, 1946. In 
February of 1947 Britain announced that she would have 
to discontinue economic and military support to Greece 
and Turkey by March 31. If Soviet penetration in the 
Mediterranean and the Middle East might be halted by a 
loan to Britain, why not stop it with direct aid to 
Greece and Turkey? This situation was applicable to 
the policy of containment.

On March 12, 1947, President Truman announced 
to Congress the Truman Doctrine. He emphasized the

5George Kennan, "The Sources of Soviet Con- duct>" Foreign Affairs. XXV (July, 1947), 576.
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threat of totalitarianism to international peace and 
the security of the (Jnited ¡States. Truman believed 
that "it must be the policy of the United States to 
support free peoples who are resisting attempted sub- 
jugation by armed minorities or by outside pressures," 
and that the United States "must assist free peoples 
to work out their own destinies in their own way." 
Hence, he requested $400 million for direct aid to 
Greece and Turkey. This doctrine marks the beginning 
of Truman's initiative in foreign affairs.^

On the domestic scene in early 1947, Republi
cans were not enthusiastic about this latest venture 
into active internationalism. The Republican con
trolled 80th Congress clearly indicated its intention
to cut the Truman budget. Although Congress did not 
reject the Truman proposal, it did debate over the bill 
at length before finally passing it in May. Thus, the 
Truman Doctrine brought about a fundamental change in
American foreign policy. It became the first step in 
a long range plan to prevent the spread of communism 
and to aid postwar recovery. It led directly to the 
Marshall Plan, the North Atlantic Alliance, the Mili-

U.S., Department of State Bulletin. XVT
1 Û/ I f7 \  C ' Z A  rzr-T ---  9(March 23, 1947), 534-37.
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tary Aid Program and Point Pour aid.^
The fifteen weeks between announcement of the 

Truman Doctrine in March 1947 and the speech at 
Harvard University in June 1947 by the new Secretary 
of State George C. Marshall was a critical period. 
European economic conditions further deteriorated and 
the threat of communism became more plausible. There 
was a growing conviction in the United States that the 
problems of European reconstruction were interrelated 
and that the European countries needed coordinated 
rather than individual aid. Moreover, it became ob
vious to the administration that further cooperation 
with the reluctant Congress would necessitate a pro
gram in which it would share a major role.

This thinking produced what became known as 
the Marshall Plan. On June 5, 1947, at Harvard Uni
versity, Secretary of State Marshall suggested that if 
the Europeans would plan for recovery together they 
would receive help from the United States. On July 1 , 
sixteen western European nations immediately formed 
the Committee for European Economic Cooperation. By 
the end of August, the Committee recommended a four

7Albert Z. Carr, Truman. Stalin and Peace 
(Garden City, H.Y.: Doubleday and Company, Inc..1950), pp. 80-81.
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year recovery program for restoration of production and 
trade. 1’h.e amount of American aid required was esti
mated to be &29 billion. This report furnished the 
basis for Truman's request on December 19, 1947. He 
asked Congress to authorize a four year program of aid 
ior 417 billion and 46.8 billion for the first fifteen 
months, beginning on April 1 , 1948.

By the end of 1947 President Truman's chances 
for reelection seemed favorable. Both the Truman 
policy in Greece and Turkey and the Marshall Plan, or 
the European Recovery Program as it was now becoming 
known, were being well received by the American people. 
Republican support for the administration's foreign 
policy created a positive impression that everything 
reasonable was being done to contain Soviet expansion 
and win the Cold War. 8 President Truman's own popu
larity reached a peak in the fall of 1947.

8An American Institute of Public Opinion (AIPO) survey, released on December 7, 1947, asked 64% of a 
sample vote, who claimed familiarity, their opinion of 
the Marshall Plan: 56% favorable, 17% unfavorable 27% no opinion. A Fortune survey released in June 1948 
asked this question in October 1947: "Do you feel the
™;.. 1Svn°W^ allng^ ith Russia in an intelligent manner. les 41%, no 32%, no opinion 27%. Mildred 
otrunk, ed., "The Quarter's Polls," TbePublic Opinion quarterly, XII (Spring 1948 - Winter.1949) 172 549
(Hereinafter cited as "Quarter's Polls"). *



CHAPTER I
CANDIDATES AND FOREIGN POLICY

In the six months before the opening of the 
conventions in Philadelphia, it was essential that the 
European Recovery Program not become involved in 
presidential politics. In view of the international 
danger that would develop, continued cooperation and 
consultation between the Administration and the 80th 
Congress was fundamental. The pressure of politics, 
however, decisively affected United States policy 
towards Palestine. President Truman, meanwhile, de
cided to fight for another term to stem the tide of 
communism and to bring his foreign policy to comple
tion. Republicans were confident that a candidate 
would emerge out of the primaries who could administer 
foreign policy more effectively. Finally, a new third 
party vigorously intended to provide an alternative
foreign policy which the American people might choose 
on election day.

I
Bipartisan congressional support for adminis

tration initiatives in foreign policy was most notable
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in the years 1947-1948. The European Recovery Program 
in particular received unprecedented cooperation from 
the Republican controlled 80th Congress. Bipartisan
ship reached its peak in the 1948 presidential elec
tion. Without the backing of the Republican majority 
the Truman Doctrine, the Marshall Plan and other 
features of foreign policy, which required legislative 
action, would not have been effected in a period of 
international danger.

For a number of reasons the Marshall Plan was 
more popular than the Truman Doctrine. The latter in
volved military aid and provided little in return ex
cept security. The Marshall Plan, however, was strict
ly economic aid and it would further benefit the United 
Btates as a sound investment. David McFellon and John 
Reuss suggest that the Marshall Plan owed its success 
directly to the Truman Doctrine. If this drastic 
change had not taken place first in America's foreign 
policy, the Marshall Plan probably never would have

Bipartisanship did not become a major issue in the presidential election until the final weeks of 
the campaign. In this thesis the principle of biparti- 

Pp1:Lcy is used according to the following definitionî A bipartisan foreign policy presumes ê 
that neither party will seek to derive advantage through

in-pihlC^ ±t discharëes its responsibilities^ and duties. The administration should refrain from
??omntpÎ?e;Lên P?liCy Reposais f°r partisan reasons or from seeking partisan advantage in the execution of for-
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been accepted by a majority of Congress and the American
2people. On March 11, 1948, in a news conference Presi

dent Truman affirmed that the Truman Doctrine was a 
preliminary to ERr which is part of the same program.

Despite the lengthy debates over the ERP, the 
80th Congress found itself in general agreement on sub
stantive issues. There were, however, some bitter dis
putes over appropriations. The two most important 
leaders responsible for obtaining bipartisan support 
were Chairman Arthur H. Vandenberg (R.-Mich.) of the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee and Chairman Charles 
A. Eaton (R.-N.J.) of the House Foreign Affairs Com
mittee. In his Private Papers. Vandenberg noted the 
future significance of the bipartisan agreement:

ERP, virtually becomes the "foreign policy" of the 
Government in Western Europe for the next four

eiSn policy. The minority party should refrain from 
opposition based upon partisan considerations." Ernest 
A. Gross, "What is a Bipartisan Foreign Policy9" De
partment of State Bulletin. XXI (October 3, 1949), 504.

2McFellon and Reuss, "Foreign and Military Policies," p. 59. In a poll released by AIPO on 
March 25, 1948, 57̂ ° oi those claiming to have heard 
about the Marshall Plan approved it while 18$ opposed it. "Quarter's Polls," p. 365.

U.S. President, Public Papers of the President 
.e United States: Harry S. Truman. Containing the public Messages. Speeches, and Statements of the Presi-
--IJanuary 1 to December 31. 1948) [Washington,^•c*: Government Printing Office, 1964), p. 178. 

(Hereinafter cited as Public Papers of Truman.)
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* Theref ore, our business administration" of MU? has got to be in successful liaison with the 
¡secretary of State and the President wherever foreign policy decisions are involved.4

On the day before the Senate Foreign Relations 
began its hearings on ERP, Truman, in his State of the 
Union Message of January 7, asked Congress to pass new 
laws for universal military training, displaced persons 
and world reconstruction through a new Reciprocal Trade 
Agreement and the International Trade Organization. He 
pledged full support to the United Rations and pointed 
out the necessity of maintaining strong armed forces.
He reviewed foreign aid given to Greece and Turkey and 
requested assistance to China. He considered it of the 
highest importance that Congress should authorize sup
port for the European Recovery Program."'’

Except for some controversy over the adminis
tration of ERP, the Senate Committee reported substan
tially the same program outlined by the President and 
the State Department. On January 8 Secretary Marshall 
appeared as the first witness in the hearings to argue 
against any reduction of cost. "Either undertake to

4
4-- Arthur H. Vandenberg, Jr., with the collabora-tion of Joe Alex Morris, The Private Papers of Senator 
Vandenberg (Boston: Houghton Mifflin Company, 1952)—  
pp. 392-93. (Hereinafter cited as Private Paners of* Vandenberg. ----------■K-----

5Public Papers of Truman, pp. 1-10.
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meet the requirements of the program," he declared, "or 
don t undertake it at all!" The initial authorization 
of ¥6 .8 billion for 15 months, however, was reduced to 
$5.3 billion for 12 months. The bill, under the title 
ox Economic Cooperation Act of 1948, was reported by 
the Committee on February 28. The Committee concluded 
that the new foreign aid program would not impose an 
undue strain on the American economy.^

Meanwhile, the House Foreign Affairs Committee 
had been conducting a study of the European Recovery 
Program for several months. In the fall of 1947 the 
Committee sent a fact finding mission to Europe. Their 
conclusions were largely in accord with Secretary 
Marshall’s testimony before the Committee on January 
12. ERP, he argued, must be considered in relation to 
the foreign policy of the United States and to the fu
ture security and well-being of the nation. The United 
States was the only nation capable of lending support.

During the House Foreign Affairs hearings sev
eral foreign aid programs were incorporated into the 
ERP bill, ifirst, a number of Republican congressmen 
advocated that the United States should contain the

^Henrietta and Nelson Poynter, eds., Congres- 
sional quarterly Almanac: A Service for Editors and Commentators. Vol. 14. (Washingt.^, n r? • Congres- 
sional Quarterly News Features, 1948), pp. 173-75
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threat of Communism by aid to China as well as Europe. 
Nationalist forces were struggling with the Communists 
for Mukden in Manchuria. In order to secure the sup
port of the China bloc in Congress for the Marshall 
Plan in Europe, Truman requested $570 million for 
fifteen months for aid to China.^ Second, by early 
1948 additional military assistance to Greece and 
Turkey was also needed to combat intensified Com
munist guerrilla warfare. In order to contain Russian 
penetration of the Middle Eastern oil supply the ad
ministration requested $275 million in additional aid 
to Greece and Turkey.^

As the hearings closed in late February the 
various foreign aid programs were incorporated into one 
omnibus bill. Democratic members opposed this course 
but Republicans retorted that it would provide for 
easier passage of ERP. Despite appeals for speed in 
view of the international situation, the House For
eign Affairs Committee did not report its bill, en
titled "Foreign Assistance Act of 1948," until March

7Barton J. Bernstein and Allen J. Matusoro, 
eds., ihe Truman Administration: A Documentary His- 
-t9r.y (Hew lork and London: Harper and Row, 1966),

o -n ed., with collaboration of E.8 . Duffield, The iorrestal Diaries (Hew York: The Viking Press, 1951J, p. 377.
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20, 1948.
The crucial event which spurred the Economic 

.Recovery Program to completion more quickly than any 
other was the Czechoslovakian Coup on February 25. 
President Edward Benes was forced to surrender the most 
democratic government of all Eastern Europe to complete 
Communist control. Shortly thereafter Foreign Minister 
Jan Masaryk was discovered dead outside his office 
window. He had indicated on January 4 that ERP would 
be beneficial to Czechoslovakia and that his country 
intended to contribute materially to the success of the 
Marshall program.

The Czech Coup came as a tremendous blow to the
Jest and produced profound shock. It was the leading
event contributing to the near war scare in the early
months of the presidential campaign year. As a Hew

limes editorial depicted the scene on April 14:
ior in one form or another, Russia is waging.../its 
struggle/ m  nearly every part of the world-in" 
Europe, Asia, Australia and the Americas. Where 
the scene of this struggle is beyond the direct 
impact of Russian power, it takes the form of con
spiracy , political penetration, subversion, and provocation of local disturbances /Bogota.
Columbia; Korea, France and Ital^/T Where the 
scene adjoins the Russian power orbit, as in Fin
land and Turkey, it takes the form of political 
pressure or as in Greece and China, the form of 
civil war. And where Russia and Western power 
meets, as in Berlin and Vienna, it begins to as-
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sume the form of direct Russian military pressure to force a Western retreat.-'
During this period of clear international 

danger the administration genuinely feared war. On 
March 5 General Olay warned from Berlin: "I have felt 
a subtle change in Soviet attitude which I cannot de
fine but which gives one a feeling that it /war7 may 
come with dramatic suddenness. " 10 On March 11 the situ
ation was described by Secretary Marshall as "very, 
very serious. . . .  In the midst of this turmoil, com
plicated by the distractions of an election campaign, 
it is important to express one1s feelings on the situa
tion in moderate terms. " 11

There were other foreboding signs of possible 
crisis. The Central Intelligence Agency reported on 
March 16 that war was not probable in the next sixty 
days and this forecast remained in effect for two 
weeks. The next day Truman addressed a joint session

9Editorial, Hew York Times. April 14, 1948, p. 26. Communist agitation not only threatened to dis
rupt elections in Korea, France and Italy but also the 
Inter-American Conference in Bogota on April 1 , which 
drew up the charter of the Organization of American States.

10Quoted in Jules Abels, Out of the Jaws of 
Victory (New York: Henry Holt and Company, 1959), p.31 •

^George C. Marshall, "Cool Judgment Urged in 
Solving world Crisis," Department of State Bulletin. XX (March 21, 1948), 374. --------
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of Congress on the threat of war to Europe and urged im
mediate passage of the Marshall Plan. On March 27 
Secretary of Defense Forrestal presented to the Joint
Chiefs of Staff a blueprint which outlined the unifi
cation of the armed services for future wars.

The American press was full of portents of war 
and fanned the rumors to fever pitch. The New York 
Post called for a peace treaty between the U.S. and 
Russia lest war on a global scale break out."^ News-
week boldly proclaimed: "War Fears Grip Capitol and 
Nation."1  ̂ A U.S, News headline read: "Strategy for 
World War III. The majority of the American people,
however, were not willing to go to war at this time 
nor did they expect to be in one in the next year or 
two. Evidence does not indicate that the events quite 
approximated a war scare.

^ m Fleming, The Cold War and Its Qri- gins, Vol. I, (Garden City, N.Y.: Doubleday and Company, Inc., 1961), p. 497.
13Newsweek. March 22, 1948.
1 4 tt o ,U.S. News. April 9, 1948. 15
15A poll released by AIPO on March 24 indicated that 22% of the survey wanted to be firm, 27% 

prepare to fight and 17% go to war. A poll by the 
National Opinion Research Center (NORC) indicated that 
15/° in June 1948 and 26% in July 1948 expected the U.S. 
to fight in another war in the next year or two. "Quarter's Polls," pp. 354, 766.
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lh.e international scene has been described here 
at some length to underscore the ultimate purpose for a 
bipartisan foreign policy. The explosive situation was 
the chief reason for the agreement to keep foreign 
policy out of the presidential campaign. If the United 
States were to effect a solution to the worldwide prob
lems of reconstruction and containment, it was neces
sary to present a united front.

The events in Europe and principally in 
Czechoslovakia gained considerable support for the 
xSenate's EHP bill which reached the floor on March 13 
and was passed 69 to 17. The most common objections 
voiced were the fears of aiding socialism, burdening 
the taxpayers and neglecting the armed forces. The 
crucial test came when the Taft faction was unsuccess
ful in their attempt to reduce the authorization from 
&5-3 billion to $4 billion.

The Foreign Assistance Act of 1948 reached the 
House floor on March 23. Debate centered on the merits 
of the bill itself, with particular emphasis on the 
communist efforts to influence the approaching elec
tions in Italy and France. The bill passed at the end 
of the month 329 to 74.

President Truman signed the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1948 on April 3. A compromise bill containing
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features of both the Senate ana House bills, it author
ized $6.5 billion for the first twelve months for ERP 
ana other aid programs. Only the principle of the act 
was approved, however, ana actual funds were next re
viewed in an omnibus appropriation bill. In the clos- 
ing weeks oi tne oOth oongress, Republican John Taber 
oi the House Appropriations Committee, ignoring pleas 
from Doth the administration and memoers of Congress, 
curtailed the appropriation by 21 per cant.

The damage, however, was largely repaired in the 
conference committee and the bill was passed on June 20. 
It set a total of $6,030,710,000 of which $5*3 billion 
was assigned to European recovery for one year. The 
act further authorized an appropriation of $35 million 
to the International Children's Emergency Fund of the 
bA, $225 million to Greece and Turkey, $400 million for 
assistance to China, and $70.7 million to the Inter
national Refugee Organization. On June 28 President 
Truman remarked while signing the Foreign Assistance 
Appropriation Act:

finally enacted this appropriation is substan
tially in accord with the program presented to the 
Congress six months ago. It represents the com
bined judgment and will of the Executive and the 
Congress. It was evolved in the snirit of coonera- tion ana not of partisan conflict. 16

16Public Papers of Truman, p. 386.



20

President Truman's approval of ERP on April 4 
further encouraged new Western military and political 
alliances. 17 The Czech Coup, the Berlin Blockade, and 
the Italian elections all seemed to point to the need 
for collective measures against a possible Soviet at
tack on Western Europe. The security aspect of Euro
pean unity began to take form in the Brussels Pact of 
March 17, 1948. Britain, France, Belgium, the Nether
lands and Luxembourg signed a fifty year political, 
.economic and military alliance for mutual self defense. 
In his message to Congress on the same day, Truman 
urged the United States to "extend to the free nations 
the support which the situation requires."1^

The administration was well aware that Western 
Union would not be successful without more assistance 
than American dollars. But a proposal for an alliance 
with Europe in the spring of 1948 would certainly have 
been rejected. Congress was not ready for any new 
major scheme in foreign policy, and Truman’s own

17J By the end of May 1948 Western hemispheric solidarity was complete with approval of the Rio 
Treaty of 1947 for collective security through the 
framework of the OAS. The Economic Agreement of Bogota, however, was never ratified by Congress.

18Quoted in Fleming, p. 515.
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leadership was greatly weakened by the widespread belief 
that he would lose in the forthcoming elections.

Senator Vandenberg, however, furnished the ini
tiative in the form of a United hâtions resolution to 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee on May 19. Hav
ing received unanimous approval of the Committee, the 
resolution was then reported to the Senate with the 
idea of a North Atlantic regional pact. Vandenberg ex
plained that it was a reaffirmation of the "policy of 
the U.S. to achieve international peace and security 
through the United Nations." SR 239 easily passed the 
next day by a vote of 64-4.

In addition to a provision for a voluntary 
agreement to remove the Security Council veto from the 
settlement of disputes and from the admission of new 
members, the Vandenberg Resolution called for:

Progressive development of regional and other 
collective arrangements for individual and collec
tive self-defense in accordance with the purposes, principles and provisions of the Charter.

Association of the U.S. with regional and 
other collective arrangements, based on self-help 
and mutual aid, as they affect its national security.

Contributing to the maintenance of peace by 
making it clear its determination to exercise the 
right of individual or collective self-defense 
under article 51 (of the UN Charter) should an 
armecUattaek occur affecting its national security. 37

Poynter, Congressional Quarterly Almanac. pp.19
192-93.
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A month, after the passage of the Vandenberg 
Resolution the preliminary discussions began that would 
eventually result in the North Atlantic Treaty of 1949. 
Cabell Phillips believes that NATO might have been con
cluded by the winter of 1948 had it not been for the 
uncertainties of the 1948 election. Since it seemed 
very likely there would be a new President, it was felt 
that he should not be tied to the commitments of his 
predecessor. 20

The Vandenberg Resolution strengthened the 
Western position against external aggression. But 
President Truman was also concerned about the state of 
the U.S. armed forces. His request to Congress for the 
adoption of universal military training and reenactment 
of selective service was his first concrete response to 
the Czech Coup itself.

Secretary of Defense Forrestal formulated the 
main argument for UMT. He indicated on January 30 
that the army's strength could not be maintained 
through recruitment and that employment of more than a 
division in any explosive area would require partial

20Cabell Phillips, The Truman Presidency: The 
History of a Triumphant Succession (New York; The Macmillan Company, 1966;, p. 266.
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mobilization. Secretary of State Marshall also regarded 
UMT as "clear evidence to the world that we did not pro
pose to abdicate our responsibilities in Europe or any 
where else in combating the rising and spreading tide 
of Communism." Truman used the same reasoning in his 
March 17 message to Congress. The measure was intended 
for political deterrence rather than for immediate mili
tary engagement.

Both the Senate and House Armed Services Com
mittees passed similar bills for reinstatement of the 
draft. As enacted on June 20, the Selective Service 
Act of 1948 required all men 18 through 25 to register 
and made those 19 through 25 liable for 21 months of 
service. The law was enforceable for five years. Con
gress, however, ignored the administration's request 
for universal military training.

Truman's request for UMT provoked differing 
opinions. Many politicians thought that the act would 
not only lose the pacifist vote but half the mothers 
as well. Arthur Krock of the Hew York Times viewed the 
action as very courageous. Measures regarding national 
security, he wrote, do not wait on party politics. The 
request might have been delayed until after the general

2iMillis, The Eorrestal Diaries, p. 377.
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election, but the President had acted out of a sense of
ppnational crisis.

Preparations for handling the threat of com
munism were being dealt with in still another fashion. 
Congressional concern had been growing over communist 
infiltration in the Pederal Government. The Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1948 itself specifically spelled out 
loyalty investigations as a requirement for the admin
istration of ERP. Bitter controversy eventually de
veloped between Democrats and Republicans as to whether 
the House Un-American Activities Committee was politi
cally motivated with regard to the 1948 election cam
paign .

The loyalty program was established on March 21, 
1947, by President Truman for all civilian employees in 
the executive branch. The standard for removal or re
fusal oi employment was based on reasonable evidence 
for belief that a person had been disloyal to the United 
States. In November Truman appointed a Loyalty Review 
Board and issued a statement of standards and pro
cedures which would protect the civil rights of those 
accused. The Board, however, did not follow consistent 

22Editorial, New York Time.q. p. 3.
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or fair standards and was attacked by conservatives as 
too weak and by liberals as too dangerous to indi
vidual rights.2-̂

On March 1 , 1948, the House Un-American Activi
ties Committee's demand for the loyalty record of Dr. 
Howard U. Condon, Director of the Bureau of Standards, 
brought about a lengthy battle between Congress and the 
President over access to confidential files collected 
by the FBI. Despite a resolution passed by the House 
on April 22 and Condon's own request for the files, 
Truman refused to release them, insisting they were 
within the domain of the executive. He accused the com
mittee of hiding the record of an inept Republican Con
gress. Possibly he feared more what might happen to 
him in November if Republicans saw the FBI reports which 
consisted of lengthy unproven allegations.2^

The President's refusal prompted the House to 
take action. A resolution passed on May 13 would have 
required all government agencies to release information 
demanded by congressional committees. It was not, how-

23Alfred Steinberg, The Man from Missouri: TheLife and Times of Harry S. Truman (New Yrvrir- gT X -------Putnam's Sons, 1962), pp. 301-302. 24
24waiter LaFeber, America. Russia and the Cold Mg.» ,1945-66 (hew York: John Wiley and Sons, Inc.,1987), p. 59.
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ever, approved in the Senate.
On hay 14 the House then passed the Mundt-Nixon 

hxll which became the forerunner of the Internal Secur
ity Act of 1950. It required the registration of all 
communist front organizations and members of the Com
munist Party. The principal controversy over the bill 
was whether it outlawed communism. Prior to the House 
vote Truman refused comment on the bill but stated his 
opposition to any legislation which outlawed a politi
cal party. The Senate did not act and the bill died 
in the 80th Congress.

The Senate meanwhile passed its own bill re
quiring FBI reports on the President’s nominees to the 
Atomic Energy Commission. This bill passed the House 
but was vetoed by Truman on May 15. The House Un- 
American Activities Committee continued its hearings 
in July and August when they reached a climax.

The relationship of reciprocal trade treaties 
to the European Hecovery Program was emphasized by 
President Truman in his news conference on April 29:
"Our loreign policy and the European Recovery Program, 
and everything else, is based on that trade treaty 
agreement. "25 Truman was referring to his special 

25Public Papers of Truman. p. 238.
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message to Congress on March 1 requesting extension of 
the Reciprocal Trade Act for three additional years.

The bipartisan support given to ERP, however, 
was not extended to the trade issue. The Republican 
majority, with one eye on the November elections, con
siderably modified the program and limited the Presi
dent's authority. The agreement was extended for only 
one year and required a list of negotiable articles and 
reasons for exceeding any "peril points.'* Truman de
cided not to submit the International Trade Organiza
tion Charter of March 24, 1948, to Congress until 
after the elections.

Among other major actions by Congress, the Dis
placed Person’s Act oi 1948 became an issue in the 
election campaign particularly after the Special Ses
sion. According to the Act, after July 1 , 200,000 dis
placed persons would be admitted with an additional 
2,000 Czechoslovakian refugees and 3 ,000 orphans less 
than 16 years of age, and 15,000 aliens visiting in the 
U.S. before April would be allowed to remain. Dis
placed persons were required to have entered the German 
or Austrian occupation zones before December 22, 1945.

Many criticized the act as discriminating and 
unworkable, and when President Truman signed the law
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on June 25 he accused the Republican Congress of dis
criminating against Catholics and Jews. According to 
Truman the bill contained "the worst features of both 
the Senate and House bills," and "if the Congress were 
still in session, I would return this bill without my 
approval and urge that a fairer, more humane bill be 
passed.

In regard to a final legislative issue Congress 
had authorized the President to arrange an agreement 
with the United Nations for its permanent headquarters 
in New York City. Under the terms of the agreement, 
signed in March 1948, an interest-free loan for $65 
million would be repaid over a 32 year period, begin
ning July 1 , 1951. In a special message to Congress 
on April 7, Truman submitted the agreement for ap
proval. ihe Senate passed the bill on June 18 author— 
izing $25 million in advance. The bill, however, did 
not reach the House until the Special Session in July.

II
Although the Palestine question did not require 

any legislative action, it did become a major diplo
matic and political issue in 1948. Zionist independ-

Public Papers of Truman, pp. 382-83.26



29

ence was the major Middle Eastern problem at this time. 
Also, Mew York City and the Eastern seaboard contained 
a large number of Jews who exerted significant influ
ence in the election of 1948. In the struggle for con
trol of key states where large Jewish populations re
sided, both parties were under tremendous pressure to 
support the Zionist position. The connection between 
Palestine and American politics is more evident than 
the purposes of President Truman.

Truman's handling of the Palestine issue was an 
X ™J>reoe‘i“ rted example of diplomatic confusion. In 1945 
he first appealed to Prime Minister Attlee urging admis
sion to Palestine of 100,000 displaced persons. On 
November 29, 1947, the General Assembly of the United 
Nations adopted a special report on Palestine and de
clared the British mandate unworkable and partition to 
be the only solution. When the British decided to 
withdraw by May 14, 1948, partition became the approved 
policy of the United States. President Truman accept
ed this position on the basis that Arab opposition
would be negligible and that the Jewish state would be 
a. "going concern.

tinp. A2!Kermit.Roosevelt, "The Partition of Pales
l H £ n £ r f l l 4 8£ :  ? £ i r S’ " M d ^ L s t
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it was soon obvious with the sporadic fighting 
between Jews and Arabs that partition could not be en
forced without UN troops. On December 5 , the United 
States imposed an embargo on the export of arms to the 
Middle hast. The administration soon found itself in 
a dilemma over the continued fighting and future elec
tion prospects.

This dilemma stemmed in part from strategic 
considerations. At a cabinet meeting on January 16 
Forrestal argued that the Marshall Plan could not suc
ceed and the United States could not maintain a peace
time economy without access to Middle Eastern oil ports. 
He believed that the introduction of Soviet troops into
the area as part of a UN force would create a dangerous

28situation. The military was opposed to partition.
The other half of the dilemma was political.

The importance of the Jewish vote in New York and in 
the presidential election was pointed out by Demo
cratic Chairman McGrath. He reportedly mentioned "that 
there were two or three pivotal states which could not 
be gained without the support of people who were deep
ly interested in the Palestine question." According 
to James Byrnes the President had been advised by staff

Millis, The Forrestal Diaries, pp. 357-58.
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members about the possibility of a Dewey statement 
favoring the Zionist position. It would mean the loss 
of hew York State. Sen. Burton K. Wheeler also warned 
that the Jewish vote was needed to win reelection. 29

Forrestal, however, foresaw even greater conse
quences than the loss of several states in the election 
should the United States bow to pressure to give arms 
to Jews or employ unilateral force. Grave danger to 
the United States itself prompted him to take the issue 
out of the realm of politics. The Democrats, he record
ed in his diaries, recognized the danger of the situa
tion but believed that substantial support from Jewish 
funds would require a "lien on this part of our nation
al policy." Senator Vandenberg encouraged bipartisan
ship but doubted the final outcome. Governor Dewey was 
less enthusiastic about Forrestal's objective. On 
February 3, Porrestal wrote, he was notified that Dewey 
sympathized with his efforts but felt that any discus
sion of cooperation for a bipartisan foreign policy 
should be handled through the Secretary of State and 
John ioster Dulles. From that time on Porrestal left 
the issue to "more correct" channels.

29Abels, pp. 16-17. 30
30Millis, The l orrestal Diaries, p. 360-64.
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Whether the influence of military opposition was 
significant or not, the administration now hesitated to 
support the partition of Palestine. On February 24 
Ambassador Warren K. Austin told the Security Council: 
"The United States as a member of the United Nations
• * * will continue to deal with the question of 
Palestine as a member of the United Nations in con
junction with other members." United States policy 
would conform to and be in support of United Nations 
action on Palestine.^ On March 9 Truman cautioned 
that the Palestine problem would be handled without re
gard to politics but mindful of the security of the 
United States and of the world.

At this point the confusion regarding the 
Palestine issue was readily obvious. On March 18 Tru- 
man gave assurance that he would go ahead with UN par
tition. The next day Ambassador Austin announced to
the Security Council a new proposition for a temporary 
tripartite trusteeship of Palestine with Britain,
France and the United States. The State Department ap 
proved the change in United States policy without Tru—

31Warren R . Austin, "Discussion of the Palestine Problem in the Security Council," Department of State Bulletin. X X  (March 17, 1948), 294.
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man's knowledge. On March 20 Secretary of State 
Marshall stated at a news conference: "The proposal 
for a temporary United Nations trusteeship, without 
prejudice to the ultimate solution, made by this govern
ment, is the only suggestion thus far presented which 
appears to offer any basis for action by the United 
Nations to meet the existing situation in Palestine.

Truman attempted to explain the reversal of the 
United States on March 25. In his news conference he 
announced that the partition plan was not feasible by 
peaceful methods and use of American troops would vio
late the UN Charter and national policy. The crux of 
the matter was the Zionist announcement that they were 
establishing a military force in anticipation of the 
end of British control on May 15. At the same time the 
Arabs were preparing for a national administration of 
all of Palestine.

The political affect of the new American pro
posal was shattering since it alienated many Jewish 
Democrats. Newsweek declared that Truman had "erased

32Robert H. Ferrell, George C. Marshall. Yol.XV of The American Secretaries of State and Their 
Diplomacy. ed. by Robert H. Ferrell and Samuel Flagg 
Bemis (New York: Cooper Square Publishers, Inc..1966), p. 189. 33

33U.S., Department of State Bulletin. XX (March 28, 1948), 408. --------
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whatever small chance of reelection he had."^ The
President underwent enormous pressure from angry
Zionists who believed that he had broken his pledge.
As the pressure mounted he refused to receive extreme
Zionists. He relates the incident in his Memoirs:

I do not think I ever had as much pressure and 
propaganda aimed at the White House as I had in 
this instance. The persistance of a few of the 
extreme Zionist leaders— activated by political 
motives and engaging inj-political threats— disturbed and annoyed me. p

By May Truman was receiving pressure from Mew 
York and other states to support the Jews in Palestine 
and to undermine third party candidate Henry Wallace 
and the Hepublicans. On May 14 Truman saved face some
what by extending diplomatic recognition to Israel 
eleven minutes after the provisional government had 
been named. He ignored the advice of the State Depart
ment to follow the partition plan under UN trusteeship, 
and the personal advice of Marshall to remove the mat
ter from politics and public opinion. He rejected the 
military advice of Porrestal who warned of the loss of 
Middle East oil and a possible Israeli-Arab War which 

only benefit the Soviet Union. He wavered with
34Newsweek, March 29, 1948.

_ . , 35Harry S. Truman, Memoirs. Vol. II: Years of ~nal and Hope (Garden City, N.Y.: Doubleday and Company, Inc., 1956), p. 158.
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the political advice, explaining how it always was 
understood that recognition would be eventually ex
tended to any responsible Jewish government.

Apparently, the election campaign substantially 
affected the United States' policy in Palestine. Short
ly after recognition full scale war broke out between 
Israel and Arab armies from Egypt, Iraq;, Lebanon,
Syria and Jordan. The shifts and reversals on parti
tion indicated a lack of consistency in foreign policy 
and created further confusion in the minds of the pub
lic. 36 Mr. Truman's own handling of the Palestine is
sue greatly dimmed his prospects for reelection. Doubt 
as to his capacity was perhaps the greatest handicap 
that Truman had to face in his fight for reelection.
It seemed that the President merely stumbled from one 
crisis to the next.

Ill
Truman explains in his Memoirs that there were 

many reasons why he decided in 19^7 to seek reelection. 
In addition to domestic affairs, he listed the "threat 
being posed by Russian imperialist Communism, the mis-

36A Fortune survey released in June 19^8 re
vealed that 26$ approved partition, 31$ try other 
solution, and 31$ had not thought about it. "Quarter's Polls," p. 550.
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guided clamor for appeasement in the name of peace as 
advocated by the so-called Wallace Progressives; the 
large bloc of traditional Republican isolationists. .
. . He did not feel it was time for an inexperienced 
person to jeopardize his policies. 37 It was "unfinish
ed business" and world conditions which made Truman 
feel that it was his duty to seek another term.

A definite influence on Truman's decision was 
a secret memorandum prepared by his staff advisor Clark

on November 19, 1947. In this memorandum, en
titled "The Politics of 1948," Clifford outlined a 
course of political strategy for the administration to 
follow from November 1947 to November 1948. He pointed 
out that it would be a major asset for Truman if he 
could dramatize the Democrats' domestic program and 
show that the Republicans were not really dealing with 
the issues. Clifford, moreover, saw considerable ad
vantage in the administration's struggle with com
munism. Since relations with Russia would probably 
continue to worsen, the American people would rally to 
their President. The memorandum further indicated that 
Republicans would attempt to make an issue of com— 
munism-in-government. In this regard Clifford believed

Truman, Years of Trial and Hope, pp. 171-72.37
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the President had stolen their thunder by initiating his 
own government employee loyalty procedure. 58

Truman's decision was also affected by the at
tempt by the Americans for Democratic Action to "dump" 
the President and draft General Dwight D. Eisenhower 
for the Democratic nomination. The ADA, an anti
communist liberal organization, supported the Marshall 
Plan and Truman's domestic policies but they were dis
turbed about his image as a sure loser. Jonathan 
Bingham, head of the New York ADA, praised Eisenhower 
for "his devotion to the ideals of the United Nations, 
his abiding hatred of war, his conviction that differ
ent government systems can exist peaceably side by
side in the world but that aggression cannot be ap-

*59peased. . . . "  Little was known about Eisenhower ex
cept that he was a man of peace.

In March 1948 Eisenhower was not very success
ful in discouraging the movement. He urged in the 
"strongest possible words" that any statement delivered 
in the midst of the delicate and critical situation 
abroad would have the most dangerous consequences and

38x . „Irwin Boss, The Loneliest Truman Victory of 1Q48~TN pw v̂ r-v» 
Library, 1968), pp. 23-24.

Campaign: The 
The New American

39Quoted in Abels, PP. 76-77.
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might negate American policy. Nevertheless, Franklin 
Roosevelt, Jr., issued a statement that the circum
stances required such a man as General Eisenhower. A 
man was needed "who will convince Russian leaders that 
the constant aim of our policy is to secure . . . last
ing peace . . . and who, at the same time, will take 
all necessary steps to stop further aggression . . . 
by the U.S.S.R. . . Roosevelt believed the period 
following the Czech Coup was as critical as the one 
atter Munich. 40 Eisenhower did not conclusively with
draw himself until shortly before the convention.

Although the majority of the American people 
supported his foreign policy depending somewhat on the 
fluctuating war fever in U.S.-Soviet relations, there 
was considerable dissatisfaction with Truman's effec
tiveness in foreign affairs. 41 The press itself 
greatly contributed to the belief that Truman was an 
incompetent President. Columnist John O'Donnell on 
March 30 proposed that Truman resign so that Speaker 
of the House Martin as acting President might name

40
41,
Ross, p. 74.

... ^ poll released by NORC in January 1948:Are you satisfied or dissatisfied with President
POlony ? w helping Eur°Pean countries recover Z  War? „ 51/0 satisfied, 37% dissatisfied, 12%do not know. Quarter's Polls," pp. 172-73.
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Dewey Secretary of State. Dewey would then conduct for
eign policy until he formally took over the Presidency. 
The hew York Times on April 4 pointed out that, al
though a foreign crisis can restore some prestige and 
influence, "a President whose defeat at the next poll 
is generally prophesied and who is rejected by factions 
that unite only on that issue, faces difficulties in 
performing his office that conceivably could bring 
disaster.

On the other hand, despite the candidacy of 
Henry Wallace, most of organized labor supported Tru
man. The Political Action Committee of the CIO in 
their foreign policy resolution condemned the Soviet 
Union's abuse of the UN veto, its domination of 
Eastern European countries and the Berlin blockade.
The CIO supported the European Recovery Program and 
also the North Atlantic regional arrangement. The 
President in addition received the support of the 
A.F. of L. and the Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen.

The Democratic Party officially launched its 
campaign for 1948 with President Truman speaking before 
the annual Jefferson-Jackson Day dinner on February 19. 
He emphasized that the times were too grave to chance

42
p. 3.

Editorial, New York Times. April 4 , 1948,
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an isolationist in the White House. Democratic Chairman 
McGrath announced Truman's official candidacy on March 
8 .

Clifford's memorandum of November 1947 had sug
gested as further preparation for the fall campaign a 
"non-political" whistlestop tour to the West Coast and 
back. On June 3 Truman departed Washington to counter
act the "gloom and pessimism" of the press by appealing 
directly to the people. The President planned to make 
his major speech on foreign policy at the University of 
California in Berkeley where he was to receive an 
honorary degree.

Although Truman largely emphasized domestic 
matters on his tour, he also brought attention to for- 
eign policies. At iort Wayne, Indiana, he made only 
brief remarks about measures toward world peace, but 
in Chicago Stadium he talked about the fate of 800,000 
European refugees and how to combat communism. The 
President did not think outlawing the Communist Party 
was a solution:

As far as the United States is concerned, the men
ace of Communism is not the activities of a few 
foreign agents or the political activities of a

4 3 Truman made sixty nine platform speeches and 
campaign addresses on his tour. Except for the remarks 
noted herein he made no other memorable or quotable references to foreign policy.
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f©w isolated, individuals. The menace of Communism 
lies primarily in those areas of American life 
where the promise of democracy remains unfulfilled. ^

There was some apprehension that Truman might 
make indiscreet remarks which could seriously jeopardize 
foreign policy. James Reston in the hew York Times 
voiced concern that an extemporaneous reference about 
Palestine could upset the delicate ceasefire negotia— 
tions. The most memorable indiscretion occurred in 
Bugene, Oregon, on June 11. Truman, while speaking of 
Stalin, casually mentioned: "I like Old Joe! He is a 
decent fellow. But Joe is a prisoner of the Politburo. 
He can’t do what he wants to. . . . ”46 The statement 
caused a sensation because it contradicted the view 
that Stalin was undisputed dictator of the Soviet 
Union.

At Berkeley on June 12 the President delivered 
a sober address on foreign policy which was well re
ceived by the press. He attacked Russia for its "ob
struction and aggression" and reviewed the peace aims 
of American policy. "The United States is strongly de
voted to the principle of discussion and negotiation

44Quoted in Ross, p. 85.
45Hew York Times. June 3, 1948.
46Quoted in Ross, p. 85.
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in settling international differences,» he declared. 47 
Truman subsequently returned to Washington with prepar
ations well underway for the convention and fall cam
paign.

IV
The Clifford memorandum preparing Truman's 

strategy for réélection predicted the candidacy of 
Henry A. Wallace on a third party ticket. 48 This was 
considered probable ever since Truman's dismissal of 
Wallace as Secretary of Commerce in September of 1946 
ior interfering with foreign policy. Truman was con
vinced that the subsequent Wallace movement was pri
marily a communist front to infiltrate the government 
and spread confusion.4^

Wallace's dismissal resulted from a letter to 
Truman on July 23, 1946, and a speech in Madison Square 
Garden on September 12, 1946. Wallace believed the 
real reason ior his dismissal was his letter which 
urged cooperation with Russia in planning a safe

47Public Papers of Truman. p. 338.
48

public m i n f w S r t t f c o ^ i c ? “ "1^ 1118 Walla°e “  the
49- H v ?n March 17 at the St. Patrick's Day Parade 

Jruman denounced Wallace: "I don't want 
Wpmir^111^11̂  acicept the Political support of Henrv p? 189? Gommunists." Public Papers of Truman.
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world without fear of atomic warfare.^ 0 The main con
troversy, however, developed over the September speech 
which attacked Byrnes' "get-tough" policy toward .Russia 
then being outlined to a UN meeting in Paris. Truman 
later indicated he gave approval for the making of a 
speech but not its contents.

Wallace consequently announced his intention to 
run as a third party candidate on December 29, 1947.
He called for a crusade that would save the country 
from the reactionary old parties that were leading it 
into another world war. Since both major parties ac
cepted a bipartisan foreign policy, the theme of his 
campaign was to present a dramatic choice to the 
people for their decision. Both his communist and 
non-communist followers attempted to focus the cam
paign on foreign policy.

The non-communist followers of Wallace pro
fessed a belief in a "reform capitalism" which could 
provide for the needs of all mankind— a direction they 
believed Roosevelt had followed. In his book Toward 
£orla Peace Wallace referred to his hope for a "demo
cratic progressive capitalism." He believed that 
domestic policy was influenced by foreign policy which

50Wallace, p. 9.
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determined "to a large degree inflation, deflation, 
unemployment and all the rest. " 51 He blamed the Tru
man Democrats for abandoning the New Deal for the Mar- 
shall Plan and permanently dividing Russia and the 
West. The Republicans were dismissed as beyond hope. 
Por Wallace a major issue in the 1948 campaign was the 
atomic bomb and the need to seek an understanding with 
Russia to prevent universal disaster.

The communist followers of Wallace regarded the 
policy of containment as a "creature of Wall Street" 
and the military. It was a policy of American im
perialism that would lead to atomic warfare. "Progres
sive capitalism" was the most significant cleavage be
tween communists and Progressives. In 1948, however, 
it did not come into open dispute between Wallace and 
the Marxists. On May 29 the Communist Party openly ac
cepted credit for Wallace's movement and enthusiasti
cally supported his foreign policy. Although later in 
the election year Wallace proclaimed that he was "not 
a Communist, have never been one and never expect to 
be one," he never denounced their support. 52

51Ibid.. pp. 2, 14.
52Curtis S. MacDougall, Gideon's Army. Vol.

Ill: The Campaign and the Vote (New York: Marzani 
and Muncell, 1965), p. 635. The closest Wallace came to denouncing communist support was his statement of
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The base of Wallace's support was the Progres
sive Citizens of America (PCA) which originated as a 
postwar project of the U.S. Communist Party. In De
cember of 1946 it became the recruiting apparatus for 
a third party. Totally opposing every aspect of 
American foreign policy in the cold war, the communists 
needed a front organization to direct their activities. 
Por the communists Wallace was made to order. In De
cember of 1947 he accepted the invitation of the PCA 
to run for President.

With prominent fellow travelers easily identi
fiable within the organization, the increasingly com
munist-influenced PCA lost Wallace most of his labor 
and farm support. Only the American Labor Party and 
the Communist Party completely endorsed him with the 
American Labor Party greatly weakened by the loss of 
the Amalgamated Clothing Workers. The only newspapers 
backing Wallace were the communist Daily Workor of 
lew York and People's World of San Francisco, and the

s u ^ o ^ J ’ 1948: "I shall not knowingly accept the support of any individual or group advocating the 
limitation o± democratic action for any other indi
vidual or group; nor the support of any individual or group which would restrict the civil l i b e l s  o f  
others ior reason of race, color or creed; nor the 
support of any individual advocating the violent 
overthrow of the government of the United States."
°1* i~t* Ifee Decision and The Organization, p. 326.
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liberal Gazette and Daily of York, Pennsylvania. 55 It 
was generally believed by the press that the movement 
was essentially communist oriented to destroy Truman's 
foreign policy.

In early 1948, however, "Wallace presented a 
formidable threat to Truman. The day after his an
nouncement as a candidate, Wallace launched his cru
sade in Milwaukee where he presented a seven point pro
gram for world peaces (l) A worldwide reconstruction 
fund (2) to be administered by the UN (3) and financed 
by the United States and other nations on a five year 
plan (4) with priority of funds going to the most 
severe victims of Axis aggression without regard to 
politics; (5) no conditions attached; (6) no money to 
be used for war preparations or supplies; (7) and in
ternational administration and control of the Ruhr by 
the Big Pour.^

Wallace's seven point world relief plan was a 
substitute proposal for ERP. He originally favored the 
Marshall Plan, but, when the Soviet Union refused to 
join, he decided it was merely a design to isolate her. 
The significant part of his plan was the role of the

-^Ross, p. 156.
54̂ c-̂ouSaH » The Decision and the Organ!za-
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M .  For a really strong United Nations Wallace advo
cated complete understanding with the Soviet Union on 
all major outstanding differences and international 
control of atomic energy. This would require the 
liquidation of facism" and, most fundamental of all, 
necessary sums of money to be channeled through UN 
agencies for the making of long term, self-liquidating, 
low-interest loans for the sole purpose of raising 
standards of living and serving the general welfare of 
the world."55 As the only nation capable of aid, the 
U.S. should supply a loan to Russia.

With the possible exception of the Palestine 
crisis most of the international events in 1948 hurt 
the Wallace crusade for peaceful coexistence. On 
February 19 he urged M  control of Middle East oil to 
reduce the chance of war. He denounced Truman's re
quest for aid to China as one more phase of financial 
and military intervention. The aggressive Soviet 
policy in Czechoslovakia and Berlin was particularly 
embarrassing. Wallace first blamed the Czech coup on 
the Truman "get-tough" policy which promoted an even 
"get-tougher" policy on the part of the Russians. He 
finally decided that Russia's action was a purely de-

55Wallace, p. 36.
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fensive move to prevent a rightist coup supported by 
America. The Berlin blockade served as a final blow to 
Wallace's proposals which now appeared quite futile.

Wallace also condemned the American Government 
for interferring in the Italian elections. On April 
19 he blamed the unrest in Bogota, Columbia, on the 
high cost of living. He welcomed the Palestine truce 
on June 10 but said it took responsibility from the UN. 
Later he demanded de jure recognition of Israel, lift
ing of the arms embargo, admission of Israel to the UN 
and a *100 million loan for rehabilitation. 56

Wallace had a good deal to say about many other 
issues facing the American public in the early months 
of the election year. He was particularly incensed by 
tne universal military training request and the Mundt- 
Nixon bill. He attributed UMT to a "deliberately 
created crisis" to breed a new war. The latter bill 
was labeled the "most subversive legislation" ever 
sponsored m  Congress aimed at restricting political 
thought and outlawing his own party. ^  jn regard
disarmament Wallace believed the sole solution to be

tion . pp^6» § -4 ? f a11’ -T̂ e ^ s i o n  ^  the O rpm i^-  

57
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international control of all armed forces. The only 
peace treaty considered necessary at this time was one 
between the United States and the Soviet Union.

Wallace possibly gained his greatest political 
advantage over the Truman administration in his bid 
for direct negotiations with Moscow. On a number of 
occasions in 1948 the issue arose whether Truman and 
Stalin or their chosen representatives might come to
gether. In late January Stalin first sought a meeting 
with Truman to find a basis for an armistice in the 
cold war. Truman insisted on a White House meeting—  
which could only be viewed as a surrender for Russia 
in the cold war.-^ In May as cold war tensions re
laxed another attempt for negotiations was revived.

The Smith-Molotov letters and Wallace's open 
letter to Stalin proved very embarrassing to the Truman 
administration. On May 4 the American Ambassador at 
Moscow, Walter B. Smith, urged the State Department 
to counteract Wallace's charges that U.S. aid was im
perialistic and her rearmament warlike. To avoid any 
further crises during the presidential campaign, Smith 
drafted a note to Soviet Foreign Minister Molotov, as
suring the Russians that (l) the American economic 
program did not threaten the Soviet Union; (2) that

58U.S. hews. March 5, 1948.
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rearmament was for American safety only and to safe
guard the independence of smaller nations; and (3) that 
the November elections would not weaken American policy. 
Smith included in his note Truman's statement on March 
17 that the door would never be closed to genuine ef
forts for peace.^ Molotov subsequently replied on 
May 9 that the American desire to improve relations was 
viewed favorably in Moscow and he agreed to the "pro
posal” to discuss their differences.

ihe affair led to further diplomatic confusion. 
In a statement on May 11 Truman denied any intention 
to invite the Soviets to a conference. That same night 
Wallace published an open letter to Stalin presenting 
a six point program for ending the cold war. It aroused 
little interest and would have been forgotten had it 
not been for Stalin's answer a week later. Stalin 
called the letter a "good and fruitful" basis for dis
cussion between the two countries and a "concrete pro
gram for peaceful settlement" of their differences.

The State Department responded similarly to 
both the Smith-Molotov exchange and the Wallace letter. 
Secretary Marshall on May 12 stated: "This Government 
had no intention of entering into bilateral negotia-

59Newsweek. May 24, 1948.
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tions with, the Soviet Government on matters relating to 
the interests of other governments. . . . /They/ must 
be conducted in the body charged with responsibility 

The State Department further responded to 
Stalin by setting forth eleven major areas of differ
ence between the two countries. Truman remained skep
tical about Stalin’s sincerity and the administration 
became vulnerable to the charge of not exploring a pos
sible road to peace.^

V
Republican candidates meanwhile were also 

clashing over foreign relations in their pre-conven
tion campaign and in the primaries. Among the Republi
can possibilities, Thomas E. Dewey, the Governor of 
Hew York, held a leading position at the beginning of 
the year.^ He represented a middle road in the party

uU.S., Department of State, Bulletin. Vol. XX, 
(May 23, 1948), 683. In a poll released by AIPO on 
May 2, 1948, 63% thought it would be a good idea for 
President Truman to call an international meeting with 
Stalin and the heads of other nations to work out more 
effective plans for peace. 28% said it was a poor 
idea. Of the 63% who thought it to be a good idea,
35% believed such a meeting would fail, "Quarter's Polls," p. 559.

^1An AIPO poll released on December 21, 1947, 
showed the favorite candidates for president: Eisen
hower 18%, Truman 17%, Dewey 13%, Stassen 10%, Marshall 
10%, Wallace 10%, MacArthur 8%, Vandenberg 4%, Warren 
4%, Taft 3%, Saltonstall 1%, Martin 1%, others 1%.Ibid., p. 166.
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and his moderate stand on international issues did not 
differ greatly from Truman's. Dewey favored the Mar
shall Plan, continuation of a bipartisan foreign policy 
and wanted an internationalist Secretary of State. He 
believed Truman was "too soft" with the Russians.

Dewey first began speaking out as a candidate 
at the Lincoln Day Dinner on February 12 where he ac
cused Truman of "aiding and abetting" communism by his 
blundering. He further proposed that aid to the Euro
peans be given in proportion to their effort to achieve 
unity toward a "great federation." Later official 
statements on displaced persons and Palestine did not 
differ from administration policy.

Perhaps the most significant difference between 
Dewey and Truman was with regard to more aid to China. 
H. Bradford Westerfield contends that Dewey's repeated 
references to China were not a basis for a general at- 
tack on the administration's foreign policy. Hew 
York Times editor James Heston argued that Dewey in 
part needed to avoid the "me-too" label and also sup
port the administration without being tied to it.^

S 2H. Bradford Westerfield, Foreign Policy and 
Party Politics; From Pearl Harbor to Korea (Hew 
Haven: Yale University Press, 1955), p. 297.

6^Editorial, Hew York Times. February 8 , 1948,p • 3o
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There was no bipartisanship agreement over China policy. 
Dewey, however, did fully endorse the European and 
China recovery programs on January 7 .

The leading and most militant internationalist 
.Republican hopeful was Governor Harold E. Stassen of 
Minnesota. A former delegate to the first UN confer
ence, he strongly advocated cooperation through the 
United Nations. He favored the Marshall Plan but he 
wanted no aid that would lead to a further socializa
tion of European industries. At one time he favored a 
federal government of the world. Stassen began very 
strong in the primaries.

Among the leading contenders Senator Robert A. 
Taft of Ohio was the most critical of Democratic poli
cies. His opposition, however, was relatively moder
ate. Taft sought to cut $1.3 billion from the original 
authorization for ERP. Reluctant to make promises be
yond the first year, he nevertheless approved the final 
bill. Taft was generally conservative and isolation
ist.^

Out of World War II, two heroes emerged whose 
views were little known other than their presumed 
ability to deal with Russia. Some Republicans be—

^ U.S. News. June 25, 1948.
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lieved that General Douglas MacArthur was the one 
strong man the nation needed for handling the world 
crisis. The General was known to be sternly opposed 
to Russian expansionism and communism. If negotiations 
with the Soviet union were not successful, he favored
direct action. He further advocated more military aid 
to China.

In January, other Republicans attempted to en
ter General Dwight D. Eisenhower in the Hew Hampshire 
primary. U.S. Hews viewed Eisenhower as a compromise
candidate— neither an extreme internationalist nor an 

65isolationist. On January 23 Eisenhower notified 
Leonard Hinder, publisher of the Manchester Union 
Leadeh, that he had no intention of being a candidate. 
The General was concerned about public reaction to the 
entrance of military men in politics.

In the favorite son category, Governor Earl 
Warren of California campaigned considerably less than 
the other candidates. Regarded generally as middle of 
road, Warren favored a liberal European Recovery Pro
gram. He was most attractive as a fiscal administrator.

Senator Arthur Vandenberg of Michigan was not 
an active candidate but preferred to work on foreign

65 Ibid.. June 30, 1948.
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policy in the Senate and on an internationalist plat
form. An isolationist only eight years before, Vanden- 
berg was now an influential internationalist. He had 
helped fashion the UN, the Marshall Plan and the bi
partisan foreign policy. His prestige made him a 
strong draft choice.

Speaker of the House Joseph ¥. Martin, Jr. of 
Massachusetts, a dark horse candidate, represented the 
isolationist faction among Republicans. He opposed 
foreign spending and supported the proposal to reduce 
the appropriations for the Marshall Plan. Martin had 
previously opposed extension of the draft in 1941 but 
had voted for participation in the United Nations.

Of the twenty-four Republican primaries, five 
were considered to be important tests in the contest 
for the Presidential nomination. In the first primary 
in New Hampshire on March 9 only the names of Gov
ernors Dewey and Stassen appeared on the ballot. Hav
ing made no political speeches in New Hampshire, Dewey 
merely acknowledged his win referring indirectly to 
the announcement of Czechoslovakian Foreign Minister

C  rMasaryk's death on the same day.
The Wisconsin primary was a significant contest

^ New York Times. March 11, 1948.



since General MacArthur's name had been entered as a 
contender in his home state. The war scare enveloping 
the nation in April seemed to favor MacArthur over 
Dewey and Stassen. But MacArthur, of course, could 
not campaign, and he even refused an invitation to re
turn to the U.S. to testify in Congress on aid to 
China.

Dewey's campaign in Wisconsin was aimed prin
cipally at Truman's "bungling" diplomacy. On April 1 
in Milwaukee Dewey, in a major foreign policy speech, 
presented his solution to lessening the danger of war. 
He elaborated on the following points: (l) halt petty 
politics and start enlisting first-rate men; (2) 
counter communist propaganda; (3) encourage a federa
tion of Europe into one economic and political union;
(4) maintain adequate strength with UMT and the draft;
(5) aid China; (6) create a world-wide intelligence
service; and (7) prevent bribery and intimidation in 

67elections. During the campaign Dewey repeated these 
points at numerous times.

Stassen's reaction to the Berlin blockade was 
a campaign proposal to defeat communism on the eco-

67'New York, Public Papers of Governor Thomas 
E. Dewey: Bor 1948 (Fifty-first Governor) (Albany.
H.Y.,1949),p p . 574-578.(Hereinafter cited as Public Papers of Dewey.)
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nomic and ideological fronts in order to reduce the 
chance of a military confrontation.^ He suggested 
halting une shipment of goods to Russia and "ingenious
ly disseminating facts and information" around the 
world.^9 Stassen's victory in Wisconsin considerably 
improved his prospects, and MacArthur became the first 
candidate to be eliminated in the primaries.

An interesting test of the Republican candidates 
came in the Nebraska primary on April 13. Although all 
seven contenders described above were entered on the 
ballot, the battle for top position centered around 
Stassen, Dewey and Taft. By winning in Nebraska Stas- 
sen definitely established himself as a leading con
tender. Pointing to the recent events in Columbia, he 
campaigned mainly on the need to outlaw the Communist 
Party which, he argued, was the only important differ
ence between him and Dewey. He further advocated 
strengthening American policy by spending an additional 
$1 billion annually for air power and by action by the 
U.S. for rewriting the Uh charter. 70

Although finishing second to Stassen in Nebras-
68 April 1 the Soviet Union placed a partial blockade on the western zones in Berlin.
69
70
'jew,,.York Times, April if> 19if8# 
Ibid. , March 25, 19*+8.
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ka, Dewey spoke extensively on various issues of for- 
eign policy. In Lincoln on April 8 he declared that 
"what is needed is a third, great peaceful power. . . 
a United States of Europe" which should be the "urgent 
purpose of ERP and a "practical goal" of American for
eign policy. As for communist activity in the United 
btates, he promised a "first—class house—cleaning" by 
the Republican President next January. 71

Senator Taft's mediocre showing in conservative 
Nebraska probably reflected the international tenor at 
that time. On April 7 he set forth four principles for 
American foreign policy. An effective administration 
must (l) be determined to preserve peace; (2) be con
vinced of the principles of free government; (3) be 
determined to strengthen the UN; and (4) have unified 
armed forces and the strongest air force in the world. 
This was his only notable foreign policy speech in 
the Nebraska primary.

In Ohio on May 4 front runner Stassen was de
feated in Taft's home state. At Akron on April 23 in 
a major foreign policy speech Stassen repeated his 
pleas ior revision of the UN charter and outlawing the 
Communist Party; he urged as much Marshall Plan aid

Public Papers of Dewev. pp. 506-91.71
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for the second year as for the first and consultation 
with the signers of the Brussels Pact in case of ag
gression or infiltration. 72 Two days later, Taft ac
cused Stassen of reversing himself, first suggesting 
social welfare measures to deal with communism and 
then outlawing it.

Stassen was still the man to heat until the 
Oregon primary on Flay 21 in which Dewey effectively 
finished his chances. The issue again was outlawing 
the Communist Party. Stassen challenged Dewey ini
tially to debate a long list of issues including atomic 
energy and strengthening of the IM, but the subject was 
limited to communism in a radio debate on May 17 at 
Portland. Stassen endorsed the Mundt-Nixon Bill as 
effectively outlawing communist organizations. Dewey 
accused Stassen of destroying the intention of the 
bill and referred to Mundt's own view that the bill 
did not outlaw the Communist Party.

During the Oregon campaign Dewey criticized 
the Truman administration for having no policy what
ever. He proposed eight concrete steps which summar
ized at length his foreign policy program. The United 
States must: (l) buildup its military strength with

72hew York Times. April 23, 1948.
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the continued development of atomic weapons and air 
power; (2) create a first rate intelligence service; 
(3) combat the evil propaganda of communism by a cold 
war of ideas; (4) give material aid and friendship to 
China; (5) work for a United States of Europe (first 
military, economic, then political unity); (6) wage 
peace with the same energy as war; (7) keep cool in
this war of nerves; and (S) launch a great moral of-

73fensive. The Oregon primary was a clear-cut victory 
for Dewey but it still left the battle wide open for 
nomination at the convention.

73Public Papers of Dewey, pp. 613-17.



CHAPTER II

CONVENTIONS AND CRISIS

In this second phase of the 1948 presidential 
campaign, ioreign policy questions at the conventions 
and in the platforms were formulated in an atmosphere 
of impending crisis. The Republican Party itself 
seemed to be approaching a critical phase in which an 
internationalist or isolationist ticket would be deter
mined. The choice of Dewey and the Berlin Crisis great
ly strengthened bipartisan foreign policy. Conse
quently, foreign policy did not play an important role 
in the Democratic Convention. The most significant 
dissent from Truman's policy continued to come from 
the communist-plagued Progressive Party. To a much 
lesser extent the States' Rights Democrats were not 
in complete accord with administration policy.

I
On June 21 in Philadelphia the Republicans held 

the first major party convention of 1948. In some re
spects the Republican convention was considered to be 
the critical phase of the 1948 presidential campaign. 
Would the delegates choose an international or isola-
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tionist candidate and platform? The Republicans did 
not think that their differences were so serious as to 
threaten their chances of election victory. As most 
favored the foreign policy trends of the previous two 
years, the delegates were more concerned over being 
maneuvered into a position which might repudiate the 
recent record. If bipartisan foreign policy was not 
maintained, friends of General Eisenhower believed that 
he would dramatically warn the country. 1

The editors of the hew York Times all agreed 
that the immediate issue before the convention was in
ternational policy. James Reston observed that a Re- 
puolican administration had never before dealt with the 
Soviet Union during the Cold War. 2 Anne O'Hare
McCormack stated that in a literal sense the meeting 
was an international convention which would decide the
cause of government as far apart as Moscow and London. 3 
According to the editorial on June 13, the most im
mediate concern was the appropriation of &5 .3 billion 
for ERP. 4

1Time. June 28, 1948.
2 .Lew York Times. June 20, 1948.
3Ibid., June 21, 1948.
4Ibid.. June 13, 1948. 

publican Convention the Foreign 
Act was signed on June 28, 1948.

Four days after the Re- 
Assistance Appropriation
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The speeches delivered at the Republican con
vention on the first and second days indicated a trend 
toward internationalism. In the keynote speech Governor 
Dwight Green of Illinois mentioned: "The Congress has 
voted a European Recovery Program because it believes 
that the free nations of the world can grow in strength 
and unity. . . . Our task is to put the world on its 
teet, and not on our back. . . . "  Congresswoman Claire 
Booth Luce harshly criticized the Democrats as unable 
to win except in a "climate of crisis" and for creating
or exaggerating the issues. She accused them of ap-

5peasmg communism.
In another major address on the second day 

Speaker of the House Joseph W. Martin, Jr., continued 
the attack on Truman's foreign policy:

I ask you: How can we expect the world to put 
its faith in America when we have an administra
tion in Washington which can change its mind five 
times in two years on one phase of foreign policy; 
two times in three years on another phase; twice 
in two years on still another, and twice in three 
years on a fourth? I refer to our treatment of 
the Palestine, Russian, Argentine, and German

5Republican Party, Rational Convention at Philadelphia, 1948, Official Report of the Proceedings 
M  the Twenty-fourth Republican Rational ConventiSnh^ld 
in Philadelphia^ Pennsylvania. June 21. 22. 23. 24 and 
2.5. 1948, Resulting in the Romination of Thomas E. 
ĵ ewey, of Rew York, for President and the nomination of 
jiarl Warren, of California, for Vice President. George 
L. Hart, Official Reporter (Washington, D.C.: Republican Rational Committee, n.d.), pp. 42-60.
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questions. . . . The American people, and the na
tions of the world are fed up on an American for
eign policy run on a Saturday-night to Saturday- night basis.

Former President Herbert Hoover added that "it is in 
our interest and, above all, in the interest of liberty 
throughout the world, that we aid in giving strength 
and unity to nations of Western Europe. " 6

Foreign policy did play a minor role in the 
battle over the nominations at the convention. Several 
weeks before the opening of the convention, a stop- 
Dewey drive with a Tait-Stassen ticket was supported by 
isolationist Chicago Tribune publisher Colonel Robert 
ivicGormack. During the convention, however, Dewey "pos
sibly" made concessions to the high-tariff Grundy or
ganization of Pennsylvania for right wing support.^
Ine drive was further weakened by Vandenberg's poten
tial as a draft candidate and as an extreme inter
nationalist. When two ballots had shown that Dewey 
could not be stopped, his rivals unanimously supported 
him on the third ballot. Governor Dewey accepted his 
nomination urging that unity become the chief corner
stone for world peace.

Foreign policy was more evident in the selec- 

6Fbid., pp. 153-59.
7'Westerfield, p. 299.
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tion of a vice presidential candidate. House Floor 
Leader Charles Halleck, an isolationist, was passed 
over for Governor Earl Warren, a liberal international
ist. Halleck and other aides believed Dewey’s choice 
was considerably influenced by an editorial about 
Halleck in the Hew York Times on June 26, describing 
in detail the "perfect record of a Republican isola
tionist." Halleck had previously voted against repeal 
of the arms embargo, selective service, lend-lease, 
repealing the ban on arming American merchant ships, 
the British post-war loan, reciprocal trade, and the 
initial funds for ERP. Warren was chosen without con
test or roll call.

The Republican foreign policy plank of 1948 was 
essentially the work of Senator Vandenberg who drafted

Othe original working paper. Once submitted to the 
resolution committee for approval, the platform pro
voked the anticipated disagreement between the inter
nationalists led by Senator Henry Cabot Lodge, Jr. of 
Massachusetts and the isolationists under Senator C.
Wayland Brooks. The isolationist group attacked the

8In his papers Vandenberg makes a parallel 
comparison of the final draft and his own version. Ex
cept for the deletions or additions as noted, the final 
draft on foreign policy is almost a verbatim copy of 
his original working paper. Private Papers of Vanden- Lerg. p. 429.



platform behind closed doors for seven hours without 
substantially changing the original draft.

The chief controversy developed over continua
tion of ERP. As a sop to isolationist sentiment, a 
key sentence was omitted: "We will implement with ap
propriations any commitment made by legislative enact
ment." The paragraph from which the sentence was 
taken, however, still virtually reaffirmed the basic 
policy of the European Recovery Program "within the 
prudent limits of our own economic welfare." Similar 
pressure against the reciprocal trade plank also 
failed to affect the overall acceptance by the Repub
licans of the Hull principle on tariff policy.

Further efforts by isolationists to amend the 
platform were also futile. By the insistence of Gov
ernor Dewey the statement on Israel was strengthened 
to endorse full recognition to Israel, "with its 
boundaries as sanctioned by the United Nations and aid 
in developing its economy." Although support to the 
United Nations remained as originally written, an 
amendment referring to its efforts toward internation
al control of atomic energy was rejected.^

The Republican platform was largely positive 
in tone, presenting a program rather than attacking

Editorial, New York Times. June 23, 1948, p.

66
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"tile opposition. It pledged that air, land and sea 
forces would be maintained in large enough numbers to 
insure national security. Universal limitation and 
control of nuclear arms with precautions against bad 
faith were favored. Planks were also accepted for 
unifying the armed forces and further enactment of new 
laws as well as enforcement of existing legislation 
against communism. The Republican platform differed 
with the Democrats by its emphasis on aid to China, 
and its stress on strengthening the military. It 
charged that Truman's policies were lacking in clarity, 
competence and consistency."^

The final phraseology in places was sufficient
ly vague to accommodate both internationalist and iso
lationist interpretations, but, in effect, the Republi
can platiorm predominantly reflected the internation
alist viewpoint of Vandenberg. Moreover, it accepted 
the bipartisan foreign policy previously established 
and thereby largely removed the issue of foreign 
policy from the presidential campaign.

Kirk H. Porter and Donald Bruce Johnson, 
compilers, Rational Party Platforms 1840-1960 (Urbana* 
The University of Illinois Press, 1961), pp. 450-454 See Appendix I, p. 155.



The week of the Republican convention was in
deed a crucial period in the presidential campaign and 
American history. It was a time when a truce had not 
yet been established in the Arab-Israeli war and the 
U.S. faced the possibility of partial mobilization. 
Although the European Recovery Program had been ap
proved in principle, its appropriations were yet to be 
determined by the Republican controlled Congress. And, 
as if to exploit American absorption in the conven
tion, the Russians clamped down a complete blockade of 
Berlin the same day Governor Dewey was nominated as 
Republican candidate for President.

The Berlin blockade from June 24, 1948, to 
May 12, 1949, constituted the greatest threat in 
Soviet-American relations since the end of the Second 
World War and climaxed a series of events beginning 
early in 1948 when the United States decided to pre
pare for the development of a West German government. 
After the London Conference in February on German uni
fication, the United States, Great Britain, France and 
the Benelux countries issued a joint agreement on Ger
many on March 6th. Their recommendations included the 
coordination of economic policies in the three Western 
zones, full participation for Western Germany in the
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Marshall Plan, international control of the Ruhr, and 
a federal constitution for West Germany. 11 The 
Soviet Union vigorously protested these decisions and 
proceeded to tighten its controls in Eastern Europe as 
evidenced by the Czech coup.

From March 6 until June 24 relations between 
the U.S. and the Soviet Union progressively deteri
orated. A currency reform of the weak Reichsmark was 
initiated to combat inflation and other black market 
activities in Germany. In retaliation the Soviet 
Union on April 1 restricted all military traffic en
tering the Russian zone in Berlin. On June 18 the new 
currency was issued in the western zones and the 
Soviets, protesting that marks in their sector would 
become valueless, stopped all inter-zonal passenger 
traffic. Finally on June 23 the new marks were ex
tended to the western zones in Berlin and the Russians 
halted all surface traffic between Berlin and the 
western zones.

Although the immediate issue in the Berlin 
blockade was Soviet opposition to currency reform, the 
underlying causes were the European Recovery Program 
and Soviet opposition to the western efforts to create

11Ferrell, p. 141
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a Federal Republic of Germany. Truman states in his 
Memoirs that the blockade was a counter-attack of “in
ternational communism” caused by their recent failures 
in Italy and Yugoslavia and the early success of the 
Marshall Plan. “If we wished to remain there," he
wrote, "we would have to make a show of strength," a

12risk that might lead to war.
There were essentially three alternatives for 

Truman to follow. First, the U.S. could withdraw from 
Berlin jeopardizing the European Recovery Program and 
allowing communism to spread further. Second, the U.S. 
could remain in Berlin unüer stress of additional cri
ses. Third, the U.S. could risk war in supplying Ber
lin by force. When asked whether the United States 
should stay in Berlin, Truman replied that there was
"no discussion on that point. Vie are going to stay 

13period." He was determined, however, that there 
would be no shooting as long as the Russians were 
willing to continue discussing the problem.

During the Republican convention the adminis
tration simply left the issue for General Clay to 
handle while it debated over the United States' legal

12Truman, Years of Trial and Hone, pp. 123-24. 
13̂Sidney Warren, The President as World Leader 

(Philadelphia: J. B. Lippencott, 1964), p. 318.
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rights in Berlin. On June 28 Truman finally decided 
that a dramatic airlift of supplies to Berlin would in
volve the least possible risk of war. The President 
later commented that the "Berlin airlift was important 
because it proved to the commies that we weren't 
fooling about preserving our rights in Central Eur
ope.

The American note of July 7 to the Soviet 
Union was one of the strongest notes in the history of 
relations between the two countries. Secretary Mar
shall asserted tnat the U.S. was entitled to free access 
to Berlin by right of their war-time occupation. The 
United States was willing to discuss the Berlin situa
tion but only after the blockade was lifted. Marshall 
demanded an immediate removal of the blockade and ad
vised Moscow that the United States would not be forced 
out of Berlin.

Any hope that the blockade might be lifted as 
a result of the American protest was quickly dis
pelled by the Soviet Union's reply of July 14. The 
Soviets claimed that the situation in Berlin had arisen

as a result of violation by the governments of the 
United States, G-reat Britain and France of agreed 
decisions taken by the Four Powers in regard to 
Germany and Berlin, which (violation) has found

14 Steinberg, pp. 313-14.
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its expression in the carrying out of a separate cur
rency reform, in the introduction of a special cur
rency for the western sectors of Berlin and in the 
policy of the dismemberment of Germany.

According to the Russians the administration of Berlin 
was inseparable from Germany as a whole: "Berlin lies in 
the centre of the Soviet Zone and is a part of that zone." 
Therefore they could not negotiate on Berlin without tak
ing up the administration of Germany as a whole. More
over, they would not "link the inauguration of these nego
tiations with the fulfillment of any preliminary condi
tions."'*'̂

Despite the tough Soviet note, the United States 
began direct negotiations with the Russians. As Mar
shall stated the -American position in late July: "We 
will proceed to involve every possible resource of ne
gotiation and diplomatic procedure to reach an accept
able solution to avoid the tragedy of war . . . /but7 
we will not be coerced or intimidated in any way."'*'̂
In meetings with cabinet members and the National 
Security Council, Porrestal argued for military custody 
of the atomic bomb and its use in war planning.1^

15H. L. Trefousse, ed., The Cold War: A Book of 
Documents (New York: Capricorn Books, 196>6), pp. 115-19.

~*~̂Time. August 5, 1948.
17 .On July 21 President Truman indicated that he would postpone a decision on transfer of custody of 

atomic bombs until after the election. On September 13 
he gave assurance that, if it became necessary to use 
the atomic bomb, he would certainly do so. Millis,The Porrestal Diaries, pp. 461, 487.
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By this time tensions had grown significantly.
nven at the height of the Berlin Crisis Ameri

can policy remained bipartisan. The Truman administra
tion worked in close collaboration with Republican 
leaders. Senator Vandenberg even prepared the final 
form of the American protest to the Soviets. In his 
Private Papers, he recorded his reactions to the crisis 
after the Soviet reply:

I do not see how we can yield our basic posi
tion without total sacrifice of every chance we 
have for peace in Europe, or in the world. But 
iet's aiways keep in mind that our "basic posi
tion" isgthat we cannot be forced out of Berlin bv duress. J

Agreement at the diplomatic level was considered 
absolutely essential by both major parties. At the 
time Dewey believed that specific corridor rights to 
Berlin were unnecessary."^ A public disagreement with 
the administration, however, would merely have 
strengthened Russia in negotiating Berlin's future. A 
decision by Dewey to oppose holding Berlin would have 
been dangerous as well as expensive. The potentially 
explosive situation presented by the Berlin blockade 
was a major cause of Dewey's moderation on foreign 
policy.

18Private Papers of Vandenberg. p. 453. 19
19La Peber, p. 5 3 .
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Late in July Dewey conferred with a number of
Republican leaders to review the crisis. After a
meeting with Dulles and Vandenberg on July 24, Dewey
decided against making Berlin a political issue and
released a public statement that:

The present duty of Americans is not to be divided 
by past lapses, but to unite to surmount present 
dangers. We shall not allow domestic partisan in
vitation to divert us from this indispensable 
unity. . . .  In Berlin, we must not surrender our rights under duress. w

Dewey conferred with Eisenhower several days later and 
both agreed on a firm approach toward the Soviet Union. 
Because of Dewey's forebearance, foreign policy did not 
enter into the campaign as a major issue.

The affect of the Berlin blockade on Wallace's 
campaign could not have been much greater. Stalin's 
actions merely brought additional support to the bi
partisan policy of containment. In general Wallace 
blamed the crisis on Truman for provoking Russia to be
come even tougher. Throughout the summer Wallace con
tended that the German problem would solve itself if 
the U.S. and the Soviet Union decided to be friends 
rather than cold war enemies.^

20Westerfield, pp. 307-308.
2i..MacDougall, The Decision and the Organization.p. 350.
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As weeks passed the Berlin airlift became an 
act of defiance and of calling the Russian bluff. In a 
Gallup poll taken on July 30, 80 per cent of a national
sample were ready to stay in Berlin even if it meant

22war with Russia. Newsweek reported that "whatever 
the Russian pressure and Wallace sniping, major candi
dates intended to keep the bipartisan foreign policy 
separate from domestic political issues. 'Politics 
stopped at the water's edge. " ' 23 As Clark Clifford had 
predicted in his 1947 memorandum, relations with the 
Soviet Union had deteriorated and Truman was the in
evitable beneficiary. Most Americans supported the 
President in a time of crisis and the airlift greatly 
enhanced his image as a leader.

Ill
While the nation's attention was anxiously fo

cused on Berlin, the Democratic Party opened its con
vention in Philadelphia on July 12. The last obstacle 
to Truman's nomination disappeared several days before 
the caucus. Despite Eisenhower's denials that he was 
a candidate, his supporters argued that no man could

22Gabriel A. Almond, The American People and 
Foreign Policy (New York: Harcourt, Brace and Company, 1950), p. 92.

23Newsweek, August 2, 1948.
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turn down the nomination for President of the United 
States in a critical period. Senator Claude Pepper of 
Florida suggested a "national" movement to draft Ike as 
a non partisan" candidate. The Democratic Party would
he rewarded, he argued, for "its magnanimity in a time

24of crisis." Eisenhower consequently refused to ac
cept nomination "under any conditions, terms, or 
premises."

The great question to be decided by the Demo
cratic Convention was civil rights rather than foreign 
policy. Nevertheless, Alben W. Barkley, in a keynote 
address which aroused the convention from its apathy, 
highlighted some foreign policy issues which became 
familiar themes throughout the week. He lauded the ef
forts of Republicans Vandenberg and Eaton to keep for
eign policy out of partisan politics but criticized the 
80th Congress for its efforts "to sabotage the Marshall 

declared that it was the initiative of the 
Democratic administration which established the United 
Nations and subordinate organizations, held conferences 
in Europe and the Western hemisphere, and undertook eco
nomic recovery. "But, this achievement," he charged, 
"has not been accomplished without obstinate obstruction

24'Ross, pp. 113-14.



on the part of reasonable men in the Congress of the 
United States. This is particularly true in the House 
of Representatives." The speech produced a demonstra
tion which resulted in Barkley's selection as the 
party's candidate for Vice President.2'*

On the second day of the convention Sam Rayburn 
of Texas repeated the attack on the 80th Congress. He 
claimed that there would never have been a great Ameri
can Air Porce, the Atomic Bomb or the Marshall Plan in 
a Republican administration. He attributed such ac
complishments to the imagination and genius of Roose
velt. The Democratic Party, he continued, represented 
the American people between two false fronts:

One false front, Dewey and Warren, masks the 
Republican Party as the continuing party of 
privilege. The other, equally dangerous, is the 
front which masks the Communist Party: the con
fused Henry Wallace, who leads some well meaning 
idealistic Americans yearning for peace into the 
slaughterhouse of war and communism.

The party of privilege, he explained, is just as

25Democratic Party, Mational Convention at 
Philadelphia, 1948, Democracy at Work. Being the Offi
cial Report of the Democratic National Convention. 
Philadelphia. Pennsylvania. July 12 to July 14. inclu
sive. 1948, Resulting in the Nomination of Harrv S. 
Truman of Missouri for President and Alben W. Barklev 
of Kentucky for Vice-President. C. Edgar "Ed" Brown, 
editor (Philadelphia, Pa.: Local Democratic Political 
Committee of Pennsylvania, n.d.), pp. 33-40.
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dangerous because it also breeds communism.
In contrast to the controversial civil rights 

plank, the foreign policy platform was accepted with
out any debate. More partisan in tone than the Repub
lican platform, it accused the Republicans of being re
luctant to provide funds to support the Marshall Plan. 
The plank referred to the plan as the "greatest move 
for peace and recovery made since the war" and pledged 
adequate funds to administer the program in a sound and 
humanitarian way. In addition it promised restoration 
of the reciprocal trade program and adherence to the 
International Trade Organization.

The platform stressed other measures for de
fense. It supported an army, navy and air force ade
quate to assure the security and protection of the na
tion's vital interests. Communism was condemned over
seas and at home. Laws against subversive activity 
would be strengthened and present laws enforced with 
the protection of constitutional guarantees. Inter
national control of atomic weapons by the United Na
tions was favored as a step toward effective world 
disarmament.

The platform noted further measures the Demo
cratic administration would take toward establishing

26 Ibid., p. 123.
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peace. It promised full support to the United Nations 
and "best endeavors" to conclude peace treaties with 
Germany and Japan. It pledged to continue developing 
regional arrangements within the U.N. Charter. In re
gard to Palestine the platform was most specific. It 
urged a revision of the arms embargo and international
ization of Jerusalem as outlined by the U.N. It sup
ported full recognition of Israel and further aid 
toward developing that state's economy. 27

Governor Phil M. Donnelly of Missouri made the 
nominating speech for President Truman on the third day 
of the convention. With little enthusiasm he noted 
that Truman's foreign program "has the overwhelming 
support of the American people and of every freedom- 
loving nation on earth." The seconding speech by Will 
Rogers, Jr. of California, was much more laudatory of 
the President's personal accomplishments in foreign af
fairs. He believed that history would show Truman to 
have been most unfairly criticized. Truman was "not a 
man of small stature" but one who "has given us one of 
our greatest conceptions."

Truman's historic acceptance speech was in much 
the same tone. "The record of the Democratic Party,"

Pbicl'f pp. 167-68. See Appendix I, p. 150.27
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he claimed, "is that the United States has been turned 
away permanently from isolationism." He took credit 
for organizing the United Nations and removing trade 
barriers toward world peace. He recalled his foreign 
aid program and pledged his support for a bipartisan 
foreign policy. The most dramatic feature of his 
speech was his call for a special session of Congress 
on July 26. In his acceptance speech Truman claimed 
to be calling Congress back primarily to deal with

O Qhigh prices and the housing shortage.
In reality the "Turnip Session" was a politi

cal gimmick to challenge directly the Republican 80th 
Congress to pass their platform pledges. As Truman 
explained in his Memoirs:

Of course I knew that the special session would 
produce no results in the way of legislation.
But I felt justified in calling the Congress back 
to Washington to prove to the people whether the 
Republican platform really meant anything or 
not. y

Truman's recommendation to the special session 
of Congress contained far more proposals in domestic 
affairs than in foreign policy. In his acceptance 
speech Truman made reference to foreign affairs only in 
respect to the need for laws for displaced persons ’iin

28Ibid.. pp. 236-306.
Truman, Years of Trial and Hope, p. 208.29
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place of this anti-Semitic and anti-Catholic law which 
this 80th Congress passed." In a special message to 
Congress on July 27 President Truman again called for 
the replacement of the displaced persons law and in
cluded two other measures "to afford additional proof 
that we mean what we say when we talk about freedom, 
humanity, and international cooperation for peace and 
prosperity." He requested authorization for a loan 
to the United nations to build its headquarters in Hew 
York, and urged ratification of the International Wheat 
Agreement.

Republican leaders quite naturally reacted 
strongly to the special session, charging that it was 
solely a political maneuver. On July 26 Republican 
leaders met to discuss the program for the session. 
Dewey was in favor of the loan for the United Rations 
building and revision of the Displaced Persons law, but 
no agreement was reached on the latter proposal or on 
the International Wheat Bill.^ 1

The most substantial and non-controversial 
achievement of the special session was the authoriza
tion for an interest-free loan of $65 million to the

30Public Papers of Truman, pp. 410, 420. 31
31Abels, pp. 124-25.
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United Nations. Congress also provided for an advance 
of $25 million to begin immediate construction. When 
signing the resolution on August 11, Truman remarked 
that "it is another example of the solidarity of the 
American people in behalf of our national policy of 
strengthening the United Nations and the cause of 
world peace and security for which it stands." -52 His 
other recommendations in foreign policy were not 
passed.

Most observers were surprised that the record 
\ of Congress was so vulnerable since it had accepted and 
passed the foreign policy legislation on which Truman 
had based his claim for reelection. Senator Vanden- 
berg was particularly angry because Truman did not dis
tinguish between foreign and domestic issues when at
tacking the 80th Congress. As Vandenberg complained 
to Dulles, Truman's "general condemnation is unjusti
fied and untrue on the basis of the record. But his 
indictment becomes specifically ridiculous in the 
light of the foreign policy record.

The 80th Congress of course had its defenders. 
At the Republican convention Dewey told the press that 
the Republican Congress had "launched a great effort

52Public Papers of Truman, pp. 457-38.
Private Papers of Vandenberg. pp. 448-33
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to imite and shore up the free nations of the world.
It started to rebuild the nation's defenses that the 
administration had permitted to collapse." The Wash
ington Evening Star believed its accomplishments had 
been exceeded by few other peacetime Congresses. Dur
ing the campaign Senator Vandenberg concluded: "I re
spectfully suggest that the record makes the Eightieth 
Congress in all that it relates to our foreign affairs 
not the 'second worst' in history as we sometimes hear 
in general attack, but the first best. " 54

IV
On July 23 the Wallace Progressives met in 

Philadelphia a week after the Democrats. By the time 
of their convention the Wallace crusaders were waging 
a losing battle, primarily against circumstances beyond 
their control, world events had badly shattered the 
thesis of peaceful coexistence, and the American press 
was increasingly hostile. In fact, one of the chief 
proolems facing the convention was the press charges

49. Legislation not directly referred to in this 
paper include (l) legal status to the "Voice of Ameri
ca"; (2) American participation in the International 
Refugee Organization; (3) Authorization of a seventy- 
group Air Force ; (4) ratification of peace treaties with Italy, Bulgaria, Hungary and Rumania.

54Abels, pp. 132-39.
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that the party was controlled and manipulated by the 
communists.

Efforts by the Progressives to overcome these 
charges were a dismal failure. In his Gideon's Army. 
Curtis MacDougall shows at great length how the press 
misrepresented the convention and the party to the 
average voter. 33 Typical of the smear attacks was a 
column by Joseph and Stewart Alsop in the Philadelphia 
Evening Bulletin:

The Wallace party convention here has not, of 
course, been a convention at all. It has been, 
rather, a dreary and sometimes nauseating spec
tacle, carefully and quite obviously stage man
aged by the American Communist Party in the interests of the foreign policy of the Soviet Union.

As Karl Schmidt correctly concluded in his study of the
••allace movement, the convention became a "propaganda
battleground."3^

Wallace's own refusal to separate himself from 
communist support greatly encouraged the press attacks. 
On opening day of the convention in a press conference 
he admitted that communist support was a "political 
liability . . . /but/ I will not repudiate any support 
which comes to me on the basis of interest in peace. " 37

35MacDougall, ihe Decision and the Organination, pp. 484-506. -------21-----
36Schmidt, p. 189.
37Ross, p. 160.
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To the press this was evidence of communist domination. 
Sven if Wallace had repudiated the communists, the 
press probably would have continued its attacks since 
the Progressives basically were attacking the status 
quo.

Although there was no question of who the 
candidate would be, the usual nominating and seconding 
speeches took place. In the keynote address Charles 
Howard, a Negro and former Republican from Iowa, at
tacked the "miserable record" of the 80th Congress and 
charged the Marshall Plan with aiding the reconstruc-

*z otion of Nazi industry. Following more oratory on his 
well-known record, Wallace was nominated by acclamation. 
Senator Glen Taylor of Idaho, whose views closely co
incided with Wallace's, was unanimously selected as his 
running-mate.

All that remained was formal acceptance by the 
candidates at a rally in Shibe Park on Saturday even
ing July 24. Senator Taylor spoke first, warning that 
HRP would "bankrupt America by spending billions in a 
futile effort to bribe whole nations into becoming our 
mercenaries in a senseless struggle for world domina-

•^MacDougall, The Decision and the Organiza
tion. p. 514. Following Howard's speech, the unoffi
cial "New Party" was officially named the "Progressive 
Party."
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tion." After a dramatic entrance into the park, Wal
lace recounted the "great betrayal" following the death 
of P.D.R. when the Truman administration adopted a 
get-tough policy. He recalled his disagreement with 
Truman in 1946 over Russian policy and his hopes for 
peace with the Smith-Molotov letters. Wallace blamed 
Truman for the Berlin Crisis, and voiced his belief 
that the U.S. "can't lose anything by giving (Berlin) 
up militarily in search for peace. " 40

The main target of the newspaper attack on 
Wallace was the platform adopted by the Progressive 
Party in its closing deliberations. Wallace had al
ready outlined his goals in his speech on peace, 
prosperity and progress in December of 1947. Although 
there were some loud debates over phraseology, the 
pla uiorm iollowed his outline with few substantial 
changes.

Wallace did intervene twice during the draft
ing of the platform. When an impasse was reached over 
independence or self-determination for Puerto Rico, 
Wallace resolved the issue with a compromise declara-

J ^Schmidt, p. 186.
40Congress and the Ration. 194c5-.iq64: A Review of Government and Politics in Postwar Years 

(Washington, D.C.: Congressional Quarterly Services, 1965), p. 6.

39
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tion which employed both words. His second interven
tion occurred over the plank for world government. The 
controversy centered over placing responsibility for 
cold war tensions either on the Soviet Union or the 
United States. Wallace refused to pressure the con
vention into accepting either interpretation and again 
a compromise was worked out. As adopted, the plank 
included this sentence: "Responsibility for ending the 
tragic prospect of war is a joint responsibility of the 
Soviet Union and the United States.

The most significant debate in the convention 
broke out over the Vermont Resolution, which read: 
"Although we are critical of the present foreign policy 
of the United States, it is not our intention to give 
blanket endorsement to the foreign policy of any na
tion." Some delegates attacked the resolution as "an 
insinuation against a wartime ally of the United 
States" and as a "compromise with the smear campaign" 
of red-baiting. Others charged that it was the re
sult of outside pressure. Those in favor of the 
resolution pointed out that while American foreign 
policy was already practically condemned "in toto" in 
the platform nothing critical was said of the foreign

4-1-MacDougall, The Decision and the Organisation. pp. 547-66.
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policy of any other nation. They also argued that the
amendment did not "infringe on friendship /with the
Soviet Union7 in any respect." The resolution was de-

4-2feated on a very close voice vote.
The defeat of the Vermont Resolution was espe

cially noteworthy because the press exploited the inci
dent as an example of "communist dominated leadership." 
Schmidt believes that the opposition was the result of 
ill-advised snap judgments rather than communist dic
tation, and MacDougall sees the defeat of the resolu
tion as a possibly important turning point in the poli
tical fortune of the Progressive Party in 1948 and 
afterwards.

The peace platform of the Progressive Party 
emphasized the need for an American-Soviet agreement 
for negotiations and discussion, cooperation through 
the United Nations and further efforts toward world 
government. It called for ending the drive to war by 
repeal of the draft, a cessation of the military 
buildup, rejection of the Truman Doctrine and an "end 
to military and economic intervention" in Greece,
Turkey, China, the Middle East and Latin America. It 
urged the use of the United Nations for international

42Ibid.. pp. 571-76.
43Schmidt, p. 195 and MacDougall, The Decision and the Organization, p. 576.



89

aid in place of the Marshall Plan, and a world disarma
ment agreement for destruction of atomic stockpiles.
It called for peace treaties with Germany and Japan 
and de .jure recognition of Israel. Finally, the Pro
gressive Party sought repeal of the Displaced Persons 

LlLlLaw.
Although the press continued to portray the 

platform as the literal words of the Kremlin, com
munists never attained the dominant position in the 
party attributed to them. Fellow travelers allegedly 
-held key positions at the convention, but the com
munists seem to have been active only at the organiza
tional level and had little influence on the making of 
policy. Wallace's views were the determining ones at 
the Progressive convention. The communists were fol
lowing an opportunistic course, and they did not exer
cise any dominant influence on decisions.

The foreign policy plank represented the views 
of all members of the Progressive Party, communist as 
well as liberal non-communist followers of Wallace. In 
late August the Communist Party fully endorsed the Pro
gressive platform and the candidacy of Wallace and

^Porter and Johnson, national Party Platforms, 
pp. ^-39-̂ 1. See Appendix I, p. 158.

^Schmidt, pp. 2 5 6 - 5 7 .
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drafted a very similar platform themselves. On 
August 24 Wallace stated: "I am not a Communist, 
have never been one and never expect to be one. The 
Progressive Party is not controlled by Communists nor 
was its convention or program dictated by them."46 
But Wallace's failure to repudiate their support en
couraged the communists to become more aggressive with
in the party. To the press it again signified com
munist domination. For the American people the press 
merely confirmed their belief that the whole party was 
a communist plot.4  ̂ As a result of the convention and 
Wallace's refusal to disassociate himself from the com
munists, his other supporters and workers increasingly 
began to abandon the crusade for peace.

V
Although the Progressive Party represented the 

most significant split within the Democratic Party over 
foreign policy, there are some indications that the 
right-wing Southern Democrats who bolted the party may 
also have had some reservations in 1948. Discontent 
had been growing in the South for over a decade be-

A C

MacDougall, The Campaign and the Vote, p. 633.
4^In a poll released by AIPO on July 21, 1948, 

51/à believed Wallace's Third Party was run by communists 
while 2 1 %  disagreed. "Quarter's Polls," p. 565.
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cause of a decline in ¡southern influence at Washington, 
the expanding role of the Federal government, and unfair

A Oeconomic interests. With the onset of the Cold Wkr, 
however, »Southern leadership in general backed Truman's 
anti-boviet campaign because of their new "conservatism" 
and fear of communism.^

Southern fear of communism was a major reason for 
Southern approval of the Truman Doctrine and the Marshall 
Plan. The South perceived world affairs primarily as a 
struggle with the Soviet bloc. Economic aid was popular
ized in the Southern press as a measure to stop communist 
penetration rather than stimulate social change. The 
Marshall Plan was also viewed favorably because of its 
stimulus to business investments and agricultural exports 
to Europe. The center of political conservatism and 
laissez-faire economics, the South held no sympathetic 
ties to the Soviet Union.

Southerners who supported the Truman Doctrine and 
the Marshall Plan tended to favor Truman's other programs

AftKichard S. Kirkendall, "Election of 1948," His- 
tory of American Presidential Elections 1789-1968. ed. by Arthur M. Schlesinger, Jr., et al. Yol. IV (fa YYvrV; 
Chelsea House Publishers in association with McGraw Hill 
Book, 1971), p. 3102. In a poll released by AIPO on 
April 4, 1948, the following question was asked only in 
the South: "Do you think the present administration in 
Washington has dealt fairly in general, with the South?" 
Yes - 34?°, no - 51?°, Ho Opinion - 15$. "Quarter's Polls," p. 51.

49Charles 0. Lerche, Jr., Tie Incertain South:
Its Changing Patterns of Politics in Foreign Policy



as well. They upheld economic aid to Japan, reduction 
of import restrictions, and maintenance of troops and 
bases overseas. They were highly interested in the Unit
ed nations but believed that it would be a more useful 
international agency if Russia were not a member.
Southern support of Truman's policies by early 1948 was 
almost complete and unquestioned„

As a result of the adoption of a civil rights 
plank by the Democratic National Convention, States' 
Rights leaders met on July 17 in Birmingham. The con
vention (officially called a "conference") adopted a 
"declaration of principles" and "recommended" Governor 
Strom Thurmond of South Carolina for President and Gov
ernor Fielding Wright of Mississippi for Vice Presi-

51dent. With their strength largely confined to only 
one section of the South, the Dixiecrats hoped to throw 
the final selection of the President into the House of 
Representatives.

(Chicago: Quadrangle Books, 1964), p. 56. Senator 
Claude Pepper of Florida was an exception who stood far 
to the left of his colleagues on postwar foreign policy.

50Alfred 0, Hero, Jr., The Southerner and World 
Affairs (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press. 1965),p. 120. 51

51Alexander Heard, A Two Party South? (Chapel 
Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1952), p. 21. 
Thirteen states were represented by placards on the con
vention floor. Only Alabama and Mississippi were offi
cially chosen as state delegations to the convention.New York Times. July 18, 1948.
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The platform of the States' Rights Democrats was 
directed chiefly against Truman's civil rights program, 
which was regarded as the "most vital single issue" fac
ing the country at the time. Their basic position came 
from Article X of the American Bill of Rights: "The 
powers not delegated to the United States by the Consti
tution, nor prohibited by it to the states, are reserved 
to the states respectively, or to the people." The plat
form further asserted that the growth of Federal rights 
produced totalitarianism and threatened the basic rights 
properly reserved to the states and to citizens. The 
declaration finally denounced the Democratic and Republi
can platforms for adopting a program that called for 
"totalitarian, centralized, bureaucratic government and 
the police state."52

There was a definite connection between the race 
issue and foreign policy in the views of Governor Thur
mond. As recently as October 2, 19*+7, he had praised 
Truman's foreign policy: "This nation should continue 
its militant crusade for world peace, the Soviet Union 
not withstanding," and should "vote for the election of 
Harry Truman and restoration of Congress to the control 
of the Democratic Party." On February 23, 19*+8, however, 
he advised Democratic Chairman McGrath that "at a time

J Porter and Johnson, National Party Platforms, 
pp. -̂66-68. See Appendix I, p. 161!-.
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when national unity is so vital to the solution of the 
problem of peace in the world," Truman should have "the 
highly controversial Civil Rights legislation, which 
tends to divide our people withdrawn from consideration 
by Congress." Polls reflected a sharp drop in support 
for Truman in the South as the States’ Rights movement 
progressed. ^

According to the Dixiecrat platform the Demo
cratic Convention had "hypocritically" denounced totali
tarianism abroad, but had "unblushingly" accepted it at 
home. After accepting the nomination Thurmond pursued 
this theme in his campaign. He declared in Texas that 
Truman, Dewey and Wallace all hoped to give the country 
"a new Russian look." The civil rights program, he be
lieved, was a plot to make the U.S. a police state. 
"Shall we," he asked, "be so blind as to follow those 
who would lead our people along that gloomy road of dis
illusionment along which Hitler led the people of Ger
many, Mussolini led the people of Italy, and . . .
Stalin is leading the people of Russia? " 54

Thurmond, moreover, was not only speaking in 
generalities. He applied the argument to a specific 
bill before Congress. In a telegram to Truman, he pro
fessed to see an amazing parallel between the provision

5^Kirkendall, "Election of 1948," p. 3102.
54Time. August 23, 1948.
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of a "proposed FEPC /Fair Employment Practices Commis
sion/ Bill . . . and Communistic Russia's all races law 
promulgated by Stalin." This bill he declared was 
"hatched in the brains of the Communists."5^

Evidence indicates that the States' Rights Demo
crats were not overly concerned about foreign policy as 
an issue. According to W. G. Carlton the movement was 
"built upon one issue— the race issue. " 56 Alexander 
Heard also concludes that the party needed no other plat
form than opposition to Truman's civil rights program. 57 
President Truman himself stated in his Memoirs that the 
"Dixiecrats were not supporting anybody or anything in 
particular— they were simply protesting against a civil 
rights program."5®

The question to be considered here, however, is 
whether the civil rights program itself affected the for
eign policy issue during the presidential campaign. It 
seems reasonable to assume that the Southerners' fear of 
communism penetrated their thinking on civil rights mat
ters. Consequently, the issue did affect to some unde-

55S. M. Lemmon, "Ideology of the 'Bixiecrat' Movement," Social Forces. XXX (December 1951), 163-64.
56,W. G. Carlton, "Fate of the Dixiecrat Movement," The Yale Review. XXXVIII (March, 1949), 450.
57Heard, p. 26.
58Truman, Years of Trial and Houe. p. 186.
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termined degree their previously unwavering support of
Truman's foreign policy. Within a section of the South
there appears to have been a shift from firm support to

59one which held reservations. The States' Rights Demo
cratic presidential candidate affirmed on September 23, 
1971, that "some of us involved in the States' Rights 
Party may have had reservations about the foreign policy 
positions of President Truman and Governor Dewey in 
1948c . . . " 60

Among other minor party movements, the Socialist
Party received brief renewed interest. The party
gained some support in 1948 because of disinterest for
Truman, abhorence of Wallace and his association with
communism, and dislike of Dewey who seemed certain to
win. Hoping to promote "an inevitable realignment of
American politics" with his non-communist party of the 

61left, Dorman Thomas, the perennial socialist candi
date for President, conducted his sixth and last cam
paign in 1948. Dominated in a convention at Reading,

59In a poll released by AIPO on April 10, 1948, 
14$ of Southerners liked best the foreign policy— the 
anti-Russian attitude and the Marshall Plan— of Tru
man's administration. The Civil Rights program was 
least liked by 41$ and foreign policy by 10$. "Quar
ter's Polls," p. 541.

^Reply to letter sent to Senator Strom Thur
mond (Washington, D.C., September 23, 1971). See Ap
pendix II, p. 167. 61

61‘Ross, p. 233.
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Pa., Thomas denounced the failure of the bi-partisan 
foreign policy of the Republicans and Democrats, and 
condemned the Progressive Party for its alliance and 
appeasement of communism.

According to the Socialist platform lasting 
peace would be won only with the following proposals: 
economic cooperation through ERP; outlawing of con
scription; universal disarmament; world government; 
acceptance of the Baruch plan for control of atomic 
energy; free use of raw materials and international 
waterways; an international police force and the out- 
lawery of trade barriers; admission of 400,000 dis
placed persons under unused immigration quotas; full 
self government and rights of immigration to Palestine; 
withdrawal of occupation forces and economic aid to

C  pall countries accepting principles of freedom. The 
Socialist platform received little attention from the 
American people in 1948 and attracted only a very 
small minority of the population.

62Porter and Johnson, Rational Party Platforms, pp. 459-60. See Appendix III, p. 1^8.



CHAPTER III
CAMPAIGNING AND THE COLD WAR

In the final phase of the election of 1948 the 
role of communism was the overall issue in foreign af
fairs be!ore the American people. The threat of com
munism was most often raised in connection with the 
Heightened Berlin Crisis and the fear of communist in
filtration of the government. Because of the tense in
ternational situation, bipartisanship reached its peak 
in American foreign policy even though it was strained 
in the final weeks of campaigning.

I
The issue of communism, in one form or another, 

invariably af±ected American politics and foreign poli
cy during the presidential campaign of 1948. Immedi
ately after the conventions it arose in the guise of 
communists-in-government. Investigations for espionage 
began during the Special Session of the Republican con
trolled Congress called for by President Truman in his 
acceptance speech at the Democratic National Convention. 
Just as partisan politics influenced Truman in calling 
the session, it also played a strong part in the Con-
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gressional investigations.
Hearings first began in the House Un-American 

Activities Committee on July 30 with ex-communist 
Elizabeth T. Bentley revealing tales of espionage in 
Washington during the war years. In the most dramatic 
testimony before the House Un-American Activities Com
mittee, ex-communist Whittaker Chambers, a week later, 
implicated Alger Hiss, a former government official, as 
a "spy" for the Soviet Union in the 1930's. The issue 
of communism was kept before the public by televised 
hearings of spy ring stories, leaks in secret documents 
and other subversive activities. Hiss was eventually 
indicted on two counts of perjury on December 15.

Further actions by the House Un-American Acti
vities Committee caused strained relations with the 
Soviet Union. In mid-August Russian school teacher 
Mikhail I. Samarin fled from the Soviet Consulate in 
New York. On August 12, Mrs. Oksanu Stepanova Kasen- 
kina, another Russian teacher, jumped from the third 
story window of the Consulate. The House subpoenaed 
both refugees and granted them immunity from Soviet 
custody. As a result of the incidents, the United 
States demanded the departure of Soviet Consul Jacob 
M. Lomakin on August 19. A week later the Soviet Union 
severed consular relations with the United States. The
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affair inevitably weakened the Berlin negotiations.
Reporting on its findings in September, the 

House recommended adoption of the Mundt-Nixon bill, 
stiffer penalties upon conviction and legislation to 
prevent confidential files from being withheld by the 
Executive Branch. The report also denounced the Just
ice Department for not prosecuting communist atomic 
spies. Embroiling itself in the politics of the presi
dential campaign, the Justice Department replied in 
kind that that it "prosecutes crime by the grand jury 
system through our courts and not by politically minded 
Congressional Committees with one eye on publicity and 
the other on election results.”'*"

In his news conference of August 5, Truman de
nied that the Congressional investigations had revealed
anything not known all along or presented to the grand 

2jury. According to Truman:
the public hearings now under way are serving no 
useful purpose. On the contrary, they are doing 
irreparable harm to certain people, seriously im
pairing the morale of i’ederal employees and under
mining public confidence in Government.

^  1Poynter, Congressional Quarterly Almanac, p.
2A federal grand jury indicted twelve high 

ranking officials of the Communist Party for conspiracy 
in violation of the Smith Act. The Supreme Court up
held the conviction on June 4, 1951, in the case of" Dennis v. U.S.
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And they are simply a "red herring" to keep 
from doing what they /Republicans/ ought to do.

If indictments were possible, the grand jury would have 
made them and the spy rings existed only in the minds 
of the committee. 5 (The day after the indictment of 
Hiss for perjury, Truman still insisted that the in
vestigations were a "red herring.")

Truman's advisers warned him that the issue 
would be a major one in the campaign and that it would 
be necessary to refute charges of "covering up . " 4 Con
sequently, he discussed communism in several campaign 
speeches. Appealing first to the liberal element in 
Los Angeles on September 23 he warned that the Progres
sive Party did not represent American ideals because it 
was being used and guided by communists. "A vote for 
the third party," he continued, "plays directly into 
the hands of Republican forces of reaction, whose aims 
are directly opposed to the aims of American liberal
ism. "5

Truman's major address on communism was de-
3Public Papers of Truman. pp. 433-34.
4In a poll released by AIPO on September 5,

1948, 74a/o of the national total believed spy investi
gations were proving something while Y ] %  thought they 
were purely politics; 9%  had no opinion. "Quarter's Polls," p. 781.

5Public Papers of Truman, p. 559.
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livered on September 28 in Oklahoma City, in that part 
of the country where people were most concerned with the 
issue. Here he answered Republican charges of "coddling 
the Communists in its midst" by defending the admin
istration's record on communism. Truman pointed to 
his loyalty program preventing communists from being 
employed in the Federal Government and the FBI's fight 
wi"th subversion at home. He noted his "strong foreign 
policy" which had checked the "Communist tide" over
seas and his domestic program which hindered "any /com
munist/ progress whatever in this country." He in
dicted the Republicans for exploiting the issue and 
causing more harm to national security than all the

Cespionage uncovered.
Although Dewey never made much of the issue, 

other Republicans readily accused the administration 
with being infiltrated by communists. Republican 
Chairman of the House Un-American Activities Committee,
J. Parnell Thomas, charged the Democrats with failing 
to inform the people of the dangerous communist pene
tration into government services. 7 Others denounced 
Iruman ior being "careless" about domestic communism.

6Ibid., pp. 609-14.
7The New lork Times reported on August 10 that there was talk of impeaching Truman for refusing to turn 

loyalty records over to Congress during the spy inquiry.
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Dewey, however, was confident of victory and according 
to campaign strategy remained aloof from the issue.

At the end of July when the spy issue became in
tense it seemed certain that Dewey would take up the 
subject. According to hewsweek. Speaker Martin advised 
Dewey that he make it a major issue in his campaign 
since the country was more emotionally aroused by the 
spy investigations than by any of the other charges 
against the Truman administration. Although Dewey 
would have scored highly against Truman if he had done 
so, he supposedly refrained for fear of injuring the 
reputations of individuals. Since some of the names were 
Jewish, he also feared being called anti-semitic. 8

Dewey did, however, touch upon the subject at
times during his campaign. In an attempt to turn the
loyalty issue to his advantage, he once stated:

This administration asked Congress for 1)25,000,000 
to spot and fire the communists whom they them
selves put in office. I have a better way to 
handle the communists— and a cheaper one. We 
won't put any communists in the government in the first place.

Dewey's major speech on communism in Los Ange
les on September 24 was particularly critical of the

8Abels, pp. 159-61.
q̂Alan D. Harper, Politics of Loyalty: The 

White House and the Communist Issue. 1946-1952 (West- 
port, Conn.:Greenwood Pub. Corp., 1969), p. 73.
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Democrats. He spoke at length on the failures of com
munism and deplored the inroads the communists had made 
into the government. He scorned Truman's "red herring" 
statement and proposed a "traitor's treatment" for the 
communists and a counteroffensive of propaganda to deal 
with them. He charged the administration with "giving
aid and comfort to the enemies of our system" by its 

10incompetence.
Earl Latham emphatically denies that the com

munist issue had any "deep political impact" on the 1948 
election.

It was a make weight in the scales against the ad
ministration but not the heavy balance. It was on 
the fringes of the contest not at the center. It 
was a controversy between Dewey and Stassen and be
tween the Department of Justice and the House Com
mittee on Un-American Activities« It was not an issue between Truman and Dewey. 1

In this regard Latham's assessment is essentially ac
curate. Communism in government was not a mqjor issue 
between two major parties. But communism in all of its 
manifestations was the broadest issue confronting the 
American nation in 1948.

When all dimensions are taken into considera-

^ Bublic Papers of Dewev. p. 654.
11Earl Latham, The Communist Controversy in 

Washington; From the Hew Deal to McCarthy (C a m b r i : Harvard University Press, 1966), pp. 397-98.
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tion, the issue of communism is ultimately seen affect
ing the American voter in one aspect or another. The 
communist menace served as a rationale for changes in 
American foreign policy and more specifically for a 
bipartisan foreign policy. On the national scene com
munism became the center of debate in some of the Re
publican primaries, focus of attention at the Wallace 
convention, and caused much sensationalism during the 
spy hearings. The threat of communism overseas pro
voked rumors of war in the spring, a crisis in the sum
mer and finally a war scare in the fall.

The role of communism as the paramount issue 
before the American people was emphatically demon
strated in September. After the uproar over the spy 
hearings abated somewhat by early September, the Berlin 
Crisis again became critical with the failure of the 
direct negotiations with the Soviet Union.

Truman explains in his Memoirs that whenever 
Ambassador Walter B. Smith arranged for a formal state
ment of understanding over Berlin the Russians became 
uncompromising. During a meeting on August 2 of Smith 
and the foreign ministers with Joseph Stalin, the 
Soviet Premier reiterated his position that the West 
no longer had a right to Berlin. Stalin did suggest
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a basis for a settlement of the blockade, but in later 
meetings they were -unable to reach an agreement.

From September 9-13 the Berlin Crisis reached a 
peak. The Soviet government announced its intention to 
conduct air maneuvers with the air lanes being used by 
the Allied airlift. Truman notified the Russians that 
U.S. air operations would not be halted. Anti-com
munist demonstrations in Berlin were challenged by a 
communist rally. The military governors had reached an 
impasse in their negotiations in Berlin and further dis
cussions seemed impossible. Truman wrote in his Memoirs 
that the situation became so dangerous that the slight
est provocation might have led to a general conflagra- 

12tion. At his news conference on September 9 the 
President was asked if he had anything optimistic or 
cheerful to say. He merely responded that the United 
States intended to continue negotiations but not under 
duress. It was a moment when the united States had no 
choice but to hold its position.

Planners on both sides were closely calculating 
the risks. The New York Times predicted that relations 
were headed toward a possible climax that week when 
Truman reviewed foreign affairs with his cabinet and

Truman, Years of Trial ana Hope, p. 138.12
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the National Security Council. Moscow, meanwhile, had 
sent its top military men to the Soviet zone in Germany 
to be ready in case of war.

According to the diaries of those who partici
pated in the meetings in Washington on September 13, it 
was a day to remember in history. In his private notes 
following a briefing from Forrestal, Symington, and Gen
erals Bradley and Vandenberg, Truman wrote: "I have a
terrible feeling afterward that we are very close to 

13war." Chairman Lilienthal of the Atomic Energy Com
mission wrote in his diary:

Their planes (Russians) are in the air corridor to
day, and anything could happen. "Anything— they 
might walk in tomorrow and shoot Gen. Clay." The 
President is being pushed hard by Forrestal to de
cide that atomic bombs will be used. . . . "The 
President has always been optimistic about peace.
But he is blue now, mighty blue. . .

When asked during the meeting on September 13 
whether he would use the atomic bomb in an emergency, 
Truman "prayed that he would not have tovmd© such a de
cision," but assured his advisers that he would do so 
if necessary. On September 14 Marshall and Forrestal, 
while briefing the press, posed the question of using

^Ferrell, p. 247.
~^The Journals of David E. Lilienthal . Vol. II: 

The Atomic Energy Years 1945-1950 (New York: Harper 
and Row, 1964), p. 406.
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atomic bombs in case of war. According to them there 
was "unanimous agreement that in the event of war the 
American people would not only have no question as to 
the propriety of the use of the atomic bomb but would 
in fact expect it to be used."  ̂ According to Time, 
which claimed to have the best information in Washing
ton, the Russians had reached the dreadfully mistaken 
notion that the United States would not use the atomic 
bomb in war. 16

After more than six weeks of diplomatic efforts 
to solve the Berlin Crisis the Moscow-Berlin-Paris nego
tiations came to an abrupt halt. On September 26 the 
United States, Great Britain and Prance notified Russia 
that further negotiations were impossible and the ques
tion would be submitted to the Security Council of the 
United Rations.

The world was now reportedly swept by a "wave of 
alarm" and "braced for a blow."1  ̂ According to a State

15Abels, p. 316. Truman indicated again on 
September 16 that he preferred to withhold a decision 
for transfer of custody of the atomic bomb to the mili
tary until after the campaign. Millis, The Porrestal Diaries, p. 490.

l6Time, October 4, 1948.
17In the poll by AIPO in September 1948, 32# 

expected the United States to be at war within the next 
year. This figure would approximate a real war scare.
In November the percentage dropped to 21#. Almond, p.
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Department white paper on the Berlin Crisis, Russia did 
not want to reach an understanding and was simply stall
ing for time. In its own analysis of the prospects of 
war Time magazine came to a slightly optimistic conclu
sion: War was somewhere between "no" and "maybe." 
Secretary Marshall in Paris was emphatic that there was 
no question about the United States remaining in Berlin: 
"The United States does not wish to increase the exist
ing tension. It is its wholehearted desire to allevi
ate that tension . . . /but/ it would be a tragic error 
if . . . patience . . . should be mistaken for weak
ness. " 18

Since the other alternatives with Russia in re
gard to Berlin were war or retreat, it became pre
election strategy to avoid a showdown if at all possible. 
It was necessary to reduce the chance of a last minute 
crisis which could affect the election outcome. The 
prevailing policy became mediation and negotiation 
through the UR. It demanded greater efforts for bi
partisan support than ever before.

In general the presidential campaign did not 
disturb bipartisan cooperation in regard to the Berlin 
Crisis. Important decisions had been made with Eepubli-

18Time. October 4, 1948.
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can approval. In fact the responsibilities of power 
had already weighed so heavily on them that one newsman 
inquired: "How long is Dewey going to tolerate Tru-

1Qman's interference in the government?" J

As the Berlin Crisis became more critical when 
negotiations broke down, Dewey indeed acted more like a 
President than a candidate. Touring in the Northwest 
he requested all western minded people to pray together 
for a peaceful solution to the crisis. He also appeal
ed over the head of Stalin to the Russian people for 
peace. At Great Palls, Montana, he said that "peace 
may depend on making clear to every foreign nation that 
we are united" and that the U.S. would insist on "peace 
with honor.

Dewey maintained effective bipartisan relations 
with the administration through his personal representa
tive at the United Nations General Assembly meetings in 
Paris. John Poster Dulles accompanied Secretary Mar
shall as a member of the American delegation. U.S. News 
reported that a cleavage in viewpoints on dealing with 
the Russians did develop in the delegation during nego
tiations. Secretary Marshall favored a quick showdown

~*~%bid.. October 25, 1948.
20Abels, p. 187.



with Russia, increasing the possibility of war. The
prospect of a preelection crisis was staved off when the
issue of Berlin was put before the United Nations for

21consideration on September 29. On October 5 Dulles re
ported to Dewey on the current international situation 
and future prospects. On October 17 Dulles indicated 
that the Republicans would continue the airlift when he 
declared that the operation was not a matter of parti
san politics.

Although bipartisanship was closely observed, 
Dewey did make several speeches on foreign policy mat
ters at this time. On September 23 at .Phoenix, Arizona, 
he discussed "America’s Future in the Atomic Age." Un
til atomic energy could be used for peaceful purposes, 
he felt that it was necessary for the U.S. to concen
trate on military uses. Until other nations showed a 
willingness to use the atom for peaceful purposes the 
United States should safeguard its secret. He did not 
want the development of atomic energy to be left ex
clusively to government. In Cheyenne on October 1 he 
cautioned that world communism was on the march and 
their weapons were falsehood, propaganda, sabotage and 
treason. ^

~̂kl.S. Hews. October 15, 1948.
22Public Papers of Dewey, pp. 650-741.
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A real concern of the Republicans was what Tru
man might do to upset the country in foreign relations. 
The President, of course, was effectively campaigning 
on domestic issues according to his strategy plans, but 
he was noticeably silent on the foreign crisis. Colum
nist Walter Lippmann reported in Time;

But for Mr. Truman's campaign tour, it would never 
have been possible to prove to the country how 
small a part Mr. Truman actually plays in the 
great office which he holds. . . . Mr. Truman may 
get reports on what is happening . . . but there is 
not even an attempt to pretend that the President 
is directing affairs, is making the decisions, is 
forming or conducting policy.¿3

According to a Roper poll in September 19*+8, Truman ran
a poor third to Marshall and Vandenberg as doing the
most to form foreign policy.^

After the breakdown of the Berlin negotiations, 
Truman did make one notable speech in Milwaukee on 
October 1*+ in which he reviewed U.S. policy on the con
trol of atomic energy, but this was done primarily be
cause Dewey had already raised the issue. Referring to 
Dewey's proposal for private control of peacetime uses 
of atomic energy, Truman replied that the "largest

^Time. October *+, 19*+8.
o LlQuestion asked in poll on September 19̂ +8: 

"Which one of these men do you think has done the most 
to form our present foreign policy?" Marshall b y / 0 , 

Vandenberg 21%, Truman 9 % , Dulles 3%, Dewey 2%, Elmo 
R°Per, You and Your Leaders: Their Actions and Your 
Reactions 1936-1956 (hew York: william Morrow and 
Company, 1957), p. 18*4-,
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private corporation in the world is far too small to he 
entrusted with such power, least of all for its own 
profit." Truman charged the Republicans with deliber
ately omitting mention of atomic energy in their plat
form. Two days later in a news conference on his cam
paign train, Truman merely made a brief and vague state
ment that there had been an "improvement in the whole 
world problem and some improvement in the Russian atti
tude .

America's Far Eastern policy before 1948 never 
became as great a concern as European policy. The in
fluence of worldwide communism, however, was growing.
By November 2 the Chinese Nationalists under Chiang 
Kai-shek lost all of Manchuria to the Chinese communists. 
Truman's only reference to American policy toward Na
tionalist China was the mention of the aid authorized 
under ERP. On September 22 in Albuquerque Dewey sug
gested that more aid be given to the Nationalist Chinese 
but he did not indicate what amount it should be. "The 
worldwide march of communist aggression" became familiar 
words in Dewey's campaign.

Although it was considerably less intense an is-

2SPublic Papers of Truman, pp. 790-814.
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sue in the fall campaign than it had been in the 
spring, the principle concern of U.S. policy in the 
Middle East remained the Israeli-Arab conflict. Short
ly after Count Polke Bernaaotte, UN mediator in Pales
tine, had been assassinated on September 17, his final 
report on the partition of Palestine was published. 
Secretary Marshall approved the partition, but Truman 
decided that the Bernadotte proposal was so unfavorable 
to Israel that he could not accept it without a change 
of policy.^ On October 22, Dewey reaffirmed his posi
tion on the Palestine plank in the Republican platform 
with a letter to the Jewish Committee in hew York. "I 
have always felt the Jewish people are entitled to a 
homeland in Palestine," he wrote, "and I did, indeed, 
approve the majority report of the United Rations Spe
cial Committee which recommended partition of Pales- 

27tine." He did not endorse the Bernadotte plan.
While Truman declined to speak out on Marshall's 

position, he did not hesitate to argue with statements 
by the Republican candidate. President Truman explains 
in his Memoirs that Dewey's statement implied another 
reversal in U.S. policy and, consequently, attacked his

2 6^Truman, Years of Trial and Hope, pp. 167-68.
^ Public Papers of Dewey, p. 524.
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"integrity." He did not think that he had any other 
alternative but to answer the political charge for 
fear the public believed it. On October 24 he released 
a statement reaffirming the Israeli plank in the Demo
cratic platform. At Madison Square Garden on October 
28, he amplified his policy of support to the new 
state of Israel. He promised to work for a state of 
Israel "large enough, free enough and strong enough to

p omake its people self supporting and secure." The Hew
York Times called the President's speech the strongest

29pro-Israel stand thus far.

II
The Republican convention, platform and nominees 

all indicated that foreign policy would not be an out
standing issue between the two major parties in 1948.
In the first four or five weeks of the campaign Dewey 
virtually ignored Truman. Leo Egan, writing in the Hew 
York Times, stated: "the basic theme of Mr. Dewey's 
campaign is that only the election of a Republican 
President and a Republican Congress can provide the 
country with the unity it needs to secure peace in a

^ Public Papers of Truman, p. 915.
2 Ĥew York Times. October 29, 1948.
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In his acceptance speech Dewey referred to his 
themeof unity: "We are a united party. Our Hation 
stands tragically in need of that sane unity."» He 
subsequently emphasized the need for an administration 
which would promote national unity and world peace. The 
word "unity," however, had little appeal or meaning for 
the average American. Dewey was typically vague on 
this issue as all others, for example, in his first 
speech on foreign policy at Les Moines, he promised 
that American foreign policy would be "based on the firm 
belief that we can have peace.” He promised to unite 
America as "we have never been united before to meet 
maladjustments abroad. " 52

Dewey spoke in generalizations and followed a
moderate approach for various reasons. He was re
strained chiefly because he did not wish to destroy bi 
partisan efforts in foreign policy. He was also ex- 
tremely overconfident of victory. Thus his campaign

30Phillips, p. 242.

Par tv « V i l n T T  Dewey’ "ideals of the .Republican 
b e e c h e s  of thP nay XIV (July 1 S i

iSSSW &J?;: E E S .*
32 -— -w i°rk Times. September 21, 1948.
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was conducted in an aloof and cool manner and by skirt
ing the issues. He wanted to be able to assume office 
without commitments that might restrict his freedom of 
action in forming policy. Moreover, Dewey's high level 
approach instilled confidence in people that a change 
in Presidents could be made without worsening the inter
national situation.

Immediately after the convention Dewey had been 
pressed to make foreign policy a major issue in the cam
paign. The research staff of the Republican Rational 
Committee prepared a report, "Democratic Duplicity and 
Appeasement in Foreign Policy," which compiled a list 
of mistakes that had supposedly lost the peace. Dewey 
considered it "appetizing" but refused to use the ma
terial. His foreign policy specialist, Allen Dulles, 
later believed that Dewey made a serious mistake in not 
attacking the Democratic record more vigorously.^

In his first press conference after the conven
tion, Dewey did indicate that he would attack policies 
on which there had been no bipartisan agreement. In 
mid August he urged that the former colonies of Italy 
be returned under UN trusteeship. This was obviously 
aimed at Italian votes, but was a poorly chosen topic

33Abels, pp. 154-55.
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since even the Italian premier was not interested.-"*4 
Dewey consequently dropped the subject altogether re
ferring to the Palestine issue only occasionally and 
emphasizing Chinese aid most often in his views on 
world affairs.

Dewey delivered his major foreign policy speech 
in Salt nake City on September 30. He suggested nine 
goals for a positive program to avoid appeasement and 
to anticipate and solve crises before they became wars: 
(l) "unstinting" support to the United hations; (2) all 
reasonable aid to friendly and like-minded nations; (3) 
use of ERP to encourage Western European unity; (4) an 
end of the neglect of China; (5) adequate military 
force; (6) maintenance of a productive economy as a 
bulwark of foreign policy; (7) cooperation with Latin 
American neighbors; (8 ) revealing the story of America; 
(9) enlistment of the "spiritual resources of mankind 
in a great moral awakening. The speech overall re
flected the quality of a state paper.

While Governor Dewey conducted his campaign as 
befitted the next President of the United States, Tru-

54Ibid.
"^Public Papers of Dewev. pp. 670-73.
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man aid not become dismayed by criticism of bis poli
cies or his candidacy. On numerous occasions Truman 
publicly expressed his desire to beep foreign policy 
out of the campaign. As he later explained in his 
Memoirs: "I wanted the world to know that, however
divided the American people might be on political is
sues at home, they would stand as one in their rela
tions to other nations."36

As the campaign progressed, however, Truman be
lieved it necessary "to correct distortions and keep 
the record straight." On October 8 Truman introduced 
the line he would pursue throughout the campaign:

The Democratic Party has taken the lead in working 
to create conditions of_peace throughout the world.

. They /Republicans/ haven't changed a bit in 
their policies and you cannot afford to take a 
chance on this situation now.

At Hamilton, Ohio, on October 11 he declared that he 
would much rather have peace in the country than to be 
President of the United States. ^

Truman continued his attack on the Republicans 
in a speech at St. Paul, Minnesota. Truman denied that 
the country needed unity or efficiency: "We have a large 
measure of unity in foreign policy now." He warned Ameri
cans not to risk their future to recent converts to inter-

^Truman, Years of Trial ana Hope, p. 168.
87Public Papers of Truman, pp. 700-29.



120

nationalism and asserted that his "unified" domestic 
program would lead the world to lasting peace.

The President's "policy for peace" was most 
vigorously defended in his major foreign policy speech 
in Miami to the American Legion Convention. He did not 
outline a point-by-point program as Dewey had but it 
was still a statesmanlike presentation. The President 
first pointed to the need to strengthen the United Na
tions and then refuted rumors that the United States 
was deliberately pursuing a course toward war. He pre
sented his Truman Doctrine, Marshall Plan and Berlin 
policy as proof of his administration's goal for peace. 
He denied that his policies were directed against the 
Soviet Union, and proposed that the one basic issue now 
before all people was whether the Western powers and 
the Soviet Union would be able to reconcile their dif
ferences so as to bring an enduring peace.39

Truman's policy for peace eventually weakened 
the effectiveness of the third party candidate Henry 
Wallace who also staged his campaign in the fall on the 
theme: "fight for peace." The central theme of his

^8Ibid.. pp. 730-74.
39Ibid., pp. 815-17.



campaign was the need for a foreign policy linked to 
the basic interests of the people at home. According 
to the Progressives it was necessary for the nation to 
free itself from its war policy before it could solve 
domestic problems. For Wallace the issue was peace.

Wallace failed, however, to make foreign policy 
the dominant issue of the campaign. The paramount rea
son, of course, was the identification of Wallace and 
communism in the public mind. As the campaign progress
ed, Wallace's own statements seemed to envelope him 
further in absurdity. In his August 24th statement on 
communist support he declared that "communism and pro
gressive capitalism differ fundamentally although we 
share many social objectives. I welcome the support of 
those who are working for such understanding. . . . "
To many, such statements seemed to indicate his support
„ . 40o± communism.

The cold war against communism at home further 
influenced his party's rapid demise. The spy investi
gations indirectly affected the Progressives because 
of the public's increased fear of communism. Wallace's 
attacks were little more than shadow-boxing. He in
sisted that red-baiting was a "cover-up" and an attempt

^°Macüougall, The Campaign and the Vote. pp.
633-34. --------------

121



122

to stifle criticism of an imperialistic bipartisan for
eign policy. He accused the House Committee of "poli
tical gangsterism and tyranny" and attempting to create 
a "reactionary police state.

The Progressive Party was also hurt by the Ber
lin Crisis. The blockade made normal relations with 
Russia seem impossible and futile and caused many 
liberals to abandon Wallace's party. Wallace's efforts 
to explain the crisis were equally futile. He charged 
Dewey and Truman with deliberately creating the crisis 
in order to promote a war economy. Wallace's only 
solution was to call for an impartial commission to in
vestigate the blockade.

Before closing his fall campaign at Madison 
Square Garden, Wallace delivered two other major for
eign policy speeches. In Los Angeles on October 2 he 
outlined a fourteen point program for peace. Wallace 
proposed the elimination of policy-makers with personal 
financial interests at stake; removal of private profits 
from war industry; an international agreement for re
duction of armaments; a halt to exporting weapons; un
restricted trade except for wartime goods; free exchange 
of scientific information; relief through HR organiza-

41Ibid., p. 687.
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lions; an end to "the exploitation of colonial empires; 
renewed prestige of the UN; removal of occupational 
forces; banning the use of economic or financial pres
sure in other countries; an end to the draft and UMT; a 
U1\T resolution to forbid military intimidation among na
tions; and, finally, an end to the influence of the 
military in American foreign policy. 42 The next day in 
San Francisco Wallace devoted a speech to Asiatic af
fairs, attacking the administration's dealings with 
China. In New York City, while noting the accomplish
ments of his "victorious" campaign, Wallace declared 
that "the cold war has been stopped" and "there will 
be no war." ^

Wallace was overwhelmingly defeated for numer
ous reasons. Truman's liberal campaign on domestic 
policies lured away many potential Wallace supporters, 
while the socialist party hindered Progressive efforts 
to gain new recruits. Wallace's support came primarily 
from middle class professionals and liberal dissenters. 
It is even doubtful that a repudiation of communist sup
port by Wallace would have drastically changed the sit
uation. Wallace believed that a repudiation would have

42New York Times. October 3 , 1948.
4^Abels, p. 213.
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merely undermined, civil liberties and destroyed the 
basis of his criticism of foreign policy.^ Finally, 
the national mood and the anti-communist climate of 
1948 was not conducive to a third alternative in for
eign policy.

The right-wing bolters from the Democratic 
Party were no more successful in obtaining their ob
jectives than was the Progressive Party. The States' 
Rights Democrats confined their campaign primarily to 
the South where Governor Strom Thurmond conducted his 
"crusade against centralization." Although the Dixie- 
crats' main appeal was opposition to the civil rights 
program, they portrayed their movement in general 
terms as the only guarantee against "a kind of Kremlin 
in Washington." Thurmond accused the other parties of 
programs which "hide the most vicious assault upon
representative government ever launched in this

„45country."
At the close of his campaign Thurmond clearly 

linked the issue of civil rights with the issue of for
eign policy. In Louisville on October 13 he warned

44MacDougall, The Components of the Decision.
pp. ix-xi.

45Lemmon, "Ideology of 'Dixiecrat' Movement," 
pp. 163-64.
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that the civil rights program would endanger the Con
stitution and "open the doors to eventual communistic 
control of the Republic."4  ̂ In Houston on October 31 
Ihurmond cited Germany as an example! "We are making 
it certain that the power of government be decentral
ized, for we know that Hitler came to power by central
izing all powers in Berlin. " 47 His statements at most 
reflect qualified support of bipartisan foreign policy.

The Dixiecrats did not accomplish their goal of 
throwing the election into the House nor did they em
barrass Truman with a humiliating defeat. Although they 
did arouse the South over the race issue, the movement 
failed to affect the outcome of the election.

ihe central theme of the Socialist Party under 
the militant anti—Stalinist Borman Thomas was the need 
to end the armament race. The most immediate problem 
was averting a third world war. He proposed to reduce 
this threat by a program of universal disarmament under 
effective international control. According to Thomas 
the United States needed a valid third force of demo
cratic socialism. He said that he would continue the

46hew York Times. October 14, 1948.
47Ibid.. October 31, 1948.
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airlift but he would seek a judgment from the United Na
tions for the sake of moral value. Once the blockade 
was lifted Thomas would negotiate more earnestly for 
the unification of Germany and Korea. 48 49

As for the other candidates, Thomas doubted 
that Dewey would be more effective in foreign affairs 
than Truman. He was particularly disturbed with the 
President's contradictory policies on Palestine and the 
"mixed policies of appeasing and defying Stalin." Wal
lace's foreign policy, he decided, was dictated by 
Stalin and would merely postpone atomic war. The So
cialist program was far more likely to lead to peace.4^

III
It has been noted that bipartisan American for

eign policy reached a peak in the 1948 presidential 
election. With the exception of the "Vinson Mission" 
and the last week of campaigning, nominees of both 
major parties refrained from criticism of foreign af
fairs to an extraordinary degree. The origins of bi
partisan foreign policy only briefly became an issue in 
October.

48Ibid., October 24, 1948.
49Norman Thomas, "Appraisal of Political Parties," Vital Speeches of the Day. XIV (October 1 ,

1948), 747-49.
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On October 4 Senator Vandenberg, Chairman of 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, made his only 
speech of the campaign in order to redefine the princi
ples of bipartisan foreign policy, clarify the Republi
can record and answer administration attacks. Vanden
berg listed two advantages of a bipartisan foreign 
policy:

One: It permits our democracy to speak with a
great degree of unity at critical moments when 
swift decision is vital and when we face totali
tarian opponents who can command their own instant unity by police decree.
Two: It leaves us free to change our national ad
ministration, if such be the people's desire and 
advantage, without affecting the continuity of foreign policy.

Such common action, Vandenberg said, meant striving by 
means of consultation to "lift foreign policy above 
partisan issue." At a time when the Berlin Crisis was 
acute he urged that it be made certain among other na
tions that "America is unified against aggression and 
against the loss of freedom. "'j0 He based his own in
activity in the campaign on the belief his participa
tion might hinder American -unity.

50Arthur H. Vandenberg, "Bipartisan Foreign 
Policy," Vital Speeches of the Day. XV (October 15, 
1948), 11. A surprising result of the speech was Tru
man's reaction in a private chat with Vandenberg. Tru
man deeply appreciated Vandenberg's effort to place bi
partisanship above the election of a President. The 
Senator then wondered whether he had done the GOP any 
good. Private Papers of Senator Vandenberg. p. 452.
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In his speech Vandenberg also pointed out that 
bipartisan foreign policy applied only where "coopera
tive consultation" and "mutual decision" existed from 
beginning to end.*' This had not been the case in 
China, Palestine or Japan, and until recently it did 
not apply in Latin America. Except for close liaison 
in respect to the Soviet blockade in Berlin it had 
nothing to do with military administration in Germany.
In general, it did apply to "most contemporary basic

S2principles.
Vandenberg's speech set in motion a debate over 

the origins of bipartisan foreign policy. Three days 
later 1ruman claimed that the idea of a bipartisan for
eign policy had been inaugurated by President Roosevelt. 
Speaking at Louisville on October 12, Dewey proclaimed 
that he first proposed cooperation between the two par
ties to Secretary of State Hull during the 1944 cam
paign. This he said was the beginning of bipartisan-

51By such definition the only bipartisan policies of 1945-1948 were the UK charter, the satellite 
peace treaties, the Inter-American Defense Treaty of 
1947, various General Assembly decisions and the Van
denberg resolution. Broadly interpreted, the defini
tion would also include the Truman Doctrine and the 
Marshall Plan. Blair Bolles, "Bipartisanship in Ameri
can Foreign Policy," Foreign Policy Reports. XXIV 
(January 1, 1949), 198-99.

52Vandenberg, "Bipartisan Foreign Policy," p.
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ship. He accused the Democrats of taking sole credit 
in their platform for the UN, BRP, aid to China, the 
Rio Pact and the promotion of Western Unity. 54 55

The following day at St. Paul Truman tried to 
"set the record straight":

We did not have unity in foreign policy in 1940.
. . . The man who is now the Republican candidate 
for President said that the idea of producing 
50,000 airplanes a year was fantastic. . . . Even 
in 1944, in the midst of a great war, we did not 
have ujaity in matters relating to foreign policy.

On October 15 former Secretary of State Hull joined the 
argument and called Dewey's statement incorrect. That 
same day Dewey retaliated by claiming that he had had 
a choice in 1944 of exposing the blunders of the Roose
velt administration or sending Dulles to work on the UN 

55charter. The truth of the matter was that Congres
sional leaders of both political parties were first in
vited by Secretary of State Hull in 1942 to develop 
postwar plans for the UN in order to avoid the type of 
opposition that the League of Nations had received. 56

5^Public Papers of Dewey, pp. 681-82.
54Public Papers of Truman, p. 772.
55Àbels, p. 240.
56U.S. Congress, Senate, Review of Bipartisan Foreign Policy Consultations Since World War II. S. 

Doc. 87, 82nd Cong., 1st sess., 1951, pp. 5-6.
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The importance of the quarrel was that both 
parties were making extravagant claims for achievements 
which were the result of joint efforts. The most dra
matic evidence of successful bipartisanship in 1948 was 
the congressional support given for aid to Greece and 
Turkey, and the Marshall Plan. The United Nations was 
an excellent example of bipartisan foreign policy in 
practice. Bipartisan relations reached new heights with 
the appointment of John Poster Dulles, the Republican 
adviser on foreign policy, to the American delegation in 
Paris in September of 1948. Republicans, for their 
part, usually refrained during the campaign from any de
tailed criticism of policies which remained outside of 
bipartisan agreement.

On the other hand the scope of bipartisanship 
was definitely limited. The Democrats had not cooper
ated as fully as they might have. The Truman Doctrine 
had been submitted to Congress after only cursory con
sultation with the Republicans. Vandenberg maintained 
that he had never been consulted on Palestine or Pan- 
American policies. The Democrats had formed inde
pendent policies for China, Germany and Japan which 
rested primarily on executive decisions.^ 7 In the cam-

57Bolles, Policy," p. 193. "Bipartisanship in American Foreign



131

paign Republicans mainly denounced the Democrats for 
their conduct of foreign policy rather than for their 
principles.

The Democrats likewise attacked their opponents 
for failure to support fully Truman's programs. Taft 
attempted to reduce appropriations for ERP. Congress 
approved the reciprocal trade agreement program in a 
very limited form. In Newsweek Ernest K. Lindley 
pointed out that the NATO treaty might have been acted 
on in the special session of Congress had it not been

\ !'or ”khe coming elections and the emphasis on domestic 
58issues.

The lack of consistent bipartisan consultation 
during the campaign was most significantly demonstrated 
by the abortive "Vinson Mission" to Moscow. This af
fair not only provoked a Republican attack on Truman's 
motives, but it also caused much diplomatic confusion 
at home and overseas. According to Truman's account, 
in October 1948 "we were rapidly exhausting all tradi
tional avenues of negotiation . . . and our normal 
diplomatic channels were being stifled and frustrated 
by Russian truculance." He considered "every precedent

Newsweek. October 4, 1948.58
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I could recall in an effort to arrive at some new and 
more promising approach.1'^

There were several precedents for the type of 
mission Truman envisioned. In 1794 Chief Justice John 
«Jay traveled to London to arrange a treaty between the 
United States and England. Luring World War I the 
Chief Justice of England, Viscount Heading, came to the 
United States and smoothed Anglo-American relations. 
Finally in J-945 Harry Hopkins made a mission to Moscow 
in preparation for the San Francisco Conference on the 

' United Hâtions. Truman concluded that a special mis
sion to Moscow by Chief Justice Fred M. Vinson might 
ease tensions and revive negotiations.^*®

The idea appealed to Truman for a number of rea
sons. Such a mission would not only provide an oppor
tunity for a dramatic peace gesture, but it would also 
be a display of leadership which would enhance his 
popularity. A certain amount of belief and fear pre
vailed that all was not being done to negotiate with 
the Russians, and Truman could benefit politically by 
emphasizing his peaceful intentions. It might even re
duce the mounting war fear in the United States. Tru-

59Truman, Years of Trial and Hope, p. 212.
General Eisenhower was earlier considered as a possibility.
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man indicates in his Memoirs that he hoped to answer 
Wallace's charges of "war-mongering." The mission 
would in addition counter Wallace's proposal to go to 
Moscow and the criticisms that Truman was not making 
his own foreign policy and was not paying sufficient 
attention to the Berlin Crisis in his campaigning.

On October 3 Truman overcame his initial hesita
tion and approached the Chief Justice. When Vinson ob
jected that justices should stay out of all political 
activities, Truman compelled him to do so "in the in
terest of country and peace of the world." According 
to Truman, he instructed Vinson to impress upon Stalin 
“that the folly and tragedy of another war would amount 
to an act of national suicide" and that the United 
States was "prepared to go to any practical lengths to 
insure the future survival of the world." The one sub
stantive issue that Truman referred to was peaceful
handling of atomic energy. He did not mention the Ber-

Plin Crisis as alleged by the press.
On October 5, while arrangements were being 

made to acquire free radio time, Truman submitted the 
proposal to Secretary Marshall in Paris. With only 
thirty six hours to go before the planned announcement,

6lTruman, Years of Trial and Hope, p. 213.
6 2Warren, pp. 19-20.
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neither the State Department nor the Republicans were 
notiiiea of the plan. Marshall immediately protested 
that Vinson's visit to Stalin would not only undermine 
his negotiations in Paris but also a joint UN resolu
tion being considered to condemn the Soviet blockade. 
Marshall suggested first consulting with our allies but 
this would have eliminated the idea of a surprise an
nouncement. Truman, thereupon, "postponed" the plan.63

Later in the evening Truman conferred with 
Senators Tom Connally and Arthur Vandenberg. No men
tion was made of the Vinson mission but Truman did in
dicate a desire to pursue the idea of direct negotia
tions. At one point he asked their opinion about a per
son to person phone call to Stalin. They were opposed 
because of the technical problems involved, and after
wards Vandenberg reportedly told Connally: "He must be 
feeling desperate about the campaign. "̂ ,Lf

¿1

Ferrell, p. 253» Presidential adviser Carr 
indicates that if Marshall had agreed to the Vinson mis
sion^ Truman would have informed the British and French. 
When Marshall did answer, he inaccurately assumed that 
the mission would bear on the matters being negotiated by the State Department. Carr, pp. 118-19.

^Steinberg, p. 326. Vandenberg records in his 
m v a t e  Papers that he left with the impression Truman 
was at least not "overlooking the fact that he was com
ing cown the home stretch in a political campaign which sadly needed a ’shot in the arm,'" p. k-<?Q.
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un October 8 , while Marshall was returning to 
the United States to confer with Truman, radio officials 
leaked news of the plan to the press. All thought of 
proceeding with the Vinson mission by now had vanished. 
The next day Truman issued the following explanation:

Secretary Marshall described to me the situation wmch we faced in Paris, and, in the light of his 
report and the possibilities of misunde?standing 
o which any unilateral action, however desirable

t°akeerSIse’stCe ° ^ lead at 1 Voided not^o

In i** own statement Marshall added that the President 
was concerned about the Soviet reaction to the recent 
campaign debates over the control of atomic energy. He 
denied that there had been any split between himself 
and the President over foreign policy.

In his foreign policy speech at Miami on October 
18 Truman further explained the Vinson mission. His in
tention was "to ask Premier Stalin's cooperation in dis
pelling the present poisonous atmosphere of distrust 
which now surrounds the negotiations between the Western 
Powers and the Soviet Union." He was determined "to

6 5i M fruman, fears of Trial and Ho o p, p. 217 Trn- man s ijemoirs do not altogether jibe with accounts of 
other participants. Truman asserts that he would have consulted the allies before sending Vinson but the
HeaIl“onstaLs°™ T  9 referS t0 "“ ilateral action.» ne also states that a newspaper leak preceded his change
of mind, but it was Marshall's opposition three davs be
P e ^ e u ! Sp ? Pl5r 7 ! U b li° a t l0 n  th a t  k ± l le d  the
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utilize every opportunity to work for peace.”
As late as October 22 rumors continued to cir

culate about a new version of the Vinson mission to 
Moscow. James Reston of the hew York Times phoned Van- 
denberg that the plan had his approval. Vandenberg no
tified Truman that he urgently hoped that rumors of a 
new plan did not involve the phone call to Stalin which 
he considered as "equally dangerous" as the Vinson-' 
mission. The following day Truman wired back to the 
Senator: "Nothing will be done without consultation
with you.6^

If the Republicans wanted proof of disunity and 
incompetence in the administration, here was a case 
study. Dewey received split advice on the affair. His 
political advisers claimed that this was evidence of 
the President's ineptness and even indifference to na
tional welfare. His policy advisers said that any ef
fort to make political use of Truman's embarrassment 
would merely increase the danger of a Soviet misunder
standing. They wanted to maintain a firm line on Ber
lin and a bipartisan foreign policy. 68

66Public Papers of Truman, p. 816.
67'Private Papers of Vandenberg. p. 459.
6ftHew York Times. October 12, 1948.

66
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Considering himself well ahead in the race and 
preierring to improve his image as a statesman, Dewey 
aid not fully exploit the situation. Thomas O'Neal in 
the -̂ timore 0un on October 11 wrote that "after a 
day's conference on the Vinson incident Dewey said:
,N°’ 1 WOn,t d0 I'd rather lose the election than
aad to the damage this country has already suffered from
this unhappy incident.'" After a discussion with Vanden- 
berg and Dulles, Dewey issued a statement saying:

sSono?tPthp°f tmer±?a wh°ledeartedly and vigorously support the labor of our bipartisan delegation y
Paris and specifically its insistence ol a prompt lifting oi the blockade of Berlin. The natirmc-^nf 
the world can rest assured that the American 
people^arg9in fact united in their foreign poli-

A1though Dewey did not directly refer to the 
Vinson mission he did make some pointed insinuations: 
the Republicans would "unfailingly back up the work of 
the representatives in the UN" ; there would be no 
"undercutting"; the administration should let the right 
hand know what its left hand is doing; foreign policy 
should not be conducted on a "happy thought" basis. 70 
Dewey thus gained in two respects. He improved his 
image as a statesman by not taking full advantage of

6 9 rsQuoted in Ross, p. 214.
Abels, p. 209.70
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the affair while at the same time he kept the memory of 
the mission alive by indirect references.

Despite Dewey's restraint, Truman was subjected 
to overwhelming criticism from numerous sources. Re
publicans attacked him for renouncing bipartisanship for 
political advantage and liberals denounced him for not 
carrying out the plan. Thurmond remarked that Truman's 
decision not to send Vinson to Moscow "conclusively 
proves he is incompetent to handle our foreign relations
and that his incompeterxcy endangers the peace of the 

71world." Wallace predictably praised the plan but 
thought Marshall should be fired for his opposition.

The most severe criticism came from the press. 
Truman was attacked for "appeasement," "unilateral ac
tion," and a "political stunt." Typical was Time maga
zine s comment: "His attempted action was shocking be
cause it showed that he had no conception whatever of 
the difference between the President of the United 
States and a U.S. politician. " 72 The Hew York Timfia 
believed that it was an "error of judgment of such pro
portion that it could alone be sufficient to swing the

71Hew York Times. October 9 , 1948.
72 October 18, 1948. Time presented one of the more inconsistent and inaccurate accounts of the incident.
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election if the contest were in doubt. . . .
Truman remained undismayed by his critics. In

his Memoirs he argued that the mission had a practical
purpose and he obtained political mileage out of the
plan even though Vinson did not go to Hussia. He said
that the idea of the mission itself implied that "we
would do anything that was honorable and practicable to
pursue peaceful negotiations without, of course 'going
it alone' or attempting to function outside the United 

74Nations." while some of his closest advisers believed 
that his defeat at the polls was now inevitable, Truman 
continued unperturbed with his campaign.

In the final week of campaigning Truman en
deavored to recoup whatever ground may have been lost 
by the Vinson affair. He conducted a hardhitting,
"Give e'm Hell" campaign which aimed at raising the is
sue of foreign policy. Governor Dewey reacted to Tru
man's partisan attack, but, in the end, treated for-

73Hoss, p. 214. In Truman's defense, presiden
tial adviser Carr argues that the plan did not envisage 
a conflict of interest with the normal processes of 
diplomacy. There was reason to believe from Stalin's 
remarks that he did not consider war inevitable and that 
he might respond favorably through an informal exchange 
of views. Carr did not think the President was politi
cally motivated in any way except for the experience he 
gained with public opinion in his campaign. Carr, pp.

74Truman, Years of Trial and Hone, p. 219.
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eign relations in much the same high-level approach as 
before. The issue surfaced too late to result in any 
significant controversy.

Truman did not focus on any particular issue in 
his final tour but rather struck out in all directions. 
If he had any specific strategy in mind it was to ap
peal to the minority groups— the Catholic and Jewish 
voters-in regard to foreign policy. His address at 
Wilkes-Barre, Pa., on October 23 hit at the discrimina
tory Displaced Persons Law. The following day he re
leased his statement on Israel in response to one by 
Governor Dewey on October 22.

Truman made his most intemperate speech of the 
campaign in Chicago on October 25. he accused the 80th 
Congress of being the "tool" of a "few men /who7 get 
control of the economy of a nation." He likened Dewey 
to Hitler, Mussolini and To jo as a "front man." He
again referred to the social and religious prejudice of 
the Displaced Persons naw.^^

The next day in Chicago Stadium Dewey merely 
scorned Truman's tactics. Briefly departing from his 
address in which he was discussing the role of govern
ment, he replied:

Public Papers of Truman. p. 851.75
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I_know that you regret as much as I do that this 
/new low of mud-slinging/ should have happened.
That is the kind of campaign I refuse to wage. To 
me this is more than just a campaign to win an 
election. It is a campaign to strengthen and 
u n i t e  our country to meet the challenge of a troubled world.

On October 26 and 27 Truman attempted to turn 
the communist issue against the Republican Party. In 
Toledo, Ohio, he accused Dewey of being unable to main
tain a strong America and asserted that the "Communists 
believe that a Republican victory means a weak United 
States." In the Catholic stronghold of Boston he fur
ther orated in much the same manner. Truman repudiated 
charges of being "soft" on communism and alleged that 
Republicans were working to get communist supported 
candidates on the ballot. 77

Governor Dewey, meanwhile, gradually increased 
the sharpness of his response. On October 27 in Cleve
land, while describing the difficult road to just and 
lasting peace, he alluded to the aborted Vinson mission. 
"But of one thing we can be sure," he warned, "we shall 
not achieve peace by conducting these desperately im
portant matters on a happy-thought basis. . . . "  The

76Public Papers of Dewev. p. 698.
77.... M* B* Schnapper, ed., The Truman Prngram.Addresses and Messages by President'harry S. Truman 

Washington, D.C.: Public Affairs Press, 1948), p.
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next day in Boston he ridiculed Truman for believing 
"that the head of the Soviet Union was really 'good old 
Joe' and that the exposure of Communists in our govern
ment was just a 'red herring. . . .

On October 28 in hew fork City, where he issued 
his strongest pledge to support Israel, Truman stated 
that he had consistently refused to play politics with 
the Palestine question. In his last remarks on foreign 
affairs in Madison Square Garden the following day, 
Truman blamed Dewey for introducing foreign policy into 
the campaign: "He has torn off his mask of bipartisan
ship and revealed the ugly partisan passion under- 

79neath." Truman acknowledged the contributions of 
some Republicans but, as a party, they were "late con
verts" to internationalism. He denounced them for 
enacting the "highest tariffs in our history. " 80

In nis last major speech of the campaign Dewey 
summarized the issues in Madison Square Garden the fol
lowing night. He made no reference to foreign affairs 
other than a few brief remarks on the peace issue. He 
ended his campaign on the theme of unity: "In this

78Ross, p. 239.
79Schnapper, p. 29.
80Public Papers of Truman, p. 929.
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time of grave crisis in the world . . .  the Kepublican 
Party has waged this campaign, not just for our party's
good, but above everything else, for the good of the 
country.

In this last week of the presidential campaign 
of 1948 foreign policy belatedly surfaced to the fore
front of issues. The exchange between Dewey and Truman, 
however, was more noteworthy for its partisan personal 
attacks than for any serious discussion of the issues. 
Ihis brief partisan exchange may have been partially 
caused by the pressure exerted by a critical third party 
candidate. Although bipartisanship was strained in the 
final weeks, the campaign as a whole remains a landmark 
in the history of bipartisan foreign policy.

81Public Papers of Dewey, p. 74.



CONCLUSION

Public opinion polls have been liberally incor
porated into this paper in order to provide some insight 
into the trend of thought and the relative importance 
of issues in foreign policy. Although it is difficult 
to determine the exact relationship between public 
opinion and foreign policy, the influence of the public 
mood must be considered in any analysis of foreign af
fairs. In an era of "crisis diplomacy" public aware
ness and interest in foreign affairs acquire greater 
significance.

Statistics generally reveal that the public 
does not understand or is not greatly concerned about 
foreign policy. Under ordinary circumstances only 
about twenty-five out of every 100 voters can be con
sidered well informed.1 It can also be shown, however, 
that public interest varies in proportion to the degree 
of crisis and fear for personal security felt by the 
public at the time of the poll. In April 1948 during 
the period of the near war scare the American Institute 
of Public Opinion showed that 73 per cent regarded for-

^ester Markel, et al.. Public Opinion and For
eign Policy (New York: Publication for Council on For
eign Relations by Harper and Brothers, 1949), p. 9.
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sign problems as the most vital issue facing the Ameri
can people. But in June during the lull before the Ber
lin blockade, 50 per cent named foreign policy as the

pmost important problem. This evidence indicates that 
the average man is keenly aware that foreign policy can 
affect his security.

In some election years foreign policy and na
tional security take precedence over all other issues.
At such a time a campaign centering around domestic mat
ters is ignoring the central issue. That is essen
tially what happened in 1948. Wallace failed to arouse 
interest in foreign affairs while Truman and Dewey 
agreed on a bipartisan foreign policy, centering the 
campaign around domestic affairs. As the New York 
1 irnes pointed out, the United ¡States had become a major 
factor in European politics, but foreign affairs were 
getting less attention in the 1948 campaign than at any 
time since the Goolidge administration.^

In 1948 Jerome G. Kerwin attempted to show that 
the role of the candidate should be that of an educa
tor.^ The candidate would have to explain in common

2Almond, p. 73.
3.Editorial, Mew York Times. October 17, 1948,p. 7.
4,,The Presidential Election," The Review of Politics, X (1948), 152-53.
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understandable terms the increasingly complex problems 
of the world to the average voter who does not take the 
time or have the inclination to study public questions. 
In 1948, however, foreign policy was not clearly dis
cussed, and at the end of the campaign the candidates 
even engaged in the hit and run tactics of partisan 
politics. The Palestine issue, the Smith-Molotov ex
change and the Vinson affair further served to confuse 
and divide American public opinion. Thus the election 
of 1948 was marked by apathy, lack of enthusiasm for 
either major candidate and a record low-voter turnout.

The role of public opinion in the formulation 
of foreign policy in 1948 was not significant. Lindsay 
.Rogers, in The Pollsters, concludes that polls are not 
very enlightening about what people are thinking. At 
most they might make a President or Secretary of State 
ponder briefly. Harry S. Truman was particularly re
luctant to use polls as more than a minor aid. He 
realized, nevertheless, that a program eventually had 
to be approved by the public to be successful. In 
1948 he wrote: "I am hoping that we can educate the 
public to the foreign policy of the United States. . . .»

5. Lmdsay Rogers, The Pollsters: Public Opinion.politics and Democratic Leadership (Hew York: Alfred A. Knopf, Inc., 1949), p. 169.
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He employed a form of "off the record exposition" for 
winning public support of his foreign aid program»6 
Public opinion, however, did not greatly affect initia
tion of that policy. Presidents generally rely pri
marily on their advisers and their own insights in 
their calculations.

Foreign policy became an issue in the presi
dential election of 1948 primarily because a third 
party was formed to oppose bipartisan foreign policy. 
Initially the Progressive Party posed a grave threat 
to President Truman's prospects, but the Czech coup and 
the Berlin blockade greatly weakened the credibility of 
the Wallace program. A bridge between East and West 
was seemingly impossible. Equally important was the 
association of American communism with the Progressive 
Party by the American press. Wallace failed to re
pudiate communist support and thereby diminished the 
charges against Truman of being "soft" on communism.
The poor showing of the Progressive Party in 1948 
demonstrated how little opposition there was in Ameri
ca to the general "get-tough" policy toward Russia.

g
Manfred Bandecker, The President and Public 

Opinion; Leadership in Foreign Affairs (Washington. 
D.C.; Public Affairs Press, 1968), pp. 66-67.
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By attacking bipartisan policy the Progressive Party 
was arguing for an abandonment of what a majority of 
Americans considered to be "vital national interests."

Foreign policy was largely eliminated from the 
campaign because of bipartisan support of the existing 
policy and the reluctance of the Republicans to make it 
an issue. By overextending the scope of bipartisanship 
in foreign affairs, Governor Dewey inevitably weakened 
his own campaign. Although many voters thought that 
uewey would be better able to curb the Russians than 
Truman, Dewey failed to capitalize on Democratic short
comings in foreign policy. He did not come to the de
fense of the 80th Congress and praised it only mildly. 
Overconfident of victory Dewey refrained from a force
ful attack on Truman's foreign policy and only directly 
attacked the lack of coordination in Washington.
Dewey's theme of the need for national unity under a 
Republican administration failed to arouse the voters. 
Only in Far Eastern policy was there a significant dif
ference of opinion between Dewey and Truman. As Presi
dent, Dewey might have sponsored a massive aid program 
to China.

The general Republican acceptance of Truman's
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containment policy relegated foreign affairs to a 
secondary position. By 1948 Truman had forged an 
anti-communist policy that was in tune with the mood of 
the American people and he was able to concentrate on 
domestic issues. Truman's outstanding achievement in 
1948 was his successful appeal to those Americans who 
were more interested in racial equality and economic 
security than in foreign affairs.

Although Truman did not receive a "mandate" 
from the people, a majority of voters did approve the 
administration's foreign program. By his stunning up
set victory, Truman for the first time acquired full 
presidential power over foreign policy. With a Demo
cratic majority in Congress, he was in a position to 
translate his personal convictions into policy somewhat 
more freely than before.

The Truman administration will be remembered 
for its internationalist foreign policy and its role 
in the development of the cold war. The election of 
1948, however, was concerned overall with domestic af
fairs. Consequently, the Truman policy of containment 
will be recorded in history as having been "legitimized" 
by a very small margin of votes based on domestic is
sues concerning farmers, laborers and consumers.
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Democratic Party Platform 1948 
Foreign Policy Planks1

OÜR FOREIGN POLICY
We declared in 1944 that the imperative duty of the United States was to wage the war to final triumph 

and to join with the other United Nations in the estab
lishment of an international organization for the pre
vention of aggression and the maintenance of international peace and security.

Under Democratic leadership, those pledges were gloriously redeemed.
When the United States was treacherously and 

savagely attacked, our great Democratic President, 
Franklin D. Roosevelt, and a Democratic Congress pre
served the nation's honor, and with high courage and 
with the invincible might of the American people, the 
challenge was accepted. Under his inspiring leader
ship, the nation created the greatest army that ever 
assembled under the flag, the mightiest air force, the 
most powerful navy on the globe, and the largest merchant marine in the world.

The nation's gallant sons on land, on sea, and in the air, ended the war in complete and overwhelming 
triumph. Armed aggression against peaceful peoples was 
resisted and crushed. Arrogant and powerful war lords 
were vanquished and forced to unconditional surrender.

Before the end of the war the Democratic ad
ministration turned to the task of establishing 
measures for peace and the prevention of aggression 
and the threat of another war. Under the leadership 
of a Democratic President and his Secretary of State, 
the United Nations was organized at San Francisco.

Sorter and Johnson, National Partv Platforms, pp. 431-36. ----------
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The charter was ratified by an overwhelming vote of 
the Senate, we support the United Nations fully and we 
pledge our whole-hearted aid toward its growth and de
velopment. we will continue to lead the way toward 
curtailment oi the use of the veto« we shall favor such 
amendments and modifications of the charter as experi
ence may justify. We will continue our efforts toward 
the establishment of an international armed force to aid 
its authority. We advocate the grant of a loan to the 
United Nations recommended by the President, but denied 
by the Republican Congress, for the construction of the United Nations headquarters in this country.

We pledge our best endeavors to conclude treaties of peace with our former enemies. Already treaties have 
been made with Italy, Hungary, Bulgaria and Rumania. We 
shall strive to conclude treaties with the remaining 
enemy states, based on justice and with guarantees 
against the revival of aggression, and for the preservation of peace.

We advocate the maintenance of an adequate Army, 
Navy and Air Force to protect the nation's vital inter
ests and to assure our security against aggression.

We advocate the effective international control of weapons of mass destruction, including the atomic 
bomb, and we approve continued and vigorous efforts with
in the United Nations to bring about the successful con
summation of the proposals which our Government has advanced.

The adoption of these proposals would be a vital 
and most important step toward safe and effective world 
disarmament and world peace under a strengthened United 
Nations which would then truly constitute a more ef
fective parliament of the world's peoples.

Under the leadership of a Democratic President, 
the United States has demonstrated its friendship for 
other peace-loving nations and its support of their 
freedom and independence. Under the Truman doctrine 
vital aid has been extended to China, to Greece, and to 
Turkey. Under the Marshall Plan generous sums have 
been provided for the relief and rehabilitation of 
Nuropean nations striving to rebuild their economy and 
to secure and strengthen their safety and freedom. The 
Republican leadership in the House of Representatives, 
by its votes in the 80th Congress, has shown its re-
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luctance "to provide funds "to support this program, the 
greatest move for peace and recovery made since the end of World War II.

We pledge a sound, humanitarian administration of the Marshall Plan.
We pledge support not only for these principles— we pledge further that we will not withhold 

necessary funds by which these principles can be 
achieved. Therefore, we pledge that we will imple
ment with appropriations the commitments which are made in this nation's foreign program.

We pledge ourselves to restore the Reciprocal Ipcicl© Agreements progrom fornrulsited. in 1934 by Secre— 
tary of State Cordell Hull and operated successfully 
for 14 years— until crippled by the Republican 80th 
congress. iu.pth.er, we strongly endorse our country^ 
adnerence to the International Trade Organization.

A great Democratic President established the 
Good Neighbor Policy toward the nations of the Western 
Hemisphere. The Act of Chapultepec was negotiated at 
Mexico City under Democratic leadership. It was car
ried forward in the Western Hemisphere defense pact 
concluded at Rio de Janeiro, which implemented the 
Monroe Doctrine and united the Western Hemisphere in behalf of peace.

We pledge continued economic cooperation with the countries of the Western Hemisphere. We pledge 
continued support of regional arrangements within the 
United nations Charter, such as the Inter-American Re
gional Pact and the developing Western European Union.

President Truman, by granting immediate recog
nition to Israel, led the world in extending friendship 
and welcome to a people who have long sought and justly deserve freedom and independence.

We pledge full recognition to the State of 
Israel. We affirm our pride that the United States 
under the leadership of President Truman played a lead
ing role in the adoption of the resolution of November 
29, 194/, by the United Nations General Assembly for the creation of a Jewish State.

We approve the claims of the State of Israel to
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the boundaries set forth in the United IMations resolu
tion of November 29th and consider that modifications 
thereof should be made only if fully acceptable to the State of Israel.

We look forward to the admission of the State 
of Israel to the United Nations and its full partici
pation in the international community of nations. We 
pledge appropriate aid to the State of Israel in de
veloping its economy and resources.

We favor the revision of the arms embargo to 
accord to the State of Israel the right of self- 
defense. We pledge ourselves to work for the modifica
tion of any resolution of the United Nations to the extent that it may prevent any such revision.

We continue to support, within the framework of 
the United Nations, the internationalization of Jerusa
lem and the protection of the Holy Places in Palestine.

The United States has traditionally been in 
sympathy with the efforts of subjugated countries to at
tain their independence, and to establish a democratic 
form of government. Poland is an outstanding example. 
After a century and a half of subjugation, it was 
resurrected after the first World War by our great 
Democratic President, Woodrow Wilson. We look forward 
to development of these countries as prosperous, free, 
and democratic fellow members of the United Nations.

* * *
We pledge ourselves to legislation to admit a 

minimum of 400,000 displaced persons found eligible 
for United States citizenship without discrimination 
as to race or religion. We condemn the undemocratic 
action of the Republican 80th Congress.

* * *
We pledge adherence to the principle of non

partisan civilian administration of atomic energy, and 
the development of atomic energy for peaceful purposes 
through free scientific inquiry for the benefit of all the people.

We urge the vigorous promotion of world-wide



154

freedom in the gathering and dissemination of news by 
press, radio, motion pictures, newsreels and televi
sion, with complete confidence that an informed people 
will determine wisely the course of domestic and foreign policy.

we believe the primary step toward the achieve
ment of world-wide freedom is access by all peoples to 
the facts and the truth. To that end, we will encour
age the greatest possible vigor on the part of the 
United Nations Commission on Human Rights and the 
United Nations Economic and Social Council to establish 
the foundations on which freedom can exist in every nation.

* * *
We will continue to maintain an adequate American merchant marine.
We condemn Communism and other forms of to

talitarianism and their destructive activity overseas 
and at home. We shall continue to build firm defenses 
against Communism by strengthening the economic and 
social structure of our own democracy. We reiterate 
our pledge to expose and prosecute treasonable activi
ties of anti—democratic and un-American organizations 
which would sap our strength, paralyze our will to de
fend ourselves, and destroy our unity, inciting race 
against race, class against class, and the people against free institutions.

We shall continue vigorously to enforce the 
laws against subversive activities, observing at all 
times the constitutional guarantees which protect free 
speech, the free press and honest political activity.
We shall strengthen our laws against subversion to the 
full extent necessary, protecting at all times our 
traditional individual freedoms.

We recognize that the United States has become 
the principal protector of the free world. The free 
peoples of the world look to us for support in main
taining their freedoms. If we falter in our leader
ship, we may endanger the peace of the world— and we 
shall surely endanger the welfare of our own nation.
Por these reasons it is imperative that we maintain our military strength until world peace with justice is 
secure. Under the leadership of President Truman, our
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military departments have been united and our Govern
ment organization for the national defense greatly 
strengthened. We pledge to maintain adequate military 
strength, based on these improvements, sufficient to 
fulfill our responsibilities in occupation zones, de
fend our national interests, and to bolster those free 
nations resisting Communist aggression.

This is our- platform. These are our principles. They form a political and economic policy which has guided our party and our nation.

Republican Party Platform 1948 
Foreign Policy Planks2

The maintenance of armed services for air, land and sea, to a degree which will insure our national 
security; and the achievement of effective unity in the 
Department of National Defense so as to insure maximum 
economy in money and manpower, and maximum effective
ness in case of war. We favor sustained effective 
action to procure sufficient manpower for the services, 
recognizing the American principle that every citizen 
has an obligation of service to his country.

An adequate privately operated merchant marine, 
the continued development of our harbors and waterways, 
and the expansion of privately operated air transportation and communication systems.

* * *
We pledge a vigorous enforcement of existing 

laws against Communists and enactment of such new legis
ts tion as may be necessary to expose the treasonable 
activities of Communists and defeat their objective of 
establishing here a godless dictatorship controlled from abroad.

* * *
We dedicate our foreign policy to the preserva

tion of a free America in a free world of free men.

2Ibid., pp. 451-54.
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With neither malice nor desire for conquest, we shall 
strive for a just peace with all nations.

America is deeply interested in the stability, 
security and liberty of other independent peoples.
Within the prudent limits of our own economic welfare, 
we shall cooperate, on a basis of self-help and mutual 
aid, to assist other peace-loving nations to restore 
their economic independence and the human rights and 
fundamental freedoms for which we fought two wars and 
upon which dependable peace must build. We shall insist 
on businesslike and efficient administration of all foreign aid.

We welcome and encourage the sturdy progress toward unity in Western Europe.
We shall erect our foreign policy on the basis 

of friendly firmness which welcomes cooperation but 
spurns appeasement. We shall pursue a consistent for
eign policy which invites steadiness and reliance and 
which thus avoids the misunderstandings from which wars 
result. We shall protect the future against the er
rors of the Democrat Administration, which has too 
often lacked clarity, competence or consistency in our 
vital international relationships and has too often abandoned justice.

We believe in collective security against ag
gression and in behalf of justice and freedom. We shall 
support the United Nations as the world's best hope in 
this direction, striving to strengthen it and promote 
its effective evolution and use. The United Nations 
should progressively establish international law, be 
freed of any veto in the peaceful settlement of inter
national disputes, and be provided with the armed 
forces contemplated by the Charter. We particularly 
commend the value of regional arrangements as pre
scribed by the Charter; and we cite the Western Hemis
pheric Defense Pact as a useful model.

We shall nourish these Pan-American agreements 
in the new spirit of cooperation which implements the 
Monroe Doctrine.

We welcome Israel into the family of nations 
and take pride in the fact that the Republican Party 
was the first to call for the establishment of a free 
and independent Jewish Commonwealth. The vacillation
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of the Democrat Administration on this question has 
undermined the prestige of the United Nations. Sub
ject to the letter and spirit of the United Nations 
Charter, we pledge to Israel full recognition, with 
its boundaries as sanctioned by the United Nations and aid in developing its economy.

We will foster and cherish our historic policy 
of friendship with China and assert our deep interest 
in the maintenance of its integrity and freedom.

We shall seek to restore autonomy and self- 
sufficiency as rapidly as possible in our post-war 
occupied areas, guarding always against any rebirth of aggression.

We shall relentlessly pursue our aims for the 
universal limitation and control of arms and imple
ments of war on a basis of reliable disciplines^ against bad faith.

At all times safeguarding our own industry and 
agriculture, and under efficient administrative pro
cedures for the legitimate consideration of domestic 
needs, we shall support the system of reciprocal trade 
and encourage international commerce.

We pledge that -under a Republican Administra
tion all foreign commitments shall be made public and 
subject to constitutional ratification. We shall say 
what we mean and mean what we say. In all of these 
things we shall primarily consult the national security 
and welfare of our own United States. In all of these 
things we shall welcome the world's cooperation. But 
in none of these things shall we surrender our ideals or our free institutions.

We are proud of the part that Republicans have taken in those limited areas of foreign policy in 
which they have been permitted to participate. We 
shall invite the Minority Party to join us under the 
next Republican Administration in stopping partisan 
politics at the water's edge.

We faithfully dedicate ourselves to peace withjustice.



158

Progressive Party Platform 1948 
Foreign Policy Planks^1

PEACE
American-Soviet Agreement

Henry Wallace in his open letter suggested, and 
Premier Stalin in his reply accepted, a basis for sin
cere peace discussions. The exchange showed that spe
cific areas of agreement can be found if the principles 
of non-interference in the internal affairs of other 
nations and acceptance of the right of peoples to 
choose their own form of government and economic system 
are mutually respected.

The Progressive Party therefore demands nego
tiation and discussion with the Soviet Union to find 
areas of agreement to win the peace.

The Progressive Party believes that enduring 
peace among the peoples of the world community is pos
sible only through world law. Continued anarchy among 
nations in the atomic age threatens our civilization and 
humanity itself with annihilation. The only ultimate 
alternative to war is the abandonment of the principle 
of the coercion of sovereignties by sovereignties and 
the adoption of the principle of the just enforcement 
upon individuals of world federal law, enacted by a 
world federal legislature with limited but adequate 
powers to safeguard the common defense and the general 
welfare of all mankind.

Such a structure of peace through government 
can be evolved by making of the United Nations an ef
fective agency of cooperation among nations. This can 
be done by restoring the unity of the Great Powers as 
they work together for common purposes. Since the 
death of Franklin Roosevelt, this principle has been 
betrayed to a degree which not only paralyzes the 
United Nations but threatens the world with another war 
in which there can be no victors and few survivors.

Beyond an effective United Nations lies the 
further possibility of genuine world government. Re-

3Ibid.. pp. 438-41.
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sponsibility for ending the tragic prospect of war is a 
joint responsibility of the Soviet Union and the United 
States, live hope for more political liberty and eco
nomic democracy throughout the world. We believe that 
war between East and west will mean fascism and death 
for all. We insist that peace is the prerequisite of 
survival.

We believe with Henry Wallace that "there is no 
misunderstanding or difficulty between the USA and USSR 
which can be settled by force or fear and there is no 
difference which cannot be settled by peaceful, hope
ful negotiation. There is no American principle of 
public interest, and there is no Russian principle of 
public interest, which would have to be sacrificed to 
end the cold war and open up the Century of Peace which 
the Century of the Common Man demands."

We denounce anti-Soviet hysteria as a mask for 
monopoly, militarism, and reaction. We demand that a 
new leadership of the peace-seeking people of our na
tion— which has vastly greater responsibility for 
peace than Russia because it has vastly greater power 
for war— undertake in good faith and carry to an honor
able conclusion without appeasement or sabre-rattling 
on either side, a determined effort to settle current 
controversies and enable men and women everywhere to 
look forward with confidence to the common task of 
building a creative and lasting peace for all the 
world.

END THE DRIVE TO WAR
The Progressive Party calls for the repeal of 

the peacetime draft and the rejection of Universal 
Military Training.

We call for the immediate cessation of the pil
ing up of armament expenditures beyond reasonable peace
time requirements for national defense.

We demand the repudiation of the Truman Doc
trine and an end to military and economic intervention 
in support of reactionary and fascist regimes in China, 
Greece, Turkey, the Middle East, and Latin America. We 
demand that the United States completely sever diplo
matic and economic relations with Franco Spain.
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We call for the abandonment of military bases 
designed to encircle and intimidate other nations.

We demand the repeal of the provisions of the 
National Security Act which are mobilizing the nation 
for war, preparing a labor draft, and organizing a 
monopoly-militarist dictatorship.

These measures will express the American 
people's determination to avoid provocation and ag
gression. They will be our contribution to the reduc
tion of mistrust and the creation of a general atmos
phere in which peace can be established.

UNITED NATIONS
The Progressive Party will work to realize 

franklin Roosevelt's ideal of the United Nations as a 
world family of nations, by defending its Charter and 
seeking to prevent its transformation into the diplo
matic or military instrument of any one power or group of powers.

We call for the establishment of a United Na
tions Reconstruction and Development Fund to promote 
international recovery by providing assistance to the 
needy nations of Europe, Africa and Asia without poli
tical conditions and with priorities to those peoples 
that suffered most from Axis aggression.

We call for the repudiation of the MarshallPlan.
We urge the full use of the Economic and Social 

Council and other agencies of the United Nations to 
wipe out disease and starvation, to promote the de
velopment of culture and science, and to develop the 
peaceful application of atomic energy.

We demand that the United States delegation to 
the United Nations stop protecting fascist Spain and 
press for effective economic and diplomatic sanctions against franco's dictatorship.

DISARMAMENT
The Progressive Party will work through the
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United Nations for a world disarmament agreement to 
outlaw the atomic bomb, bacteriological warfare, and 
all other instruments of mass destruction to destroy 
existing stockpiles of atomic bombs and to establish 
United Nations controls, including inspection, over the 
production of atomic energy and to reduce conventional 
armaments drastically in accordance with resolutions 
already passed by the United Nations General Assembly.

GERMANY AND JAPAN
The Progressive Party calls for cooperation 

with our wartime allies to conclude peace treaties 
promptly with a unified Germany and with Japan. The 
essentials for a German settlement are denazification 
and democratization, punishment of war criminals, land 
reform, decartelization, nationalization of heavy in
dustry, Big-Four control of the Ruhr, reparations to 
the victims of Nazi aggression, and definitive recognition 
of the Oder-Neisse line as the western boundary of Poland. 
On this basis, we advocate the speedy conclusion of a 
peace treaty and a simultaneous withdrawal of all occupation troops.

Similar principles should govern a settlement with Japan.

STATE OF ISRAEL
The Progressive Party demands the immediate de jure recognition of the State of Israel.
We call for admission of Israel to the UnitedNations.
We call for a Presidential proclamation lifting the arms embargo in favor of the State of Israel.
We pledge our support for and call upon the 

Government of the United States to safeguard the sov
ereignty, autonomy, political independence, and terri
torial integrity of the State of Israel in accordance 
with the boundaries laid down by the Resolution of the 
General Assembly of the United Nations of November 29, 
1947.

We support the prompt extension to Israel of
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generous financial assistance without political conditions.
We oppose any attempt to interfere with Israel in its sovereign right to control its own immigration policy.
we call upon the United States Government to 

provide immediate shipping and other facilities for the 
transportation of Jewish displaced persons in Europe who desire to emigrate to Israel.

We support, within the framework of the United 
Nations, the internationalization of Jerusalem and the protection of the Holy Places.

We appeal to the Arab workers, farmers and 
small merchants to accept the United Nations decision 
for a Jewish and Arab state as being in their best in
terest. We urge them not to permit themselves to be 
used as tools in a war against Israel on behalf of 
British and American monopolies, for the latter are the enemies of both Arabs and Jews.

THE PAR EAST
The Progressive Party supports the struggle of 

xhe peoples of Asia to achieve independence and to move 
^rom feudalism into the modern era. We condemn the bi
partisan policy of military and economic intervention 
to crush these people's movements. World peace and 
prosperity cannot be attained unless the people of 
'-hina, Indonesia, Indo-China, Malaya and Asian lands 
win their struggle for independence and take their place as equals in the family of nations.

We call for the immediate withdrawal of American troops and abandonment of bases in China.
We demand cessation of financial and military aid to the Chiang Kai-shek dictatorship.
We follow the policy of Franklin Roosevelt in 

encouraging the creation of a democratic coalition gov
ernment in China. We urge support for and the granting 
of large scale economic assistance to such a government.

We support the efforts of the people of Korea to
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establish national unity and the kind of government 
they desire. We demand an early joint withdrawal of occupation troops.

COLONIAL AND DEPENDENT PEOPLES
We believe that people everywhere in the world 

have the right to self-determination. The people of 
Puerto Rico have the right to independence/ The people 
of the United States have an obligation toward the 
people of Puerto Rico to see that they are started on 
the road toward economic security and prosperity.

We demand the repeal of the Bell Trade Act relating to the Philippines and the abrogation of other 
unequal trade treaties with economically weaker peoples.

We urge action by the people of the United 
States and cooperation with other countries in the 
United Nations to abolish the colonial system in all 
its forms and to realize the principle of self-deter
mination for the peoples of Africa, Asia, the West Indies, and other colonial areas.

We support the aspirations for unified home
lands, of traditionally oppressed and dispersed people such as the irish and Armenians.

LATIN AMERICA
The Progressive Party urges a return to, and 

the strengthening of, Eranklin Roosevelt's good- 
neighbor policy in our relations with republics to the South.

We demand the abandonment of the inter-American military program.
We call for economic assistance without politi

cal conditions tô  further the independent economic de
velopment ox the Latin American and Caribbean countries.

DISPLACED PERSONS
The Progressive Party calls for the repeal of the anti-Catholic, anti-semitic Displaced Persons Act of 1948
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which permits the entry into the United States of fas
cists and collaborators. We call for the enactment of 
legislation to open our doors in the true American tra
dition to the victims of fascist persecution.

States1 Rights Platform 1948 
(Excerpts)^

* * *
We believe that the protection of the American 

people against the onward march of totalitarian govern
ment requires a faithful observance of Article X of the 
American Bill of Rights which provides that: "The 
powers not delegated to the United States by the Con
stitution, nor prohibited by it to the states, are re
served to the states respectively, or to the people."

- THE PRINCIPLE OP STATES' RIGHTS
We direct attention to the fact that the first 

platform of the Democratic Party, adopted in 1840, re
solved that: "Congress has no power under the Consti
tution to interfere with or control the domestic in
stitutions of the several states, and that such states 
are the sole and proper judges of everything appertain
ing to their own affairs not prohibited by the Consti
tution. "

Such pronouncement is the cornerstone of the 
Democratic Party. A long train of abuses and usurpa
tions of power by unfaithful leaders who are alien to 
the Democratic parties of the states here represented 
has become intolerable to those who believe in the 
preservation of constitutional government and indi
vidual liberty in America.

*  *  *

PERIL TO BASIC RIGHTS

By asserting paramount Pederal rights . . .  a 
totalitarian concept has been promulgated which

4,.Ibid.. pp. 466-67.
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threatens the integrity of the states and the basic 
rights of their citizens.

We have repeatedly remonstrated with the 
leaders of the national organization of our party but 
our petitions, entreaties and warnings have been" treat
ed with contempt. The latest response to our en
treaties was a Democratic convention in Philadelphia 
rigged to embarrass and humiliate the South.

This alleged Democratic assembly called for a 
civil-rights law that would eliminate segregation of 
every kind from all American life, prohibit all forms 
of discrimination in private employment, in public and 
private instruction and administration and treatment 
of students; in the operation of public and private 
health facilities; in all transportation, and require 
equal access to all places of public accommodation for 
persons of all races, colors, creeds and national origin.

PROPOSED F B I  POWERS
This infamous and iniquitous program calls for 

the reorganization of the civil rights section of the 
Department of Justice with a substantial increase in a 
bureaucratic staff to be devoted exclusively to the en
forcement of the civil rights program; the establish
ment within the FBI of a special unit of investigation 
and a police state in a totalitarian, centralized, bureaucratic government.

This convention hypocritically denounced totali
tarianism abroad but unblushingly proposed and approved 
it at home. This convention would strengthen the grip 
of a police state upon a liberty-loving people by the 
imposition of penalties upon local public officers who 
failed or refused to act in accordance with its ideas in suppressing mob violence.

We point out that if a foreign power undertook 
to force upon the people of the United States the 
measures advocated by the Democratic convention in 
Philadelphia, with respect to civil rights, it would 
mean war and the entire nation would resist such effort.

* * *
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PAST LOYALTY
We point out that the South, with clock-like 

regularity, has furnished the Democratic Party ap
proximately 50 per cent of the votes necessary to 
nominate a President every four years for nearly a 
century. In 1920 the only states in the union that 
went Democratic were the eleven Southern states.

* * *



EA STLA N D , M IS S .,  CHAIRMAN

JOHN L .  M C C L E L L A N , ARK. 
SA M  J . ERVIN, J R ., N .C . 
P H IL IP  A. H A RT, M ICH . 
EDWARD M . KENNEDY, M A SS. 
BIR CH  BAYH, IND.
QUENTIN N. BURDICK, N. DAK. 
RO BERT C . B YR D , W. VA.
JOHN V. TUNNEY, C A LIF.

JA M ES O.

ROMAN L .  H RUSKA , NEBR.
HIRAM L . FONG, HAWAII 
HUGH SC O TT, PA.
STRO M  THURMOND, S .C .
MARLOW W . COOK, KY.
CH A RLES M C C . M ATHIAS, J R .,  M D . 
EDWARD J. GURNEY, FLA.

JOHN H. HOLLOMAN III 
C H IE F CO U N SEL AND ST A F F  D IRECTO R

APPENDIX II

m Z n i l e b  S e n a t e

C O M M IT T E E  O N  T H E  J U D IC IA R Y
W a s h i n g t o n , D.C. 20510

167

nooert ,-j C  -L O jl

tra e n t o f Hi c tor y 
:r e1ghto n Universi ty

u.ii«3na, heoraslc< 00 i hi
;r Mr. B erort:

Thank you for your le t te r  of recent ca te .

While  ̂ some of us involved in the S tates ' Rights Party me- 
■ ;a'/e had reservations about the foreign policy positions' 
o;• President Truman and Governor Dewey in 1948, the main 
L.hrusc of the S tates ' Rights Campaign was based on 
c:oraes fcic po 1 i c y .

Dos_c position was that the fed era l government was 
asouin-Uig powers and re sp o n s ib ilit ie s  properly reserved 
.-0 tne eons t r out ion to the sta tes  and to the oeople.

Wit h best wi s h es,

ary tru ly ,

A  /ZÀ

Strom Thurmond

ST : y s



168

APPENDIX III
Popular and Electoral Votes Eor.U.S. President 

November 2, 1948-3

(Electoral votes ¡n poront'ieses)

j  m Th'jrmond
S'»'» ID cm oVtl l i e - b l / v ,  «Sto.« ' Kgjttt Wolloce T h , „0S V W ,- »  ■ £ ? * ? .

ÄT. ::::::::
* r' ° n i a l .............................. 149,659 (91 50959 . „ Z f l  3 ,3 ' ?  ~  786 121 _  ~  ? p .9 8 0
Co liíom io .............................. 1.913 134(251 1 894 9 * 0  4 ? ,0 9? 751  ’ .037 I 177,065
C o l a d o .............................. 267.286(61 ' H i l f  4 1,228 ,9 0 ' 38 ' 3,459 16,926 Z 5 ñ o  242.475
Connecticut .........................  423,297 437 754 (81 ~  6’ ' 5 '.*7 8  — 214 9 ? »  3 3 4-0 ; i .533
W ? « " " .............................. 67,813 69 588 [31 ~  ' 3,7 '3  6,964 _  , f ¿ J  ” 8 _  515,237
P rld° . .................................. 281,938(8) 194 280 3 89 755 , ,03°  250  343  29 1  ~  i 3 3 ’5 ' 8. ..................................  254 646(121 7 a a o i  ,  11,620 — __ —  lob ,073
•8oho......................................  1O7Í370 (4 ) l o f ' s u  «5,055 1,636 _  732 _  _  — 577,643
W"011 ......................................  1,99.1,715 (28) 1 961103 — 4,972 332 628 _  _  — 413,760

.................................. 807,833 821079 (131 ~  — " .5 2 2  11,969 3 118 _  , Z , „  , 7 J '8 ! 6
lo w o ...................................... 522 ,380(10) 494 018 ~  9 ,649  2 ,179  14,7 11 7 63 ,6 29  3.934,046
K » « « t .................................. 351,902 423 039 (8 ) ~  ' 2 . ' 28  1,829  3.382 4 374 2I 4 ~  ;.65A.2 I4
Kentucky .............................  466,756(11) 341210 8 ! n 7  i 4.603  2 ,807  6,468 — ■.038,284
Lou is iana.............................. 136 344 7 ? 'a «;7 .10,411 1,567 1,284 1 '>45 j c ~  /68.G19
M o « . ..................................  H Í m  150 2 34 (51 204,290(10) 3.035 1. ' J ¡ 5 Z  "  * ” •“ *
Marvland • . . . 2ß6 52 1 294 « 14 fui _ ~L 1.8b4 547 _  7nA ~  4 ; 6,326
Massachusetts.....................  1,151,768 (16) 909 370 8 2*4 7 6  9.?83 2.941 _  206 _  _  264,78/
M ich ig an .............................. 1003 448 , n is  í o t „ r „  ~  38,157 _  i AA-» r 71 , ~  ~  596,735
Minnesota.............................. '69?,'966 ( 11 ) ' 4 8 3 6 1 7  ~~ í í ' 5 ’ 5 6'063 13.052 1*263 672 43'33‘! 1 H' ¡ ^ ' ? 47
Mississippi.............................. 19 384 s o l í  . 7“ 27,866 4.646 -1 ' S *  í - 2 1 2.109.60?
Missouri.................................. 917 315 (15 ) , ; ? Í J  167 '5 38  (9) 225 _  _  ? ' 525  6 ' 0 -  1.212.226
M o n ta n a .............................. 119 .0 7 ,(4 , 96 770 “  3 ' " 8 2'222  ~  Z  ' ¿ W O
" * * • .............................. 33A 16S ‘ ' 264,774 (6 ) Z  7 , 3 , 3  695  « 9  -  Z  _  54N evada.................................. 31 ^9, n i  1 0 \  ' —  —  __ __ * 2-..2, 3
ttcw Hampshire.....................  107^995 1 2 l ’? 9 9 l4 l — ,  ,,469 — _  _  — — 433,939
New J e r i e y .......................... 898 455 7  1,970  86 -  7 n  62,117

En:y»*” : .......... 2ä .V4> , 1 z 4i483 ,0i 2' ,od93 3,334 *.*» -
K £ ” . « g ’4| & ° ' " 4> ' « j : ? ” ' 4' ’ 60 ,1 52  “ J l f !  40l 7’  -  2,729  3. 075  9 7 7 , 8
O f o ......................................  1,452791 (451 ! 4 5*68 4 "* 374 8,391 1 .000  Z  Z  Z 91,209
Oklahoma.............................. 459 78? ¡n  ' Í Á f i S J Í  ~  37,596 _  _  ~  ~  220,716
Oregon.........................  9 4 3 1 4 7  ' 2? 6,8' 7 , —  —  _ 2,936,07)
Pennsylvania.........................  1,75:'426 1 902^97 (351 ~  14,978 5,051 _  _  _  — 721 ,599Ä  : : : • •• = "i25 ,0-338 ',44' 2,>33 ~o»

: ; • • • : « $ m<, ,0Í-Í07I#' ¿ ti -  -  -  -  í3$ ?
'%*oí i06'l09 &li _874 i758 z - -

: : : : : ; : Ä ”f $ (V 43J93 í&? «f z p34 -  ~35 SíáSf.
Wy° S , .............................. 52,354 (3) ’ 42,947 Z  25,| 8? , 2 - ? 47  -  399 303 _  , 276 800

..................... 24,’ ° 3 ,6 9 3 >303i 31,969,170 (1 89) ,.,69,021 (39) 1 , 5 6 . ^  139, ¿ 3 Í  ,0 3 ^ ,6  „ . Cf ?  , 3,ÍT  3 ,4 ¿7792 48 , ^

— ,party- ■
¿ r -  ,0’"ond ,oid w b,OBk bô
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iYIap of Electoral Returns 
November 2, 1948°
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F F  r®UMAN (O) 303

I. ■ ! THURMOND ( s t a t e s ’  39-  ■■* R I G H T S
D E M O C R A T S )

P O P U L A R
VO TE

21 969  OOO 

24 ¡0 6  OOO 

/ /69  OOO

6Arthur b. Link, American Epoch; A History of the United States Since' The 1890's ¿Wpm it-fred A. Knopf, 1955), p» 639»
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