
One week before the 1948 election, Life published this picture of the G.O.P.'s 
Thomas E. Dewey with the caption: "The Next President Travels By Ferry Boat 
Over The Broad Waters Of San Francisco Bay." After Dewey lost, a reader asked 
Life '5 editor, "How does it feel out on that limb?" The reply: "Crowded." 
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Chartered jetliners, 30-second TV "spots," exit polls, and image con- 
sultants-all these characterize the contemporary U.S. presidential 
election campaign. America has come a long way since the last "old- 
style" contest four decades ago. The year 1948 saw Harry Truman's 
surprise victory, now the stuff of legend, over Thomas Dewey. It also 
marked the first splintering of the Democratic Party over issues of 
race, the Cold War, and social policy. Since 1948, old regional and 
class loyalties to each political party have eroded; voters have become 
less predictable; and the quest for the White House has come to 
entail a marathon of state caucuses and primaries, staged, it some- 
times seems, only for the television cameras. Here, Alonzo Harnby 
recalls Truman's early troubles, and Robert Ferrell tells how the 
33rd president engineered the last rally of the New Deal coalition. 

THE ACCIDENTAL PRESIDENCY 

"He looked to me like a very little man as he sat. . . in the huge 
leather chair." Thus, Jonathan Daniels remembered Harry S. Truman 
waiting to be sworn in as the 33rd president of the United States on the 
evening of April 12, 1945. Daniels' general impression was shared by 
other Americans then and long afterward. 

Hairy Truman was not, in fact, an unusually small man. When he 
took the oath of office, he stood about 5' 9" and weighed 170 pounds. 
Yet, somehow, to contemporary critics, he always seemed rather less 
than presidential in stature. His thick eyeglasses and unprepossessing 
demeanor had much to do with that. So did the fact that he took over the 
Oval Office that had been occupied for 12 years by Franklin D. Roose- 
velt, the towering national leader who had just died of a stroke in Warm 
Springs, Georgia. 
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At first, however, Americans reflexively supported their new World 
War II Commander in Chief. In June 1945, soon after the Allies' victory 
over the Germans (if not yet over the Japanese), a Gallup poll showed 
that Truman enjoyed an astonishing 87 percent "approval" rating- 
higher than FDR had ever received. Truman could not have expected 
such popularity to last forever. How much support would he retain from 
a fickle public? 

A superficial survey of the American experience during the next 
three years, a time of transition from war to peace, suggests that Tru- 
man should have fared rather well. When he took office, it appeared that 
the bloody conflict in the Pacific would drag on at least until late 1946, 
costing hundreds of thousands of additional American lives. Instead, Japa- 
nese tenacity collapsed during the summer of 1945 under the impact of 
two enormous mushroom clouds at Hiroshima and Nagasaki. On a Tues- 
day evening, August 14, Truman jubilantly announced the unconditional 
surrender of the last Axis power. 

No Bugles 

A second trauma was also averted. Many, if not most, older Ameri- 
cans had feared that peace and the end of wartime government spending 
would mean a return to the Great Depression. A New York Times 
headline warned: "5,000,000 EXPECTED TO LOSE ARMS JOBS." 
Nevertheless, despite a wave of strikes, defense plant layoffs, and the 
demobilization of up to a million veterans each month, unemployment 
never approached painful levels. Industries in Detroit, Pittsburgh, and 
elsewhere rapidly retooled for civilian production and hired ex-G.I.'s. 

Truman, in the nature of things, should have received some credit 
for the nation's postwar economic success. Strange as it may seem, few 
Americans saw matters that way at the time. 

Why? 
What is now largely forgotten, even by those who lived through the 

period, is that most Americans had very rosy postwar expectations-of 
instant material abundance, of domestic tranquility, of world peace. Yet, 
at home, it quickly became obvious to millions of citizens that reconver- 
sion from war to peace was bringing not a new dawn but a period of 
surprisingly difficult personal adjustments: temporary unemployment, re- 
location, shrunken weekly paychecks (due to reduced overtime pay), and 
chronic shortages that, after V-J Day, suddenly seemed intolerable. 

Alonzo L. Hamby, 48, is professor of history at Ohio University. Born in 
Humansville, Missouri, he received a B.A. from Southeast Missouri State 
University (1960), an M.A. from Columbia (1961), and a Ph.D. from the 
University of Missouri (1965). He is the author of several books, including 
Beyond the New Deal: Harry S. Truman and American Liberalism (1973) and 
Liberalism and its Challengers: FDR to Reagan (1985). He is now working on 
a biography of Truman. Copyright @ 1988 by Alonzo L. Hamby. 
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A cheerful Big Three-Churchill, Truman, and Stalin-in Potsdam, July 
1945. The Cold War soon began; Truman never saw Stalin again. 

Frustrated Americans, noted John Gunther in Inside U.S.A., saw 
themselves in a kind of "backwash" from the war years, finding little in 
the new administration in Washington, or anywhere else, but "greed, 
fear, ineptitude, fumbling of the morning hopes, shoddy dispersal of the 
evening dreams." 

In Washington, despite high hopes among liberals, there was stale- 
mate. Peace did not bring a New Deal revival. This should have sur- 
prised no one. For all his vast personal popularity, FDR had not been 
able to win legislative approval of any major New Deal advances after 
1938, when an informal alliance of Republicans and conservative South- 
e m  Democrats gained de facto control of the nominally Democratic Con- 
gress. Roosevelt's New Deal coalition-big-city Catholics and Jews, or- 
ganized labor, blacks, poor Southern whites, liberal intellectuals-did not 
break up, but it was badly eroded. 

During the war, the impasse between the White House and Con- 
gress had been largely papered over. But in September 1945, when 
Truman proposed a 21-point program (including guaranteed full employ- 
ment, increased unemployment insurance, and a boost in the 40-cent 
minimum hourly wage), a chill greeted him on Capitol Hill. In November, 
the president's call for a national health insurance plan fell on deaf ears. 
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(Not until 1949 would the president name his reform package the Fair 
Deal.) Still unsure of himself as FDR's heir, Truman backed off. And he 
did not strenuously object when Congress eviscerated his full employ- 
ment bill. It became simply the Employment Act of 1946, shorn of 
Truman's proposed federal guarantee of work for all. What remained 
was a more flexible commitment to maintain "maximum employment." 

Liberals were dismayed. "Alas for Truman," said The New Repub- 
lie, there was "no bugle note in his voice" to rally the public. 

Fixing Up the Ice Box 

Dissatisfaction with the president also ran high among the 12 mil- 
lion men and women still in uniform, and among their kinfolk back home. 
When Secretary of War Robert I? Patterson announced in January 1946 
that, partly to maintain adequate defenses overseas, the Army would 
have to slow its pell-mell demobilization, G.I.'s on Guam burned him in 
effigy and thousands more rioted at other U.S. bases. Angry letters 
poured into the White House. 

The homecoming, when it finally did come, was blissful for some, 
disillusioning for others. Many marriages, hastily undertaken in wartime, 
could not survive the humdrum world of peace. During 1945, the nation 
registered one divorce for every three weddings-the highest ratio then 
recorded in America.* Alarm over this "national scandal" was somewhat 
tempered by the knowledge that a similar upsurge after World War I had 
quickly come and gone. 

Most new marriages survived, and many did so in the face of con- 
siderable material adversity. Young couples discovered as often as not 
that they could not find a decent place to live or afford a reliable automo- 
bile or a chewable beefsteak. All in all, during those hectic postwar 
months, the American people found far fewer of the tangible rewards of 
victory than they had expected. 

The shortage of housing, a legacy of both war and Depression, was 
the hardest to remedy. Many young couples doubled up with in-laws or 
paid unprecedented rents for substandard apartments-or even con- 
verted chicken coops. The city of Chicago sold 250 old streetcars for 
conversion into homes. An Omaha newspaper carried a classified ad that 
read: "Big Ice Box, 7 by 17 feet. Could be fixed up to live in." 

Developer William J. Levitt, future creator of several rnass-rnar- 
keted "Levittowns," was already building the first of his $10,000 houses 
in a Long Island potato field (the price later dropped to $6,900), and the 
G.I. Bill entitled veterans to low-cost federally-guaranteed mortgages. 
But the housing shortage would not ease before the end of the decade. 

Fearing a burst of runaway inflation, Truman sought to retain war- 
time price controls, but, in doing so, he disrupted the peacetime market 
*In 1945, there were 30 divorces for every 100 new marriages, a ratio not to be equalled until 1969. 
Today there are 47 divorces per 100 marriages. 
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economy. Radios, cars, clothing, good whiskey, choice cuts of meat-all 
were in short supply. As black (free) markets developed, government- 
dictated prices became meaningless. Nylon stockings were better cur- 
rency than dollars. A Los Angeles radio station sent two people on a trip 
to New York with no money but a big supply of nylons; they arrived in 
four days without missing a meal or going without a place to sleep. 

Ironically, one opinion survey after another seemed to show that 
price controls, administered by the Office of Price Administration (OPA), 
enjoyed broad public support. Americans preferred to blame the econo- 
my's ills on another, more obvious phenomenon-a wave of strikes un- 
like any the nation had witnessed since the Great Depression. 

In late 1945, unionized workers who had routinely earned eight or 
more hours of weekly overtime pay during the war boom suddenly faced 
a return to "straight time," often at wage levels that, by federal fiat, had 
not increased since 1942. A labor-management clash was inevitable and, 
once again, quixotic government policy made it worse. 

Truman's advisers (notably the OPA's Chester Bowles) persuaded 
him to ease controls on wages while attempting to retain most con- 
straints on prices. Corporate America, they reasoned, was fat enough to 
grant higher wages without raising prices. The unions got a green light. 

Digging Coal with Bayonets 

A people hungry for new automobiles watched in dismay in Decem- 
ber 1945 as Walter Reuther of the United Auto Workers (UAW) led 
what became a 113-day strike against General Motors, demanding a 30 
percent wage increase (to $1.45 an hour). An old-time social democrat, 
Reuther was fighting for nothing less, he said, than "a more realistic 
distribution of America's wealth." Philip J. Murray's steelworkers' union 
walked out demanding similar pay raises; so did almost every major 
national union and thousands of locals in lesser disputes. "Is anybody 
interested in getting the work done?" asked an editorial writer in the 
New York Daily News. 

As these strikes were settled, a pattern of post-World War II labor- 
management relations emerged that would prevail in major unionized 
industries until the late 1970s: The big corporations yielded on higher 
wages, and Washington (usually) did not object when management 
charged higher prices, thereby passing the wage bill along to consum- 
ers.* (The Consumer Price Index surged by 23 percent from early 1946 
through the election year of 1948.) Reuther won his battle for better 
pay, but lost the war for redistribution. 

Nothing, it seemed, could quell the United Mine Workers of Amer- 
ica, led by John L. Lewis, the bushy-browed Welshman beloved by the 
coal-smudged men in the pits and hated by most of the rest of his 
'Other precedent-setting agreements soon followed. The UAW won labor's first automatic cost-of-living 
adjustment in 1948; the steelworkers secured a pension plan and health insurance in 1949. 
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countrymen-not least because he had dared to order two walkouts 
while the nation was still at war. Throughout 1945 and '46, Lewis pulled 
his men out on one exasperating strike after another, at one point caus- 
ing factory layoffs in Detroit and Pittsburgh, reduced rail service, and 
government-mandated "dimouts" in 22 Eastern states. 

In May 1946, when both the coal miners and the nation's railway 
brotherhoods were on strike, Truman invoked his wartime powers (the 
nation was still technically at war); he ordered the U.S. Army to seize 
the mines and railroads. Lewis thumbed his nose at the president. "Let 
Truman dig coal with his bayonets," he jeered. 

His temper flaring, Truman drafted a speech that he never deliv- 
ered and probably never intended to, suggesting that it was time to 
"hang a few traitors." Appearing before an unusual joint session of Con- 
gress, he instead requested authority "to draft into the Armed Forces of 
the United States all workers who are on strike against their govern- 
ment." As he spoke, he was handed a scribbled message: The railway 
brotherhoods, chief targets of his proposal, had ended their strike. 

An agitated House of Representatives nevertheless promptly ap- 
proved Truman's request by a vote of 306-13. The Senate refused to go 
along. A few days later, Lewis, signing another fat wage contract, ended 
the miners' strike. Having overreacted, Truman wound up with nothing 
except the doubts of ordinary folk, who questioned his judgment, and the 
stunned outrage of Big Labor and its liberal allies. Walter Reuther 
warned that Truman's antistrike proposal would "make slavery legal"; 
The Nation denounced it as the work of a "weak, baffled, angry man." 

FDR's Shadow 

Beyond domestic discontent loomed the unsettling vista of a world 
still beset by struggles for power and influence. Americans, wrote histo- 
rian William L. O'Neill, "were tired of international crises and wished 
only to get on with their private lives." Yet, by 1946, popular expecta- 
tions that peace and the newly created United Nations would bring a 
more benign international order were fading. 

Once America's wartime ally, Josef Stalin was now slowly tighten- 
ing his control over the Soviet-occupied nations of Eastern Europe. By 
early 1946, Albania and Yugoslavia were already under Communist rule, 
and it was becoming apparent even to American liberals that the Krem- 
lin would never allow the free elections Stalin had promised in Bulgaria, 
Rumania, and Poland. The fates of Finland, Hungary, and Czechoslovakia 
were in doubt. The Soviets were aiding Mao Zedong's Communist revo- 
lution in China, appeared to be backing the Communists' National Liber- 
ation Front of Greece, and were holding military maneuvers near the 
Turkish border, demanding control of the Dardanelles. Only reluctantly 
would they end their occupation of northern Iran. In March 1946, during 
a speech in Fulton, Missouri, with Truman by his side, Winston Churchill 
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October 1946: New Yorkers line up in downtown Manhattan to buy meat, 
then a scarce item. As shoppers' patience wore thin, scuffles often broke out. 
Truman soon lifted postwar price controls on meat, ending the shortages. 

warned that an "iron curtain" was descending across Europe. 
Harry Truman stood at the center of all this unwelcome turmoil, 

domestic and foreign. He usually dealt competently with its manifesta- 
tions, and at times won some clear successes. Yet, like Jimmy Carter 
later on, Truman failed in one crucial respect-he was unable to impart 
a sense of order or a coherent vision to the nation. Often he suffered by 
comparison with FDR. "What one misses," wrote columnist Max Ler- 
ner, "is the confident sense of direction that Roosevelt gave, despite all 
the contradictions of his policy." Not only did people wonder what FDR 
would have done if he were alive. Now the joke in Washington was: 
"What would Truman do if he were alive?" 

Some of this discontent was simply a reaction to the new Chief 
Executive's personal style. An ex-farmer, World War I artilleryman, and 
failed haberdasher from Independence, Missouri, a graduate of "Boss" 
Tom Pendergast's Kansas City Democratic machine who spoke, nay, 
barked in a flat midwestem accent, Truman was a startling contrast to 
his urbane predecessor in the White House. "Can you imagine a Groton 
President saying that?" asked one FDR holdover after hearing an earthy 
Truman wisecrack. 

FDR had assembled a White House entourage of bright, often 
controversial chaps-Harry Hopkins, Robert Sherwood, Thomas Corco- 
ran-many of whom would have shone anywhere. Truman surrounded 
himself with fellow Missourians, many of them lackluster old National 
Guard cronies-John W. Snyder, secretary of the treasury, White House 
aides Eddie McKirn, Harry Vaughan, and James K. Vardaman, Jr. (later 
a governor of the Federal Reserve Board). Only Press Secretary Charles 
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G. Ross, a former Washington correspondent for the St. Louis Post- 
Dispatch, had any obvious qualifications for his post. The others could 
have stepped directly from the pages of Babbitt. 

Liberals in Washington and New York despaired as New Deal vet- 
erans quit the new administration, seemingly taking with them the old 
1930s idealism. "One has the feeling," wrote an editor of the liberal New 
York Post, "that a poorer and poorer cast is dealing desperately with a 
bigger and bigger story." 

As the 1946 congressional elections approached, Truman managed 
to confront nearly every major issue in ways that alienated all sides. 
First, he again called on Congress to pass a New Deal-style domestic 
program-increased public housing, federal aid to education, national 
health insurance-thereby antagonizing Republicans and Southern con- 
servatives, who were eager, as Representative Joseph W. Martin, Jr., 
(R.-Mass.) put it, to remove "the meddling hands of political despots" 
from national public life. But again Truman failed to persuade Congress 
to accept his proposals, thereby disappointing the liberals. They felt, as 
the Progressive noted, "that there is no hand at the wheel." Many 
liberals were convinced, surely in error, that the conservative coalition in 
Congress would have cracked under the impact of one or two nationally 
broadcast Rooseveltian radio speeches. 

All sides were distressed by Truman's handling of foreign policy. "If 
Roosevelt were alive," said Senator Claude Pepper, a liberal Florida 
Democrat, "we'd be getting on better with Russia." For their part, even 
as they helped slash the defense budget, conservatives assailed the 
White House's failure to mount an effective challenge to the Soviet 
advances across Eastern Europe-ancestral homeland to many urban 
voters in Northern states. Taking the lead, Senator Robert A. Taft, 
Ohio's "Mr. Republican," accused Truman of "appeasing Russia, a policy 
which has sacrificed throughout Eastern Europe and Asia the freedom of 
many nations and millions of people." 

Henry Wallace Defects 

No member of Truman's Cabinet had been more dedicated to post- 
war Soviet-American amity than his secretary of commerce, Henry A. 
Wallace. An Iowa-born plant geneticist, editor of his family's Des 
Moines-based magazine, Wallace's Farmer, he had been named FDR's 
first secretary of agriculture in 1933. Ascending to the vice presidency 
in 1941, he became the leading spokesman of full-throated liberal ideal- 
ism. He spoke of the war against the Axis powers as a "millenial and 
revolutionary march" toward a world without fascism, poverty, or hun- 
ger-a "Peoples' Century." 

A vegetarian and something of a religious mystic, Wallace was at 
best an object of amiable ridicule on Capitol Hill, dismissed, as one Dem- 
ocrat later put it, as a man who "always had his thingamajigs mixed up 
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with his whatchamacallits." At the 1944 convention, Roosevelt had al- 
lowed conservative Southerners and the Northern big-city bosses to 
dump the Iowan from the ticket in favor of Truman, then a second-term 
U.S. senator and a noncontroversial party loyalist. As a consolation prize, 
FDR named Wallace to head the Commerce Department. 

After FDR's death, many liberals believed that the New Deal torch 
should have been passed to Wallace. "How I wish you were at the helm," 
Hubert H. Humphrey, the young mayor of Minneapolis, wrote to the 
secretary of commerce upon hearing of FDR's death. 

Wallace had become increasingly anxious about the new president's 
foreign policy. He finally unveiled his objections in a September 1946 
speech before a mass rally of "progressives" (New Deal liberals, Com- 
munists, and assorted radicals) in Manhattan's Madison Square Garden. 
Some of his ideas presaged those of the McGovern wing of the Demo- 
cratic Party in 1972. Wallace argued that Truman's "get tough" stance 
toward the Soviets would only provoke Stalin. "The danger of war," he 
declared, "is much less from communism than it is from [Western] im- 
perialism." Even worse, Wallace directly contradicted administration pol- 
icy; he suggested that the United States concede political control of 
Eastern Europe to the Soviets. 

No Meat, No Votes 

Wallace's break with Truman made headlines around the world just 
as Secretary of State James Byrnes was in Europe, reassuring the West 
Germans that the United States would not abandon them to the Soviets. 
And, inexplicably, Truman told a reporter off-the-cuff that he had read 
and approved "the whole speech." A few days later, the embarrassed 
president was forced to sack Wallace. 

It was hard to tell what did more to damage the White House: the 
ejection of the last New Dealer from the Cabinet on the eve of the 1946 
congressional elections, or the revelation that the president apparently 
did not understand his own foreign policy! 

It seemed as if everything that could go wrong for Harry Truman 
had gone wrong. But more trouble was to come, closer to home. 

That summer, Truman had agreed to a compromise with the con- 
servatives in Congress, which effectively ended price controls on most 
consumer items. The big exception was meat. By October, the great 
stockyards of the Midwest were deserted, and not a pound of beef or 
pork was to be found in many stores. As the newspapers noted, indignant 
cattlemen and feedlot operators had virtually gone out on strike. 

The voters were fed up. Four alarmed Connecticut Democrats in 
the House reported to Truman: "Party workers canvassing the voters 
are being told by Democrats 'No meat-no votes.'" 

On October 14, Truman went on the radio to announce his re- 
sponse. After harshly denouncing the livestock interests, he came to the 
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In a rare light moment, Dewey joins a Cavemen Club while campaigning for 
the G.O.P. presidential nomination in Grants Pass, Oregon. 

bottom line. "There is only one remedy left-that is to lift controls." 
Delivered in a weary tone, the speech sounded like a notice of surrender. 

"If Truman wanted to elect a Republican Congress, he could not be 
doing a better job," Senator Taft observed happily in a letter to Gover- 
nor Thomas E. Dewey of New York. Soon, the two Republicans would 
be bitter rivals for the 1948 G.0.E presidential nomination. But, during 
the autumn of 1946, the Republicans gleefully united for the congres- 
sional campaign behind a two-word slogan: "Had Enough?" 

The Gallup poll reported that Truman's "approval" rating had 
plummeted to 32 percent. To the extent that the Democrats conducted 
any sort of national campaign that autumn, it was led by the late Franklin 
D. Roosevelt, whose recorded speeches far outnumbered Truman's 
broadcasts in the party's radio commercials. 

But even FDR could not rally the faithful. On election day, to no- 
body's surprise, the Republicans won control of Congress for the first 
time since 1928. The "beefsteak election" gave them margins of 51-45 
in the Senate (a gain of 12 seats) and 246-188 in the House of Represen- 
tatives (a gain of 54 seats).* "The New Deal is kaput," crowed the 
conservative New York Daily News. However, defeated Democratic 
*Among the many G.0.R newcomers were Representative Richard M. Nixon of California and Senator 
Joseph R. McCarthy of Wisconsin. Democrats needed a strong microscope (and a crystal ball) to find an 
occasional bright spot, such as John F. Kennedy's election to the House by the voters of Cambridge, 
Massachusetts. 
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candidates surveyed by the United States News generally agreed with a 
West Virginia candidate who attributed his defeat to local issues, as well 
as to "dissatisfaction with shortages and also opposition to continuance of 
[the] present Administration." 

Indeed, few other U.S. presidents have been so resoundingly dis- 
credited by a single midterm election. Although Dwight D. Eisenhower 
and all the Republicans who followed him in the White House would have 
to face a Congress at least partially controlled by the opposition party 
(except during 1953-55), such divided government was relatively rare 
before Truman's time. Even President Herbert Hoover's fellow Republi- 
cans had managed to hold on to the Senate (but not the House) in the 
Depression-era election of 1930. Now, Senator J. William Fulbright, an 
Arkansas Democrat, publicly suggested that Truman appoint Senate 
G.0.E leader Arthur H. Vandenberg as secretary of state, next in the 
line of succession to the presidency at the time,* then resign. As far as is 
known, Truman did not even ponder the suggestion. Thereafter, he 
often privately referred to the Arkansan, a former college president, as 
"Senator Halfbright." 

In part, Truman's refusal to be demoralized was a matter of tem- 
perament. If he had failed to impress political Washington and the public 
during 1945-46, he was not a quitter. He and some of his staff were 
sufficiently perceptive, moreover, to realize that the 1946 debacle signi- 
fied, in many ways, a liberation. No longer would the 62-year-old Chief 
Executive have to try to accommodate a nominally Democratic but con- 
servative Congress. "Nobody here in the White House is down-hearted," 
Press Secretary Ross told his sister. "President Truman is now a free 
man and can write a fine record in the coming two years." 

The Truman Doctrine 

For the remainder of his term, the man from Missouri functioned as 
an "opposition president" on most domestic issues-with the 1948 elec- 
tion in mind. He would flail away at the "do nothing" Republican 80th 
Congress for its attacks on labor unions, for "tax cuts for the rich," for 
inaction on inflation, for "indifference" to the country's housing needs, 
for rejection of national health insurance, and for sticking a "pitchfork in 
the back" of farmers. To put it politely, Truman was not above a little 
demagoguery (in 1948, he would propose a revival of price controls), but 
most of his attacks pointed up genuine differences between the two 
national political parties; and, as often as not, the resurgent Republicans 
in Congress were content to let Truman sharpen the contrasts. 

His first major move, however, received strong bipartisan support 

"Until the adoption of the 25th Amendment in 1967, there was no constitutional provision for the replace- 
ment of a vice president who succeeded to the presidency. At Truman's urging, the 80th Congress would 
alter the presidential succession statute, placing the Speaker of the House and the president pro tern of the 
Senate ahead of the secretary of state. 
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on Capitol Hill. In March 1947, having abandoned any hope of achieving 
a general settlement with Stalin, Truman committed the United States, 
despite its postwar military feebleness, to an ambitious policy of contain- 
ing Soviet expansionism. In announcing what came to be called the Tru- 
man Doctrine, he told Congress: "I believe it must be the policy of the 
United States to support free peoples who are resisting attempted s u b  
jugation by armed minorities or by outside pressures." Then he re- 
quested $400 million in aid for Greece and Turkey, the former facing a 
Communist insurgency, the latter a direct threat from the neighboring 
Soviets. 

In June, after a Communist coup toppled a Hungarian government 
already subservient to Moscow, Truman's new secretary of state, Gen- 
eral George C. Marshall, announced, during a commencement speech at 
Harvard, his now-famous proposal to shore up the beleaguered econo- 
mies of Europe. In December, Truman formally requested a four-year, 
$17 billion Marshall Plan (officially, the European Recovery Program). 
The Soviets were invited to participate, but refused, and pressured their 
satellites (Albania, Bulgaria, Poland, Rumania, Yugoslavia) into following 
suit. American aid came with so many strings attached, proclaimed 
Vyacheslav Molotov, the Soviet foreign minister, that the recipients 
"would lose their former economic and national independence" to "cer- 
tain strong powers." 

At home, Truman's new Cold War policy-which set a pattern for 
two decades-raised the specter of costly obligations abroad for an insu- 
lar society that had long abhorred foreign "entanglements" in peacetime. 
It drew fire from the Left, led by Henry Wallace (who attacked the 
"martial plan" as a scheme to prop up "reactionary" regimes), and from 
the neo-isolationist, economy-minded Right, represented by Senator 
Taft. Stoutly anti-Communist, but leery of European "adventures," the 
Senate majority leader sought to scale back the Marshall Plan. 

Reviving the Draft 

Overall, however, "containment" and aid for Western Europe won 
general assent from the broad center of American politics. Truman 
gained support from liberal internationalists in both parties, as well as 
from the Eastern press. Governor Dewey endorsed the Marshall Plan, 
without neglecting the opportunity to ritually chastise Truman and FDR 
for earlier "surrendering 200 million people in Middle Europe into the 
clutches of Soviet Russia." Senator Vandenberg spoke out, warning his 
Republican peers that without the Marshall Plan, "aggressive commu- 
nism will be spurred throughout the world." Many liberal critics fell 
silent after a Soviet-backed coup in Czechoslovakia in February 1948 
eliminated the last non-Communist government in Eastern Europe and 
stirred American fears of further Soviet advances. In March 1948, the 
Senate approved the unprecedented U.S. aid measure by a vote of 69 to 
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17, the House by 329 to 74. Not long afterward, Congress reluctantly 
revived the draft. 

On the domestic front, Truman began the painstaking reassembly 
of FDR's New Deal coalition. His first decision was to mend relations 
with the then-powerful chieftains of U.S. organized labor.* Repairs were 
needed. Shortly after the 1946 elections, he had further angered them 
(but delighted other Americans) when he hauled John L. Lewis into court 
during another coal strike. The government won a stunning $3.5 million 
judgment (later reduced) against the union. 

In June 1947, the G.0.E-controlled Congress presented the presi- 
dent with an opportunity to regain the favor of labor leaders when it 
passed the Taft-Hartley Act. Taft-Hartley banned the closed shop and 
imposed other restrictions on unions; the unions rather hysterically 
called it a "slave labor bill." Truman promptly vetoed it. It was, he said, 
an attack on the workingman. Even as Congress overrode his veto (with 
Southern Democrats joining Republicans), liberals cheered the president 
for his stand. "Mr. Truman has reached the crucial fork in the road and 
turned unmistakably to the left," wrote journalist James Wechsler. 

Zigs and Zags 

Another, more far-reaching decision was to take up the cause of 
Negro civil rights. Never an advocate of inter-racial social mixing, a son 
of the upper South, Truman was nonetheless a sincere believer in equal 
opportunity and equality before the law. And he knew that while the 
New Deal had won blacks over to the Democratic Party (without actually 
promising or delivering much in the way of civil rights), there was no 
guarantee that they would not return to the party of Lincoln. 

After the 1946 election, Truman had appointed a presidential com- 
mission on civil rights. In October 1947, with Truman's endorsement, it 
published its report, To Secure These Rights, which called for, among 
other things, an antilynching law, abolition of the poll tax, a voting rights 
act, an end to segregation in the armed forces, and a ban on Jim Crow 
segregation in interstate public transportation. 

Issued during what was still an era of monolithic white supremacy 
in the South, of casual bigotry and social segregation in the rest of the 
country, To Secure These Rights seemed a revolutionary document. It 
was to serve "for a generation as the basic statement of most of the 
goals of civil rights advocates," historians Donald McCoy and Richard 
Reutten later wrote. However, in 1947, it did not seem to help Truman. 
It was nearly the last straw for many Dixie Democrats. "The present 
leadership of the Democratic Party will soon realize that the South is no 

*In 1947, labor unions were near the peak of their power, representing one-third of all U.S. nonfarm 
workers. Organized labor's fears of the Taft-Hartley Act proved to be exaggerated; it maintained its 
enrollment strength through the 1950s. Membership has since dropped to 17.5 percent of the nonfann 
work force. 
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THE REPUBLICANS IN 1948 

"Only a political miracle or extraordinary stupidity on the part of the Republi- 
cans can save the Democratic party, after 16  years in power, from a debacle in 
November." So said Time early in 1948, reflecting the persistent conventional 
wisdom of that election year. 

Scenting the first G.0.R presidential victory in two decades, seven Repub- 
licans were vying for the nomination. Then as now, the party was divided, 
though not as badly as the Democrats. Representing the moderate, interna- 
tionalist Eastern Establishment was New York's Governor Thomas E. Dewey, 
who had been the G .0 .p '~  forlorn hope against FDR in wartime 1944. The 
party's conservative Old Guard backed Senator Robert A. Taft of Ohio. 

There were several dark horses: California's liberal governor, Earl War- 
ren; General Douglas MacArthur, hero of the war in the Pacific; Michigan's 
Senator Arthur H. Vandenberg, backer of the Marshall Plan; Speaker of the 
House Joseph W. Martin, Jr., of Massachusetts; and Harold E. Stassen, former 
governor of Minnesota. 

Most newsmen and politicians regarded Dewey, nationally known, as the 
front-runner, even though he failed to stir the party faithful. "You can't make a 
souffle rise twice," observed one Washington wag. The nomination would not 
be decided until the Republican convention in Philadelphia that June. So un- 
important were primaries in 1948 that only Dewey and Stassen entered the 
opening contest, in New Hampshire on March 9, and Dewey never set foot in 
the state. Nevertheless, Stassen lost. 

But then a political bombshell exploded. In the April 6 Wisconsin primary, 
General MacArthur (who attended a Milwaukee high school in his boyhood) 
had been the five-to-one favorite. But Stassen, wrote journalist Irwin Ross, 
worked the state like "a Fuller Brush man canvassing a high-rise apartment 
house," traveling in a specially-equipped Greyhound bus. Only Dewey cam- 
paigned (briefly) against him. The result: Stassen won 19  delegates, MacAr- 
thur eight, Dewey zero. Suddenly, the New Yorker looked vulnerable. 

Stassen, anathema to most party leaders, had adopted what was, at  the 
time, a novel strategy. For more than a year, the tall, charismatic, 41-year-old 
Mmnesotan, a self-described "liberal," had been campaigning full time for the 
nomination, hoping that a few surprise primary victories would touch off a 
Stassen stampede in Philadelphia. 

Before the Nebraska primary, on April 13, Stassen surprised reporters and 

longer 'in the bag,'" declared Governor J. Strom Thurrnond of South 
Carolina. Soon, he would try to lead the "Dixiecrats" out of the party of 
Jefferson, Jackson, and FDR. 

Dewey, Taft, and other leading contenders for the 1948 Republican 
presidential nomination largely kept silent on racial issues. Although 
Dewey had supported civil rights in New York, he and other national 
Republican politicians were reluctant to alienate Southern whites, espe- 
cially whites already upset by Truman's stand on Taft-Hartley. 
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enraptured Corn Belt Republicans by proposing to outlaw the American Com- 
munist Party. He captured 43 percent of the Nebraska vote, embarrassing 
Dewey and the absentees-Taft, Warren, and Vandenberg. Business Week 
described "Your Next President: Harold Stassen." Then came Pennsylvania 
(April 27), where, virtually unopposed, he triumphed again. Stassen stumbled 
only when he boldly challenged Senator Taft in his home state of Ohio-thus 
violating a taboo that had 
kept rivals out of primaries 
in Dewey's New York and 
Warren's California. Taft 
won all but nine of the 23 
contested delegates. 

The do-or-die test for 
Dewey was the Oregon ori- 
nary on May 21. Stassen, Martin, Dewy. Taft, and Warren. 
Stassen's example, he trav- 
eled the state by bus, stopping to shake hands at every crossroads where a 
crowd could be gathered. In a national radio debate, held in Portland, Dewey 
pooh-poohed Stassen's proposal to outlaw the Communist Party: "I will never 
seek votes that way from free Americans," the New Yorker declared. 

Stassen lost. When the Republicans gathered in Philadelphia one month 
later, it was pretty much a Dewey-Taft race. The governor had proved his 
mettle in Oregon, capturing 52 percent of the vote. On the eighth floor of 
Philadelphia's Bellevue-Stratford Hotel, Dewey's well-organized team skillfully 
corralled delegates. Representative Charles A. Halleck of Indiana, thinking 
that he had been promised the vice-presidential slot, swung his state's delega- 
tion behind Dewey. Others followed. 

When the first ballot was taken on the afternoon of June 24, Dewey fell 
only 114 votes short of the 548 he needed. Taft had 224 votes, Stassen 157, 
Vandenburg 62, and Warren 59. A second ballot brought Dewey closer to 
victory. During an afternoon recess, Taft desperately telephoned Stassen from 
the Benjamin Franklin Hotel to ask for his delegates. The Minnesotan refused. 
It was all over. That evening, on the third ballot, Dewey won by acclamation. 
Surprising Charles Halleck, Dewey picked Earl Warren as his running mate. 

In Washington, Harry Truman remarked in private that Taft or Warren 
would have been stronger candidates. Dewey did not worry him. "Before this 
campaign is over," he vowed, "I will take the mustache off that fellow." 

Despite all his troubles, Truman's "approval" rating in the polls had 
risen well above 50 percent, propelled by his foreign policy decisions and 
the fading of the irritations of postwar reconversion. The economy was 
healthy; most shortages had ended; labor unrest had quieted. 

But then the president began to stumble again. Another batch of 
mediocre appointees, mounting discontent among whites in the South, 
and Henry Wallace's announcement in December 1947 that he would 
launch a "peace" candidacy for the White House-all of these hurt. 
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Overshadowing all else was the president's old handicap-he did not 
behave like a leader, like FDR. All too often, he suffered anew from self- 
inflicted wounds. Surveying Truman's prospects in March 1948, Time 
concluded that "Mr. Truman had often faced his responsibilities with a 
cheerful, dogged courage. But his performance was almost invariably 
awkward, uninspired and above all, mediocre." The man on the street, 
Time said, had decided that Truman "means well, but he don't do well." 

Especially damaging now were the administration's zigs and zags on 
the festering problem of Palestine. Truman was committed to the UNS 
1947 plan to divide the British protectorate into independent Jewish and 
Arab states. But, by early 1948, the State Department under George 
Marshall was fighting Truman's pro-Zionist approach at every opportu- 
nity. At one point, a U.S. delegate to the UN even announced that 
Washington no longer favored partition. Walter Lippmann, the leading 
columnist of the day, pronounced the disarray "a grave problem for the 
nation. The problem is [how] the affairs of the country are to be con- 
ducted by a president who has not only lost the support of his party but 
is not in control of his own administration." 

The Campaign Begins 

Surprisingly, it did not help Truman when the U.S. government 
became the first in the world to tender de facto recognition to Israel 
after the Jewish state proclaimed its existence on May 14, 1948. Diplo- 
matic recognition without U.S. emergency aid, at a time when Israel was 
hard beset by Arab armies, drew scorn from most dedicated Zionists. 
Jewish votes in New York, Illinois, and California might swing an elec- 
tion, and Wallace, as well as Republicans Dewey and Taft, had solid pro- 
Zionist records. Meanwhile, to many Americans less emotionally tied to 
Israel's fate, Truman looked once again like an opportunistic small-time 
politician who was playing to special interests. 

For all of these reasons-his lackluster performance, the gathering 
Southern revolt, the Wallace candidacy-the conviction that Truman 
would be a sure loser in November was sweeping through the disheart- 
ened cadres of the Democratic Party by the spring of 1948. 

The various elements of the party-Southern conservatives, main- 
stream liberals, organized labor, Catholic big-city bosses-were now 
united in only one endeavor: a desperate search for an alternative to 
Truman. Even FDR's sons, notably Representative James Roosevelt of 
California, joined in. They begged the new president of Columbia Univer- 
sity, General Dwight D. Eisenhower, to announce his availability. Never 
mind that Ike had staked out no public positions on the issues of the day. 
He was the hero of D-Day, with an aura of command. And the polls 
showed that he could beat anybody the Republicans might nominate. 
Eisenhower's admirers, like Governor Mario Cuomo's in recent times, 
would not take "no" for an answer. They persisted right up until the 
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Democratic convention in Philadelphia. 
We do not know exactly what Truman thought of his prospects 

during that difficult spring of 1948. Historians do know that he was 
determined to run and seek vindication. He would stand or fall on his 
strategy of rebuilding the Democratic coalition, hoping that defections on 
the Left and Right would not prove fatal. By now, he and his advisers 
had also decided on a campaign tactic-to present to the public not the 
Harry Truman who stumbled over prepared speeches on grand occa- 
sions, but the natural Harry Truman who was at his best speaking off- 
the-cuff to relatively small crowds. 

On June 4, the president set off on a "nonpolitical" cross-country 
train trip, ostensibly to accept an honorary degree and deliver the com- 
mencement address at the University of California at Berkeley. On the 
train, he was accompanied by some 60 print reporters and photogra- 
phers and 66 aides and support personnel-a far cry from the massive 
airborne White House entourages, burdened by TV equipment, of later 
presidents on tour. 

The trip was not always smooth; in Omaha, local arrangements 
were so badly botched that Truman wound up making a speech to a 
nearly empty auditorium. In Eugene, Oregon, he blundered into an ex- 
pression of sympathy for Josef Stalin: "I like old Joe! He is a decent 
fellow. But Joe is a prisoner o i the  Politburo." 

His missteps, however, turned out to be less important than his 
message. In one talk after another, he focused on domestic bread-and- 
butter issues. In the West, he contrasted his own support of water and 
power projects with alleged neglect by the Republican 80th Congress. In 
the cities, he attacked the Taft-Hartley Act and excoriated the Congress 
for failing to pass a strong housing bill. A remark at Albuquerque, New 
Mexico, summed up all the New Deal echoes: "The issue in this country 
is between special privilege and the people." 

His new style was on the whole a decided asset in the West. As only 
a few Washington reporters noted, Truman's folksiness and informality 
struck a responsive chord with the surprisingly large and friendly 
"whistlestop" crowds. He showed off his wife Bess and daughter Marga- 
ret. He got out of bed and, in bathrobe and pajamas, spoke to a late night 
crowd at Barstow, California. 

A spectator in Bremerton, Washington, caught the tone of the trip. 
"Pour it on, Harry!" he shouted. The president's response was quick: 
"I'm going to-I'm going to!" When Truman returned to the nation's 
capital on June 18, he was elated. His blood was up. The Democratic 
convention lay ahead, but the campaign of 1948 had already begun. 
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THE LAST HURRAH 

Gloom hung like a great invisible fog over the Democratic delegates 
who gathered in Philadelphia during the dog days of July for the party's 
1948 national convention. They saw nothing ahead but certain defeat in 
November. They behaved, reported the Associated Press, "as though 
they [had] accepted an invitation to a funeral." 

Three weeks earlier, during an exuberant session in the same city, 
the Republicans had triumphantly nominated "the next president of the 
United States," Governor Thomas E. Dewey of New York. California's 
genial governor, Earl Warren, the vice-presidential nominee, gave the 
ticket perfect East-West balance. Victory seemed assured. 

Former representative Clare Boothe Luce of Connecticut had epito- 
mized the G.O.E's confident mood. She had declared from the podium 
that Harry S. Truman, whom the Democrats seemed condemned to 
nominate, was a "gone goose." 

To the cheers of the assembled Republicans, Mrs. Luce had ex- 
plained why. The party of Franklin D. Roosevelt, she gleefully observed, 
was now split into three factions: "a Jim Crow wing, led by lynch-loving 
Bourbons . . . a Moscow wing, masterminded by Stalin's Mortirner 
Snerd, Henry Wallace. . . and a Pendergast wing run by the wampum 
and boodle boys. . . who gave us Harry Truman." 

Even as Mrs. Luce spoke in Philadelphia, Representative James 
Roosevelt of California, FDR's son, had been engaged in a final effort to 
persuade General Dwight D. Eisenhower, then president of Columbia 
University, to accept the Democratic nomination. A heterogeneous array 
of disenchanted labor leaders, Northern liberals, big-city bosses, and 
Southern conservatives backed his "dump Truman" drive.* Forty years 
ago, most delegates were not committed to candidates in advance by 
primary election votes as they are today. Party leaders might still have 
been able to deliver the nomination-if Dee wanted it. More than once, 
Eisenhower had declared that he was not interested; finally he said it 
with an exclamation point. 

On July 9, as the anti-Truman Democrats were preparing to stage a 
preconvention caucus in Philadelphia, the hero of D-Day telegrammed 
the dissidents: "I ask you to accept my refusal as final and complete, 
which it most emphatically is." 

As a final gesture, Senator Claude Pepper, a quixotic Florida liberal, 
*Among the disenchanted were South Carolina's Governor J. Strom Thurmond; Leon Henderson, chair- 
man of the liberal organization, Americans for Democratic Action; Walter Reuther, president of the United 
Auto Workers of America; and Chicago party boss Jack h e y .  
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Truman's plight, as depicted by a Chicago Tribune cartoonist in 1948. Later, 
the Tribune would print its famous "Dewey Defeats Truman" headline. 

tossed his own hat into the ring. A deep silence greeted-and ended- 
his candidacy. 

All drama, all suspense, indeed all hope, seemed to have been 
drained from the Democratic conclave even before it began. As the 
delegates assembled on Monday afternoon, July 12, wrote journalist k- 
win Ross in The Loneliest Campaign (1968), "the liveliest member of 
the Democratic party seemed to be the papier m2ch6 donkey, with its 
flashing electric eyes and wagging tail, which stood on the marquee of 
the Bellevue-Stratford," headquarters of the Truman forces. No band 
played in the lobby of the Bellevue-Stratford (or in the other hotel lob 
bies), the crowds were subdued, and bartenders complained that busi- 
ness was not half as brisk as it had been when the Republicans were in 
town. Many of the delegates gamely carried placards-ALL 48 in '48, 
KEEP AMERICA HUMAN WITH TRUMAN-but the messages 
seemed to mock reality. 

Adding to the Democrats' gloom was the sticky summer weather, 
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unrelieved by air conditioning, which was still a relatively rare amenity. 
Philadelphia's Convention Hall in mid-July was like the inside of a hot air 
balloon. New, but much in evidence, were the bulky TV cameras. (The 
G.0.R gathering three weeks earlier had been the first U.S. political 
convention ever televised.) TV was still in its infancy; stations in only a 
few Eastern cities, serving 400,000 households, broadcast the conven- 
tions. The TV lights further raised the temperatures inside Convention 
Hall; in other respects, the cameras would have little impact in 1948. 

On Monday, the only question seemed to be: Who would Truman 
be able to persuade to join him as running mate in a lost cause? Tru- 
man's aides had sounded out Supreme Court Justice William 0. Douglas, 
a darling of the liberals. But, on Monday morning, Douglas declined. 
Word got back to Truman that the former New Dealer (he had headed 
the Securities and Exchange Commission before FDR named him to the 
Court) said that he could not be a "No. 2 man to a No. 2 man." 

The Civil Rights Plank 

The matter was settled on Tuesday morning. A Truman spokes- 
man told reporters that the president would accept the Senate minority 
leader, Alben W. Barkley of Kentucky, "if the Democratic convention 
sees fit" to nominate him. Surprisingly, Truman's old Senate crony had 
actively lobbied behind the scenes for the nomination. 

The white-haired Barkley was 70 years old, and Truman said it 
took him five minutes to sign his name, but he was a colorful speechifier 
of the old school. He could stir audiences, especially Southern white 
audiences. Truman could use Barkley's talents. 

Indeed, when Barkley got the presidential nod, Truman still hoped 
that the angry Dixie Democrats-Mrs. Luce's "lynch-loving Bour- 
bons''-might be persuaded not to bolt the party. Just before the con- 
vention, Truman's lieutenants had tried to minimize the damage done by 
the president's own prior civil rights proposals (e.g., an antilynching law, 
abolition of the poll tax, a law barring segregation on interstate trains, 
airliners, and buses). They successfully lobbied for a mild civil rights 
statement in the proposed party platform. The statement called upon 
Congress to advance legal equality for blacks "to the limit of its constitu- 
tional powers9'-an escape clause for the Southerners, who argued that 
most proposed federal antisegregation initiatives would violate constitu- 
tional guarantees of states' rights. 

But as the convention got underway, the compromise plank sud- 
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University (1946 and 1947), and a n  M.A. (1948) and a Ph.D. (1951) from 
Yale University. He is  the editor of Off the Record: The Private Papers of 
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denly seemed to please neither Southerners nor liberals. The Southern- 
ers planned to introduce at least one substitute. And, on the second night 
of the convention, the Americans for Democratic Action (ADA),* a year- 
old organization of anti-Communist liberal activists, held its own fevered 
all-night strategy session. The members resolved to present a stronger 
plank to the convention. In effect, the plank would endorse Truman's 
own proposals. The ADA'ers, few of them professional politicians, 
begged Hubert H. Humphrey, the 37-year-old mayor of Minneapolis 
who was running for the Senate in 1948, to be their spokesman. Party 
elders warned Humphrey that he would split the party and sacrifice a 
promising career in national politics for a "crackpot" cause. But Hum- 
phrey rejected the warning. 

On the convention floor that Wednesday afternoon, the Northern 
big-city bosses, led by Ed Flynn of the Bronx, breezily announced their 
approval of the Humphrey-ADA proposal. They felt that a strong civil 
rights plank would not help Truman, who seemed to be beyond help, but 
it might bring out the black vote in their own local elections. Their 
general attitude, expressed succinctly in private, was "To hell with it 
all." That was the way the convention was going. 

As the steamy afternoon wore on, contending speakers took the 
podium to try to rally support for one of four new civil rights planks- 
three Southern, one liberal. The Southerners tried conciliation: Former 
governor Daniel Moody of Texas said that he sought only "the restora- 
tion of harmony in the Democratic party." But Hubert Humphrey, in a 
speech that won him national attention, chose confrontation. "The time 
has arrived," he declared, "for the Democratic party to get out of the 
shadow of states' rights." 

Pigeons of Peace 

The roll was called. The first Southern proposal went down to 
defeat, 925 to 309. Two more "states' rights" substitutes were shouted 
down in voice votes. Then, the roll was called for the Humphrey plank, 
and it squeezed through, 651V2 to 582V2. As a cacophony of huzzahs and 
boos filled the great hall, Handy Ellis, chairman of the Alabama delega- 
tion, signaled frantically for recognition from the convention chairman, 
Representative Sam Rayburn of Texas; he wanted to announce Ala- 
bama's walkout. Raybum refused to give Ellis the floor. The convention 
was suddenly in recess. 

When the convention resumed work that evening, Ellis got his wish. 
Half the Alabama delegates, and all of those from Mississippi, followed as 
the Alabaman cried, "We bid you goodbye!" and stalked out. The Solid 
South had fractured for the first time since Reconstruction. 

*Among the ADA's founders were scholars Reinhold Niebuhr, John Kenneth Galbraith, and Arthur M. 
Schlesinger, Jr.; Washington lawyers James H. Rowe, Jr., and Joseph L. Rauh, Jr.; and labor leaders David 
Dubinsky (of the International Ladies' Garment Workers' Union) and Walter Reuther. 
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Then, around 7:00 RM. the delegates got down to the anticlimactic 
business of formally nominating Truman and Barkley. "We're Just Mild 
About Harry," read several delegates' signs. The remaining Southerners 
chose to contest the inevitable by nominating Senator Richard Russell of 
Georgia, who obtained 263 votes to Truman's 947%. (The other V2 vote 
went to Paul McNutt, former governor of Indiana.) No one offered the 
traditional motion to make the vote unanimous. The Southerners were in 
no mood for such routine courtesies. 

By the time the convention was ready for Truman to make his 
appearance, the delegates were cross, wet with perspiration, and bone- 
tired. The radio networks were still ready to broadcast Truman's accep- 
tance speech, but the hour was late: 1:45 A.M., Thursday morning. 
Across the country, most radio listeners, earlier perhaps as exasperated 
as the delegates, were now far more comfortable-they were sound 
asleep. In the Midwest and the East, most morning newspapers were 
already printing their main editions. 

Then came the convention's crowning indignity. Mrs. Emma GufFey 
Miller, sister of former senator Joseph Guffey of Pennsylvania, had ar- 
ranged matters so that when the president appeared on the rostrum, 50 
"doves of peace" would swoop out from under a floral Liberty Bell. 

The president entered the hall to the strains of "Hail To The 
Chief," nattily attired in a white linen suit and two-tone shoes. The 
wilted delegates roused themselves to give him a standing ovation. As 
Truman consulted the notes for his address, the bird cage was opened, 
and instantly there were doves (i.e. pigeons) everywhere. Long cooped 
up, thirsty, the birds were as tired as the delegates; some were beyond 
fatigue-they were dead, and tumbled lifeless to the floor. 

The rest flapped wildly about. A couple of squadrons homed in on 
the shining bald head of Sam Raybum, prominent on the rostrum. He 
flailed his arms and the doves of peace started flying in all directions. 
Finally the coast-to-coast radio audience heard the Texan growl in de- 
spair, "Get those goddamned pigeons out of here." 

The Dixiecrat Challenge 

Then Truman began. And, to the surprise of newsmen, the man 
from Missouri brought the Convention Hall to life at two o'clock in the 
morning. "Senator Barkley and I will win this election and make those 
Republicans like it-don't you forget that!" he shouted. The delegates 
roared their approval. "It was the first time they had heard anybody say 
win' as if he meant it," commented Time later. 

"Never in the world were the farmers. . . as prosperous [as to- 
day]," Truman thundered, "and if they don't do their duty by the Demo- 
cratic party, they are the most ungrateful people in the world! And I'll 
say to labor just what I've said to farmers." 

He tore into the "worst" 80th Congress and issued a challenge to 
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Presidential candidates Henry A. Wallace and J. Strom Thurmond. 

its Republican majority: "On the 26th day of July, which out in Missouri 
we call Turnip Day,'* I am going to call Congress back and ask them to 
pass laws to halt rising prices, to meet the housing crisis-which they 
are saying they are for in their platform." Truman said he would propose 
some of his old favorites: federal aid to education, national health insur- 
ance, and a boost in the minimum wage, among other items. "They are 
going to try to dodge this responsibility," Truman predicted, "but what 
that 'worst' 80th Congress does in its special session will be the test of 
whether they mean what they say." 

Truman's evocation of the party's old-time religion cheered the 
Democrats enormously. "You can't stay cold about a man who sticks his 
chin out and fights," explained one delegate. The president's decision to 
put the Republican Congress on the spot was widely applauded. As they 
packed their bags late on Thursday, however, few delegates harbored 
any illusions that a single give-'em-hell speech would make much d l e r -  
ence on November 2. 

As if to hammer the point home, some 6,000 disaffected Southern- 
ers gathered that Saturday at a red brick municipal auditorium in Bir- 
mingham, Alabama, and cobbled together the States' Rights Democratic 
Party-Dixiecrats, for short. Waving Confederate flags and singing 
"Dixie," the assembled dissidents nominated Governor J. Strom Thur- 
mond, 46, of South Carolina for president, and Governor Fielding L. 
*Actually, the president fudged a bit. According to Missouri folklore: "On the 25th of July/Sow your 
turnips, wet or dry." In 1948, however, the 25th fell, inconveniently, on a Sunday. 
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Wright, 53, of Mississippi for vice president. 
The Dixiecrat platform denounced Truman's "infamous and iniqui- 

tous program [of] equal access to all places of public accommodation for 
persons of all races, colors, creeds and national origin," and extolled the 
doctrine of states' rights. This was not simply racist balderdash; Thur- 
mond, who was no yahoo, truly believed in the federalism of 1787. 
Unvoiced was the Southerners' lingering resentment of FDR's New 
Deal, which, they felt, had infringed upon state prerogatives and encour- 
aged Southern blacks to be "uppity." 

Most of the South's prominent elected Democrats-e.g., Senators 
Harry Byrd of Virginia and Richard Russell of Georgia-shunned the 
Dixiecrat convention. They were unenthusiastic about Truman, but they 
were not prepared to desert the national party. Still, the Dixiecrats 
seemed sure to attract many disaffected white Democratic voters in the 
South on Election Day-just as another Southerner, George C. Wallace, 
would attract them in another tumultuous year, 1968. 

Then, as expected, former vice president and Secretary of Com- 
merce Henry Wallace, 59, officially became the fourth important candi- 
date in the race.* On July 23, Wallace's party (it was nameless until the 
convention claimed the legacy of the turn-of-the-century Progressives) 
met in Philadelphia's Convention Hall. But Wallace drew a different 
crowd. The delegates, some 3,200 of them, were mostly earnest youths 
in blue jeans and open-necked sports shirts. Absent were all of the prom- 
inent liberal Democrats and labor leaders (e.g., Hubert Humphrey, Wal- 
ter Reuther) who had looked to him for leadership as recently as 1946. 

Reds and Pinks 

While these liberal Democrats had become anti-Communist as the 
Cold War worsened, Wallace had moved left, refusing, for example, to 
condemn the Soviet-backed coup in Czechoslovakia in early 1948. Sur- 
veying the world's ills, he chose to blame America first. And Wallace's 
campaign was clearly controlled by his best-organized supporters-the 
American Communist Party and its fellow travelers. When a delegate in 
Philadelphia naively proposed a resolution criticizing U.S. foreign policy, 
but stating that "it is not our intention to give blanket endorsement to 
the foreign policy of any nation [i.e. the Soviet Union]," Wallace's oper- 
atives quickly smothered it. 

Wallace tried to dampen the controversy over Communist influence 
in his campaign. But he was not helped by his running mate, Senator 
Glen Taylor, 44, a well-meaning but eccentric Idaho Democrat. (The 
former country singer serenaded the Progressives with "When You 
Were Sweet Sixteen.") Taylor explained that the Progressives wel- 
comed the votes of "pink" Communists who were advocates of nonvi- 
*The other minor party candidates were Norman M. Thomas (Socialist), Claude A. Watson (Prohibition), 
Edward A. Teichert (Socialist Labor), and Farrell Dobbs (Socialist Workers). 
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olent change, but spumed the votes of "red" Communists. Overall, the 
convention, with its accompanying Old Left slogans, was a public rela- 
tions debacle. 

Yet journalists were impressed by Wallace's ability, despite a 
wooden speaking style, to draw large crowds. He had been stumping the 
country for two years, and audiences had paid to hear him. In Philadel- 
phia, some 30,000 spectators, many of them brought down on special 
trains from New York, paid up to $2.60 apiece for seats in Shibe Park, 
where Wallace gave his acceptance speech. Wallace had no hope of 
winning on November 2 but, according to a Gallup poll taken in June, he 
might attract six percent of the vote-enough to sink Truman. 

Dewey's Calls for Unity 

As Wallace retreated to his farm ("Farvue") in South Salem, New 
York, not far from the Dewey farm in Pawling, to brood over the Phila- 
delphia disaster, the journalists shifted their attention to Washington. 

Summoned by the president, an unhappy Republican-controlled 
Senate and House assembled in the stifling heat of late July in the na- 
tion's capital. Truman greeted them with a New Deal speech, calling for 
standby price and wage controls, federal help for housing, and other 
measures. He also issued two landmark executive orders-one ending 
segregation in the armed forces, another protecting the rights of blacks 
in the civil service. 

As Truman had hoped, the special session quickly turned into a 
donnybrook among its G.0.E members. Representative Hugh Scott of 
Pennsylvania, the Republican Party's national chairman, urged action of 
some sort on Truman's proposals. So did Arthur H. Vandenberg, chair- 
man of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, who spoke to Senator 
Robert A. Taft, leader of the Republican conservatives. Taft would have 
none of it. "No," he replied, "we're not going to give that fellow [Tru- 
man] anything." 

To Truman's delight, the intramural G.0.E fracas spilled over onto 
the floors of the Senate and House. In the Senate, for example, Wiscon- 
sin's Joseph McCarthy clashed with fellow Republican Charles Tobey of 
New Hampshire over the latter's attempt to win passage of a generous 
public housing bill. McCarthy won. The two-week Turnip Session pro- 
duced little legislation of note. 

Dewey saw at once that he would have to be careful to hold to- 
gether his party's conservatives and moderates. During the campaign, 
the 46-year-old governor would avoid almost all domestic issues, choos- 
ing instead to issue statesmanlike calls for "unity" of party and nation. 

In a true act of statesmanship, Dewey also declared, in effect, that 
foreign policy would be off-limits as a campaign issue. On June 24, the 
very day that Dewey won the Republican nomination, the Soviet Union 
had suddenly closed off all land routes to West Berlin, isolated inside 
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Soviet-held territory. In late July, as U.S. Air Force transports were 
ferrying food and supplies to the beleaguered city, Dewey announced 
that "the present duty of Americans is not to be divided by past lapses, 
but to unite to surmount present dangers." 

The campaign began in earnest in mid-September. During the au- 
tumn, Dewey and Truman would each make three major trips, traveling 
exclusively by rail-the last U.S. presidential campaign so conducted. En 
route, each gave several hundred speeches, speaking from the rear plat- 
forms of his train to crowds gathered at small-town "whistle stops" 
along the way, and leaving the train for mass rallies organized by local 
party leaders in larger cities and towns. Some of the speeches were 
broadcast nationally on radio; very few were even locally televised. (In 
1948, only CBS offered TV news, a 15-minute evening broadcast.) 

Truman got started first, departing Washington's Union Station 
aboard his armored Pullman car, the Ferdinand Magellan, early on the 
morning of Friday, September 17. He headed through the Midwest and 
over the Rockies to San Francisco, with numerous stops along the way, 
then looped back through Arizona, Texas, Oklahoma, Missouri (his home 
state), Indiana, Kentucky, West Virginia, and returned to the capital, 
covering 18 states in 15 days. Sticking to his preconvention strategy, he 
came out swinging, and the crowds loved it. He lambasted the "do- 
nothing" 80th Congress. He said that G.0.E stood for Grand Old Plati- 
tudes. Also Gluttons of Privilege. The Republicans wanted "company- 
union unity." They wanted "two families in every garage." 

Truman dealt chiefly with four issues, all ignored, he announced, by 
the "good-for-nothing" 80th Congress: the high cost of living, the right 
of workingmen to join labor unions, the plight of the farmer, and, to a 
lesser extent, civil rights. As reporters noted, his goal was no mystery. 
He was trying to reassemble the New Deal coalition that had won four 
elections for FDR. 

Indeed, the president sometimes campaigned not against Dewey 
but against Herbert Hoover, reminding voters of the Great Depression: 
"You remember the Hoover cart. . . They said it is the only automobile 
in the world that eats oats." 

Wowing the Farmers 

With the notable exception of the miners' John L. Lewis, virtually 
all of the nation's union leaders (including Ronald Reagan of the Screen 
Actors' Guild) had finally endorsed the president after Philadelphia. Now, 
Truman sought to stir up the rank and file. In Akron, Ohio, the Rubber 
City, he said that the Republicans had merely gained their first anti-union 
objective when they passed the Taft-Hartley Act over his veto. In Hart- 
ford, Connecticut, he warned that the G.0.E favored "labor-baiting, 
union-hurting, yellow-dog open-shop contracts." 

And then there were the farmers. A case can be made that a minor 
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decision by the 80th Congress that spring, its refusal to allow the U.S. 
Commodity Credit Corporation to acquire more (costly) grain storage 
bins, threw the election to Truman. The grain harvest in 1948 was huge. 
Prices were tumbling; corn dropped from $2.46 a bushel in January 
1948 to $1.21 in November. The parity support level was $1.53, but 
with no bins available, farmers could not deposit their corn and collect 
parity payments. 

In his first major Corn Belt speech, at the National Plowing Contest 
in Dexter, Iowa, Truman excoriated the "reactionary" Republicans for 
"attacking the whole structure of price supports for farm products." 
After the president finished his prepared address, he told the throng how 
he could sow 160 acres of wheat "without leaving a skip." The farmers 
loved it. (In November he took Ohio, hitherto solidly Republican, proba- 
bly on the farm issue.) 

Truman was not a high-road campaigner. In retrospect some of his 
speeches in 1948 amounted to sheer demagoguery; in any case, they 
vastly exaggerated the sins of his Republican foes. One example: "If you 
let the Republican reactionaries get complete control of the Govern- 
ment," the president told a cheering crowd of 100,000 souls in Detroit's 
Cadillac Square, "I would fear. . . for our democratic institutions of free 
labor and free enterprise." 

No Anti-Communist Fevers, Yet 

Dewey, boarding his "Victory Special" in Albany, New York, to 
begin a cross-country tour on September 19, was unruffled by Truman's 
rhetorical excesses. To him, they seemed like shouts of angry despera- 
tion. Buoyed by the conventional wisdom of the day, the candidate sur- 
rounded himself with an aura of invincibility. "The governor of New 
York," observed Sidney Shallett in the Saturday Evening Post, "talks 
not like a man who wants to be President, but like a man who already 
is." The major opinion polls, which had accurately predicted every presi- 
dential winner since 1936 (notwithstanding the Literary Digest fiasco 
that year), gave Dewey a commanding lead. Newsmen covering the 
campaign generally agreed that it was all over but the inauguration. 

Even so, the governor did not seem to galvanize the crowds. Pol- 
ished, sonorous, he produced few sparks. His ambition was too obvious; 
he calculated everything. He was stiff with people-he was an "acquired 
taste," as Robert Donovan of the Republican New York Herald Tribune 
put it-and the imminence of the presidency seemed to increase his 
hauteur. During the G.O.P. primaries, Dewey had consented to a certain 
amount of campaign shenanigans; now, he refused to stoop so low as to 
don a 10-gallon hat or an Indian headdress. 

The governor's campaign strategy, such as it was, was to avoid 
splitting his party or raising issues that could cost him votes. His 
speechwriters eschewed any initiatives that might make trouble. They 
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FROM THE NEW DEAL TO REAGAN. 1940-80 

^/./^ (449 electoral votes) 

1948" 

Truman D. 
(303) 

Dewey R. 
( 189) 

Thurmond 
(39) 

Stevenson D. 
(89) 

Eisenhower R. 
(442) 

*Not shown: In 1948, a "faithless" Tennessee elector who was pledged to Truman cast his Electoral College vote for 
Thurmond. "Faithless" electors cast single votes for Wallace in 1968, Reagan in 1976. 
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0 Humphrey D. 
(191) 

Carter D. [Ã‘ 
(297) 

Ford R. 0 
(240) 

0 Carter D. 
(49) 

0 Reagan R. 
(489) 

NOTE: In 1968. '76. and '80. 
Alaska voted Republican. Hawaii 
Democratic. 

The story since 1940: An electoral potpourri, as old regional loyalties have eroded. 
The Democratic "Solid South" first broke up in 1948; the West began leaning 
Republican in 1952. Today, every candidate for the presidency, Democratic or 
Republican, must assemble a new coalition of voters. 
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wrote endlessly of "unity," and sometimes wrote of nothing at all. 
To a farm audience, Dewey said: "I pledge to you that your next 

administration will cooperate with the fanners of the country to protect 
all people from the tragedy of another Dust Bowl." 

On conservation: "I propose that we develop a national policy that 
will really save our forests through federal, state, and local cooperation." 

At a political dinner: "The highest purpose to which we could dedi- 
cate ourselves is to rediscover the everlasting variety among us." 

Truman was fortunate in that Dewey chose not to exploit the first 
startling revelations about Soviet spies in high places that had already 
made headlines that summer. Testifying before the House Un-American 
Activities Committee, Elizabeth Bentley and Whittaker Chambers, two 
former Communists, had implicated Alger Hiss, a onetime Roosevelt 
appointee in the U.S. State Department, and other former Washington 
officials. Truman, off the cuff, dismissed it all as a "red herring." But 
Dewey, reporters noted, stirred the loudest applause when he happened 
to raise the issue, even though his rhetorical sallies were restrained. "I 
suggest you elect an administration that simply won't appoint any [Com- 
munists] in the first place," the governor said in Los Angeles. 

In 1949, China would fall to Mao Zedong, and the United States 
would soon be swept by anti-Communist fevers. Republicans would ask, 
"Who lost China?" and point to softies or worse in the Truman adrninis- 
tration. In 1950, Senator McCarthy would charge that the U.S. State 
Department employed 205 "card-carrying Communists." 

Dewey Loses His Cool 

However, in the fall of 1948, Dewey seemed to feel that he did not 
need to invoke the Red Menace or any other menace in order to win. 

In mid-October, each candidate, making the last foray of the cam- 
paign, boarded a train for a whistle-stop tour of the Midwest.* Dewey's 
advisers urged him to take the gloves off. Like many newsmen, they had 
noted that Dewey's crowds were smaller and less enthusiastic than the 
president's. But Dewey held to the high road. Few reporters or editors 
questioned his strategy; they simply refused to believe that Truman 
could win. Newsweek had the most ingenious explanation: "In every 
[prior] campaign Governor Dewey had entered he had lost when the 
crowds were big and won when the crowds were small." 

On October 12, losing his cool, Dewey hurt himself mightily. At 
Beaucoup, Illinois, his campaign train suddenly started to back up into 
the crowd. No one was hurt. Dewey, however, blurted out, "That's the 
first lunatic I've had for an engineer. He probably ought to be shot at 
sunrise, but I guess we can let him off." Television was not needed to 
make the incident a gaffe of national proportions. Newspapers relayed 
*Dewey and Truman largely avoided the Deep South, conceding it to Thurmond. But Wallace bravely 
campaigned there and, for his pains, was pelted with eggs on several occasions. 
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Dewey's words quickly enough. It did not help the governor with the 
labor vote. To the International Ladies' Garment Workers' Union, on 
October 21, Truman remarked, "He objects to having engineers back 
up. He doesn't mention, however, that under the 'Great Engineer' [Hoo- 
ver] we backed up into the worst depression in our history." 

The polls did not reflect these difficulties. Elmo Roper, of the Roper 
poll, had quit taking samples as early as September 9, with the comment 
that only a "political convulsion" could prevent Dewey from winning. 
The Crossley poll showed 49.9 percent for Dewey, 44.8 for Truman. 
Gallup on October 30 produced about the same results. 

The polls were, in effect, endorsed by 50 top political writers que- 
ried by Newsweek-David Lawrence, Arthur Krock, Walter Lippmann, 
James Reston-and they all picked Dewey to win. Moreover, Dewey 
had 65 percent of the daily newspapers' editorial endorsements, includ- 
ing those of the New York Times and the St. Louis Post-Dispatch; 
Truman had 15  percent. To journalists and politicians alike, it still looked 
like a cakewalk for Dewey. 

Voting Tor' and 'Against' 

On election night, November 2, New York Times reporter Cabell 
Phillips, later a Truman biographer, was as sanguine as most of his 
colleagues in the home office about what the morning headlines would 
say. After work, he decided to take in a Broadway show. At the second 
intermission he strolled to a bar for refreshment. There he heard a radio 
newscast-a jumble of vote totals, precinct numbers, names of states. 
Then, "with a swallow of Scotch just on its way past the windpipe," he 
heard a report that caused him to gasp. "Truman's lead now looks 
almost unassailable. If he can hold his edge in Ohio. . . ." Coughing and 
choking, Phillips slapped a dollar on the bar and sprinted for the Times 
newsroom three blocks away. He was not alone in his surprise. 

The outcome was not clear until the following morning at 9:30, 
when the final Ohio tally came in. Nationally, it was 24.2 million for 
Truman versus 22 million for Dewey. Wallace and Thurmond each 
polled some 1.2 million votes, and Thurmond siphoned off Alabama, 
South Carolina, Mississippi, and Louisiana. (Truman carried the rest of 
the traditionally Democratic South.) Henry Wallace won no states but, 
thanks to his appeal to the Left, apparently deprived Truman of victories 
in New York, Michigan, and Maryland, and almost cost him California. 

Despite his two million vote margin, the president had just 
squeaked through. A cumulative shift of only 30,000 votes apportioned 
among Ohio, Illinois, and California would have given Dewey a majority 
in the Electoral College. (The final count gave Truman 303 electoral 
votes, Dewey 189, and Thurmond 39.) The Democrats also handily 
reclaimed both houses of Congress: gaining majorities of 54 to 42 in the 
Senate, 263 to 171 in the House. 
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The journalistic post-mortems, of course, featured the eating of 
crow. The Alsop brothers, columnists Stewart and Joseph, asked that 
theirs be fricasseed. The pollsters were red-faced. One of their big er- 
rors: ignoring the "undecided" voters. 

What group of voters had proved decisive? 
"Labor did it," were Truman's first words when he walked into the 

Hotel Muehlebach in Kansas City, Missouri, on the morning after the 
election. Taft-Hartley, whatever its worth as legislation, was noxious 
political medicine for the Republicans. Labor union cadres worked hard 
to get Democratic voters to the polls, accomplishing what the weakened 
big-city political machines were increasingly unable to do. But labor's 
power, too, was limited. Truman lost four of the biggest industrial states 
to Dewey-New York, Pennsylvania, Michigan, and New Jersey. There- 
after, as union militancy (and, later, membership) declined, the "labor 
vote" would become increasingly fragmented. 

One of the great surprises of the election was Truman's victory in 
such Republican Corn Belt states as Iowa and Ohio. The storage bin 
issue helped him, as did his seemingly anachronistic whistle-stop cam- 
paigning in Ottawa, Fostoria, and other small towns in Ohio and else- 
where. The 1948 election may have signaled the last decisive vote by 
farmers, then 17 percent of the population (but only two percent today). 

Journalist Samuel Lubell, writing four years after the election, ar- 

Twenty years after Truman's 1945 plea for national health insurance, Presi- 
dent Lyndon B. Johnson signed Medicare (for the elderly) into law in Inde- 
pendence, Mo. Truman and Vice President Hubert H Humphrey help out. 
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gued persuasively that, contrary to most predictions, the Thurmond and 
Wallace campaigns actually helped elect Truman. Reaction to the Dixie- 
crat specter stirred black (and Jewish) voters to turn out and pull the 
Democratic lever. "Negroes felt if they didn't support Truman, no other 
politician would ever defy the Southerners again," one Harlem editor 
told Lubell. Truman's appeal among big-city Catholics, meanwhile, bur- 
geoned in reaction to Wallace's acceptance of Communist support. Ac- 
cording to Lubell, Catholics voted in great numbers in 1948 (a year of 
generally low turnout), and those in many Boston wards and several 
other locales gave even more votes to Truman than they had given to 
FDR or to A1 Smith, one of their own, 20 years earlier. 

The Checkered Future 

The truth may be that no single group of voters put Truman over 
the top. The election was too close, there were too many "what 8s." 
This much is clear. Truman did manage to accomplish his goal: He 
rallied a sufficient remnant of FDR's New Deal coalition of fanners, 
union workers, blacks, poor Southern whites, and Northern liberals. 

But the narrow margin of victory showed how difficult that task had 
now become. 

Indeed, in 1952, beset by a Red Scare and an unpopular war in 
Korea, Truman would choose not to run for a second full term, in part 
because he saw that he would need to repeat the 1948 miracle. The 
Democratic candidate that year, Illinois' liberal governor, Adhi Steven- 
son, was swamped by the G.O.E's Dwight D. Eisenhower and the Re- 
publicans' assault on Truman's record-"Korea, Communism, and Cor- 
ruption," or K, Cy. The Illinois Democrat, who soft-pedaled civil rights, 
carried nine Southern and border states (and none elsewhere in the 
country), but Ike took Florida, Texas, Virginia, and Oklahoma. When 
Stevenson tried again in 1956, Eisenhower's margin of victory grew. 

The Republicans, it should be noted, were not able to translate the 
frailties of the national Democratic Party into sweeping gains in state 
and local elections. Only briefly, during 1953-55, did the G.0.E control 
both houses of Congress. And the retirement of Eisenhower, who en- 
joyed vast personal popularity, helped the Democrats. Stirring his fellow 
Catholics, John F. Kennedy would narrowly win one for the Democrats in 
1960, and President Lyndon B. Johnson would overwhelm Senator Barry 
Goldwater, a conservative Republican, in 1964. 

But these Democratic victories did not permanently heal the divi- 
sions that first split the national party in 1948. 

In 1968, amid turmoil over race relations and Vietnam, the Solid 
South finally fell apart. Vice President Hubert H. Humphrey, the liberal 
hero of 1948, carried only Texas in the Old Confederacy in his ill-starred 
race against the Republicans' Richard M. Nixon, and against George C. 
Wallace of Alabama, candidate of the American Independent Party. 
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Thereafter, no Democratic nominee could count on Southern votes. 
The left-center ideological gap that Henry Wallace opened among 

Democrats over issues of "peace" and coping with Communist advances 
overseas closed up under the Korean War's impact, only to reappear in 
more painful form during the Vietnam conflict. In 1972, Wallace's spiri- 
tual heir, George McGovern, captured the Democratic nomination on a 
"peace" platform; he lost every state but Massachusetts (and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia) to Richard Nixon. Ever since, the national party has 
been at war with itself, as liberal Northerners have vied with moderate 
Southerners for control of the party. 

Even as the Democrats' party organization (and, to a lesser extent, 
the Republicans') began to weaken four decades ago, voters' partisan 
loyalties began to fade. "Independent" voters, who constituted perhaps 
20 percent of the electorate in 1948, now account for 30 percent of the 
total. Every presidential candidate, especially every Democrat, today 
must assemble an entire national electoral coalition anew. Black Ameri- 
cans still vote Democratic; but virtually every other voter seems to be 
up for grabs: In 1980, Ronald Reagan, a conservative California Republi- 
can running against Jimmy Carter of Georgia, managed to capture all of 
the South except Carter's home state, as well as nearly half the votes of 
all union members. 

Higher levels of education and affluence, especially in the South, 
explain some of the erosion of party loyalty. In the growing white s u b  
urbs of Atlanta, Dallas, and Orlando, sons and daughters of lifelong Dem- 
ocrats now sometimes do the unthinkable and vote Republican; in the 
North, middle-class Protestants are no longer moored to the G.0.E 

Equally important has been the transformation of the business of 
politics. In 1948, as during the previous 75 years, Americans could 
expect to find a dutiful party worker on the doorstep, asking for votes; 
but during the next presidential campaign, the candidates themselves 
were coming right into voters' living rooms via television. 

When a newsman asked Truman, in a post-election news confer- 
ence, whether TV coverage had influenced the outcome, the other print 
journalists present laughed out loud. Truman said that he wished that it 
had. However, just four years later, an estimated 60 million TV viewers 
watched Richard M. Nixon's famed "Checkers" speech; the California 
representative's emotional response to charges that he maintained a 
campaign slush fund sparked an outpouring of public support that per- 
suaded Dwight Eisenhower to keep him on the G.0.E ticket as his 
running mate. Not always in such obvious ways, television after 1948 
would alter forever the course of American politics and shape the desti- 
nies of individual politicians seeking higher office. 
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THE 1948 
"Already the Truman mythmakers are 
at work, glorifying here, touching up 
there, and busily digging up signs of 
'early promise.'" 

So complained journalists Robert S. 
Alien and William V. Shannon in The 
Truman Merry-Go-Round (Van- 
guard, 1950), published soon after the 
president's triumph at the polls in 1948. 

Emboldened by his victory, the au- 
thors said, Truman had broken through 
his "outer shell of submissiveness and ti- 
midity." Yet, they insisted, the "new" 
Truman was still a mediocrity-an inept 
politician and an uninspiring leader. 

As surprising as it may seem to Arner- 
icans who now remember Truman as the 
jaunty, straight-talking man from Mis- 
souri, this harsh post-1948 assessment 
was widely shared at the time. Truman's 
"approval" rating in the polls never ex- 
ceeded 32 percent between 1950 and 
1953, when he left office after deciding 
not to seek another term. (Truman later 
said that he had privately ruled out a re- 
election bid after his 1948 victory.) 

It would be more than a decade later, 
as the nation endured the travails of 
Vietnam and the Watergate scandal, be- 
fore journalists and academics began to 
see Truman as he had always hoped they 
would. Yet, the Truman literature re- 
mains uneven in quality and coverage. 

Plain Speaking: An Oral Biogra- 
phy of Harry S. Truman (Putnam's, 
1973), a best seller by journalist Merle 
Miller that appeared one year after the 
ex-president's death, did much to revive 
Truman's popular reputation. 

When he was in the White House, 
Truman told Miller, "I just never got to 
thinking that I was anything special. It's 
very easy to do that in Washington, and 
I've seen it happen to a lot of fellas." 
Moreover, he assured the author, he had 
never abused his official privileges- 
even buying his own three-cent postage 

ELECTION 
stamps to mail his personal letters. 

Truman's dignified two-volume mem- 
oir, Year of Decisions and Years of 
Trial and Hope (Doubleday, 1955, 
1956), reflects little of his personality 
and suffers (as does Plain Speaking) 
from his idiosyncratic memory. Truman 
claims credit, for example, for the strong 
civil rights plank that liberal Democrats 
forced into the 1948 party platform. 

Why did Truman fail to win over the 
Congress and the American people after 
his electrifying victory in 1948? 

He returned to the capital from Mis- 
souri by train on November 4, 1948, 
greeted by a cheering crowd numbering 
in the hundreds of thousands. Liberals 
were elated: The voters had also re- 
stored the Democrats to power in both 
houses of Congress. 

"Convinced that their cause was 
right," observes Alonzo L. Hamby in 
Beyond the New Deal: Harry S. 
Truman and American Liberalism 
(Columbia, 1973), "the progressives 
never perceived that the public might be 
indifferent to their program." In fact, 
many voters favored the status quo; they 
had cast their ballots against the radical 
Washington "housecleaning" promised 
by Dewey's Republicans. 

One by one, during 1949 and after- 
ward, Truman's "Fair Deal" initiatives 
met stalemate or defeat on Capitol Hill. 
Attempts to repeal the "anti-union" 
Taft-Hartley Act failed; civil rights pro- 
posals were sidetracked; Truman's na- 
tional health insurance scheme never got 
off the ground. 

In The Truman Presidency (forth- 
coming), a useful collection of papers 
presented at a Wilson Center conference 
and edited by Michael J. Lacey, historian 
Robert GrifKth argues that the Fair Deal 
was snuffed out by a concerted lobbying 
effort mounted by Big Business, deter- 
mined to shape a "new postwar order" 
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after nearly two decades of New Deal 
intervention in the economy. 

As Earl Latham shows in The Com- 
munist Controversy in Washington: 
From the New Deal to McCarthy 
(Harvard, 1966), the capital was also in- 
creasingly distracted by a Red Scare. In 
1949, the Soviet Union exploded its first 
atomic bomb, and China fell. In 1950, ac- 
cused spy Alger Hiss was convicted of 
perjury; Senator Joseph McCarthy 
charged that the State Department was 
riddled with Communists; and Julius and 
Ethel Rosenberg were arrested for pass- 
ing atomic secrets to Moscow. 

Whatever prospects remained for the 
Fair Deal vanished on the afternoon of 
June 24, 1950, when 90,000 Soviet- 
backed North Koreans began a surprise 
invasion of South Korea. 

Secretary of State Dean Acheson had 
implied only months earlier that the 
United States would not defend South 
Korea if the Communists attacked, notes 
Robert J. Donovan in his detailed chroni- 
cles of the Truman era, Conflict and 
Crisis and Tumultuous Years (Nor- 
ton, 1977, 1982). 

As demoralized South Korean troops 
fell back toward Pusan on the south 
coast, the president authorized the use 
of U.S. sea and air power to aid them. 
After the United Nations called for inter- 
national help on June 27, Truman sent 
U.S. troops from Japan. By early August, 
some 47,000 G.I.'s were desperately de- 
fending the Pusan Perimeter. 

Despite several years of Cold War 
tensions, the United States was ill-pre- 
pared. During the summer of 1950, re- 
serve and National Guard units were 
hastily mobilized for active duty. Unlike 
Lyndon B. Johnson, who sent troops to 
Vietnam some 15 years later, Truman 
told his countrymen that they could not 
have both guns and butter. As Donald 
R. McCoy observes in The Presidency 
of Harry S. Truman (Univ. Press of 

Kansas, 1984), he put the Fair Deal on 
hold and raised taxes. 

Like LBJ, however, Truman never 
asked Congress to approve his U.S. 
troop commitment-the beginning, ar- 
gues historian Arthur Schlesinger, Jr., of 
the post-World War I1 Imperial Presi- 
dency (Houghton, 1973). 

In South Korea that September, even 
as Pusan remained under siege, General 
Douglas MacArthur ordered his famous 
"end run" amphibious assault on Inchon, 
landing 70,000 Marines and soldiers 
deep behind enemy lines, near the 38th 
Parallel that divided North and South 
Korea. The UN forces then recaptured 
Seoul and virtually destroyed Kim I1 
Sung's People's Army. 

It was an "astonishing achievement," 
observes David Rees in his classic ac- 
count of Korea: The Limited War (St. 
Martin's, 1964), but, in retrospect, an 
ambiguous one. The rout of the North 
Koreans encouraged Washington and the 
UN to allow an optimistic MacArthur to 
cross the 38th Parallel. 

In late November, as the UN columns 
swept toward the Yalu River (Korea's 
border with China), Beijing entered the 
war, throwing some 300,000 "volun- 
teers" against the overextended UN 
forces. The battered U.S. Eighth Army 
fell back 275 miles, "the longest [re- 
treat] in American military history," ac- 
cording to Rees, while the surrounded 
First Marine Division desperately fought 
its way south to the sea in the heroic 
Chosin Reservoir campaign. Seoul was 
lost. Eventually, the UN forces re- 
grouped and pushed the Communists 
back to the 38th Parallel, but the bloody 
war of attrition would devastate Korea 
and cost 32,629 American lives in battle 
before it ended in July 1953. 

In the United States, the stunning set- 
back, along with MacArthur's increas- 
ingly public demands that Truman carry 
the war to China itself, shook Washing- 
ton and touched off what historians call 
"the Great Debate." 
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BACKGROUND BOOKS: THE 1948 ELECTION 

As Richard Rovere and Arthur Schle- 
singer, Jr., wrote in The General and 
the President (Farrar, 1951), the Re- 
publicans, who had backed Truman's 
original intervention in Korea, now at- 
tacked him. Senator Robert A. Taft and 
other neo-isolationists clamored for war 
with China, yet opposed a permanent 
U.S. military presence in Western Eu- 
rope under the new North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization (NATO). Public dis- 
content over Truman and his costly 
"limited war" became widespread. In 
April 1951, after Truman finally fired 
MacArthur for insubordination, the gen- 
eral enjoyed a hero's welcome when he 
addressed a joint session of Congress. 

Frustrated by Korea and alarmed by 
the Red Menace at home, the country 
was in a sour mood during the 1952 
presidential campaign. The G.O.l?'s 
Dwight D. Eisenhower ran as  the 
"peace" candidate. At the same time, 
however, Ike promised to abandon Tru- 
man's "negative, futile and immoral" 
policy of containment, and to pursue the 
liberation of Soviet-occupied Eastern 
Europe-a notion that faded after Elec- 
tion Day. 

As journalist Samuel Lubell reported 
in The Revolt of The Moderates 
(Harper, 1956), the Democratic cam- 
paign theme in 1952-"You Never Had 
It So Good''-backfired. Many Ameri- 
cans felt guilty about "blood money" 
reaped from the war boom. 

On Election Day, the voters chose Ike 
by a landslide over Adlai E. Stevenson, 
and sent G.O.P. majorities to both 
houses of Congress. Twenty years of 
Democratic rule had ended. 

"I suppose," Truman said in his fare- 
well address in January 1953, "that his- 
tory will remember my term in office as 
the years when the 'cold war' began to 

overshadow our lives." 
In fact, only six years later, historian 

William Appleman Williams fired the 
first shot in what was to become a peri- 
odic battle between "revisionist" and 
"post-revisionist" scholars: Who was to 
blame for the Cold War? 

In The Tragedy of American Di- 
plomacy (World, 1959), Williams 
blamed Truman's pursuit of a century- 
old U.S. policy of "imperial expansion." 
Stalin, he said, sought only postwar re- 
construction of his country and security 
against foreign attack. In The Limits of 
Power (Harper, 1972), Joyce and Ga- 
briel Kolko led the revival of such argu- 
ments, which enjoyed a vogue in aca- 
deme during the Vietnam War. 

But in The United States and the 
Origins of the Cold War, 1941- 
1947 (Columbia, 1972), John Lewis 
Gaddis replied that while American offi- 
cials exaggerated the Soviet threat, they 
did so only after efforts to placate Stalin 
had failed. And he pointed out that 
Americans could "bring themselves to 
accept a large peacetime military estab 
lishment" only after several shocks cul- 
minating in North Korea's surprise at- 
tack on its southern neighbor. 

Truman's foreign policy legacy in- 
cluded military aid to U.S. allies (includ- 
ing the French in Indochina) and eco- 
nomic assistance to the Third World. He 
helped create the United Nations 
(1945), the World Bank (1945), the In- 
ternational Monetary Fund (1946), and 
NATO (1949). In so doing, writes Rob 
ert A. Pollard in Economic Security 
and the Origins of the Cold War, 
1945-1950 (Columbia, 1985), the 
man from Missouri ensured Western se- 
curity and fostered an open world econ- 
omy that, for all its flaws, has "yielded 
unprecedented prosperity." 
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