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Left and Right in the 1948 Election 
One of the most famous and poignant photographs in history shows 

a beaming and vindicated Harry Truman holding up an early day-after-
election edition of the Chicago Tribune. Its bold but erroneous headline 
reads "DEWEY DEFEATS TRUMAN." Later returns from the previous 
day revealed that incumbent Democrat Truman took over 24 million 
votes to just under 22 million for his Republican challenger. Truman's 
share of all popular votes was a substantial plurality, but most 1948 
voters (50.41 percent) voted for his Republican and third-party oppo
nents. Later the electoral college would cast 303 for Truman, 189 for 
Dewey, and thirty-nine for Dixiecrat Strom Thurmond. 

The two important transient parties of 1948, the Progressive party 
on the left and the States' Rights Democratic party (Dixiecrats) from the 
right, clearly did not determine who won, for initially they had jeop
ardized Truman's candidacy, not Dewey's. The third-party standard-
bearers were disappointed with the results. Progressive Henry Wallace 
in particular seems to have entered the race really hoping to win. The 
thwarted Dixiecrats had aimed to deny Harry Truman a majority of 
electors, thus throwing the decision to the House where southern pressure 
might water down Democratic civil rights commitments. These two 
third-party campaigns were significant challengers anyway, together tak
ing nearly 5 percent of the vote. Given the passing of World War II, 
the nation's return to prosperity, and the narrow range and inherent 
controversy of these two third parties' primary interests, their November 
showings were rerharkable. 

The Progressives mainly intended to nip the Cold War in the bud 
before it could proceed further. They were in fact the first third party 
ever organized to protest foreign policy.13 Foreign policy as an issue is, 
except during war, almost always secondary, at most, in the voters' 
range of political interests. Dixiecrats had real concern about the liberal 
constitutencies collected within the Democrats' New Deal coalition, 
about the prounion, anti-business drift of the national Democrats; but 
the Dixiecrats came to life as a party in protest of the national Democrats' 
developing commitments for civil rights. Dixiecrats proclaimed them
selves to be the true Democrats, a corrective mechanism for the national 
major party far more than a deliberately created long-term third party. 
The essence of their insurgency—segregation, white supremacy, and 
states' rights—confined their appeal almost entirely to the South. 

Henry Wallace gathered 2.38 percent of the national returns in the 
45 states, all except Illinois, Nebraska, and Oklahoma, where his name 
appeared. In New York state, where he ran on the line of the locally 
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T h e P o l i t i c a l O d y s s e y o f L y n d o n L a R o u c h e 

History never fully repeats itself, of course; but there are some in
triguing parallels between Father Coughlin and his'closest followers 
and Lyndon La Rouche, Jr. (also known as Lyn Marcus) and his very 
secretive "La Rouchians." You are not likely to see much of La Rouche 
himself in the immediate future; as of this writing he is serving a 
fifteen-year term in federal prison for mail fraud and conspiracy to 
defraud the Internal Revenue Service (La Rouche's cellmate for a 
while was disgraced former televangelist Jim Bakker). You may re
member La Rouche's paid television messages during recent presi
dential campaigns in which he set forth a strange tale of Queen 
Elizabeth's involvement with drugs, KGB links to Walter Mondale, 
and a 3,000-year-old global conspiracy, now led by Henry Kissinger, 
which could be undone only by the "neo-PIatonic guardian" La 

Rouchians. 
La Rouche began his political activism in the late 1940s as part 

of the Socialist Workers party, a Trotskyist Marxist-Leninist group. 
He had ties with various elements of the New Left in the 1960s. In 
1976 he won 40,041 votes as nominee of his own nominally Marxist 
U.S. Labor party. That party made the ballot of twenty-four states 
plus the District of Columbia. 

During the 1970s he rapidly swerved from far left to radical right. 
By 1978 he was saying that "it is not necessary to call oneself a fascist. 
It is simply necessary to. be one." La Rouche and,the La Rouchians 
became decidedly anti-Semitic in their rhetoric. They had been 
known to spy upon, and are said to have infiltrated and destabilized, 
many leftist groups. They were in close contact with certain people 
in the Pentagon and the National Security Council during the first 
Reagan term. A Pentagon official praised the La Rouchians as a "con
servative group . . . very supportive of the [Reagan] administration." 

During the 1980s La Rouche and his followers largely eschewed 
the third-party approach, finding it more profitable to enter state 
party primaries and to utilize the open and accessible presidential 
selection methods now used by Democrats (and Republicans), to 
penetrate the Democratic party. When in the 1986 Illinois Democratic 
primary two La Rouchians defeated party-endorsed "real Democrats" 
for lieutenant governor and secretary of state, Adlai Stevenson III, 
the Democratic gubernatorial nominee, felt impelled to distance 
himself from the La Rouchians by withdrawing from the Democratic 
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line. Stevenson stood, unsuccessfully, as an independent. The GOP 
reaped the benefits from this Democratic debacle. La Rouchians were 
instrumental in convincing 2 million California voters to embrace 
an initiative proposition, ultimately defeated, for quarantining AIDS 
patients. La Rouche himself has collected millions in taxpayer-
supplied federal matching funds in his campaigns for president. 

La Rouche ran minor third-party or independent campaigns in 
1988 and again (this time from his prison cell) in 1992. 

Sources: Dennis King, Lyndon La Rouche and the New American Fascism (New 
York: Dftubleday, 1988); David Corn, "Lyndon Who?" The Nation, 248 (June 26, 
1989), 896-898; and Paul L. Montgomery, "One Man Leads U.S. Labor Party on 
its Erratic Path," New York Times, October 8, 1979. 

influential American Labor party, Henry Wallace took 44 percent of all 
the votes he won in 1948. 

The Dixiecrats took their 2.40 percent national share from just sev
enteen states. Nearly 99 percent of Thurmond's votes came from the 
eleven states that had joined the Confederacy during the Civil War. Unlike 
the more nationally based Progressives, the Dixiecrats' regional base 
yielded some electoral votes: the thirty-eight belonging to Alabama, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, and South Carolina plus the vote of one Dem
ocratic faithless elector from Tennessee. The Dixiecrats were the first and 
only third party since the Civil War to claim a bigger share of electoral 
than of popular votes. In much of the Deep South, sympathetic Dem
ocratic establishments arranged for Thurmond and his running mate, 
Mississippi Governor Fielding Wright, to run as Democrats rather than 
Dixiecrats in their states. Their victories in Alabama and Louisiana 
probably were due to their appearance on the Democratic line.14 Despite 
the concerted effort of their populist Democratic Governor Jim Folsom, 
November voters in Alabama did not even have the Truman option. 
Alabamians could vote for Thurmond or Dewey, for Prohibition's Claude 
Watson or even Progressive nominee Henry Wallace. But there was no 
slate of Alabama electors pledged to the sitting president who won the 
nation that year. 

It is quite possible that without the Wallace and Thurmond factors, 
Truman might have drubbed Dewey by 416 electoral votes to 115 rather 
than by the much smaller margin actually turned in by the 1948 electors. 
Had there been no Dixiecrat revolt, Truman probably would have taken 
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those thirty-nine electors that cast for Thurmond. In New York, Mi
chigan, and Maryland, states that collectively owned seventy-four elec
toral votes for president, Wallace's third-party tallies were larger than 
Republican Dewey's margin of victory over Truman. It cannot, of course; 
be proven that without Wallace enough of these votes would have been 
Truman's to give the three states to the Democrat; but many historians 
speculate that Dewey was indebted to Wallace for his victories in all 
three of these states. 

1948 PROGRESSIVE The Progressives of 1948 were, as many older 
Americans still recall, among the most controversial transient parties ever 
to surface in American politics. The writing of their history even now 
evokes a lot of passion. These Progressives, unlike their Dixiecrat coun
terparts, did not begin as a group in an act of secession from the national 
Democrats. They did share with the Dixiecrats an important taproot in the 
Democratic party. Henry Wallace himself had been a prominent Demo
cratic New Dealer, the secretary of agriculture during FDR's first and 
second terms and vice-president during his third. Roosevelt replaced him 
with Truman on the 1944 ticket but then appointed Wallace secretary of 
commerce. Wallace broke with President Truman, who fired him at Com
merce in 1946, and that December Wallace and others seeking the creation, 
of a new third party set up the Progressive Citizens of Americas-Tlje^Vo-
gressives met for an important strategy session in Chicago in January of 
1948, then formally launched their new Progressive party in Philadelphia 
in July. In Philadelphia Idaho Senator Glen Taylor took the Progressives' , 
nomination for vice-president. Wallace's running mate had been, like the 
man at the ticket's top, prominent in national Democratic circles. 

But there was something else about the personality of the 1948 
Progressive party. That party was one of the last hurrahs for a global 
Communist strategy first laid out in 1935 by Moscow, by the international 
association of Soviet-directed Communist parties called the Comintern, 
and in the United States by the Communist Party-USA. The line of the 
Communist Party-USA historically followed directives or signals ema
nating from the Soviet capital. Communist Party-USA was a member 
of the Comintern until World War II, when in an act of felicity toward 
his bourgeois allies Stalin formally abolished the Comintern. 

In 1935, with the Nazi suppression of German Communists and the 
dawn of German aggression in Europe, the Comintern line had shifted 
from fostering proletarian revolutions worldwide to the Popular Front (or 
United Front). Following the Popular Front strategy Communists around 
the world sought, with considerable success, to persuade other "progres
sive forces" (socialists, liberals, and others) to enter into coalitions with 
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Panther activists. Sometimes operating indirectly, by fomenting 
inter-group warfare, the FBI at other times worked directly 
through death squad-type raids. One notorious example: the 
Illinois State's Attorney-directed (and FBI-instigated) predawn 
December 4, 1969, raid killing Chicago Panthers Fred Hampton 
and Mark Clark. It was a unilateral police barrage, with just 
one shot returned by the Panthers. An FBI infiltrator had sup
plied the floor plan, and most of the attack unit's bullets aimed 
for the bedrooms. 

The suppression of defense evidence, sometimes even infiltration 
of the defense, and manufacture of prosecution evidence in Pan
ther trials. 

Think what you will about the Panthers themselves. Whatever you 
decide, our government's war on the Black Panthers (and other groups) 
violated the human rights and pluralism for which we have demanded 
respect by governments beyond America's boundaries. At the dawn of 
the nineties at least fifteen ex-Panthers still were serving time for events 
of their Panther days. Julia Cade of the American Civil Liberties Union's 
National Prison Project declared all of them "political prisoners." Given 
the official record of vicious assault on their party, she makes a very 
strong point.32 

The Civil Rights and Feminist Communit ies: 

Party Options in the Nineties 

Now, near the end of a century, many African-Americans are finding 
in the Democratic party a more congenial welcome than the party gave 
before. Jesse Jackson's 1980s campaigns for the Democratic party pres
idential nomination won serious attention from white Democratic lead
ers. (Some of their reactions bore far more the character of fear and 
consternation than of warm enthusiasm.) After the 1988 presidential 
election, Ron Brown came to chair the Democratic party. Brown was 
the first black ever to head a national major party. African-American 
Democrats won the mayoralty of America's largest city, the Virginia 
governorship, and the right to face ultraconservative North Carolina 
Republican U.S. Senator Jesse Helms. Helms won in a close election 
attracting worldwide attention. 

Even so, the early 1990s brought charges that the Democratic party is 
taking for granted the support it receives from African-Americans and 
from feminists, environmentalists, and others who have been disaffected 
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by the rightward shift of the GOP. Suspicions circulate that the Demo
crats' top goal now is to woo back southern (and other) conservative 
whites who have been deserting to the Republicans, and that key white 
Democrats want to purge their party's public image as the party of 
minorities. The Democratic Leadership Conference (DLC), a group of 
moderate, mainly southern. Democratic leaders, worked diligently in 
the early 1990s to wrest any remaining power from the party's liberal 
wing so that the party might present a centrist face and a "winnable" 
presidential candidate to the electorate. The 1992 election of Bill Clinton, 
a DLC mover and shaker, validated for many Democrats what DLC had 
set out to do. But there also were worries that alienated progressives 
might leave the Democrats to help craft some new left-liberal party. 

NEW ALLIANCE The Bronx was the birthplace for the New Al
liance party (NAP) in 1979. NAP bills itself as a "black-led, multi-racial 
coalition of progressive people."33 During the 1980s it worked alongside 
many groups opposed to Democratic Mayor Ed Koch and his "anti-
black, reactionary" policies. NAP stood shoulder-to-shoulder with the 
Reverend Al Sharpton when Sharpton pressed black Tawana Brawley's 
claim, later discredited, that a white gang had abducted and raped her 
in suburban Dutchess County. The party takes anti-Zionist positions 
(associating, for example, with the Palestinian cause), but it strongly 
denies charges that it is anti-Semitic. NAP identifies itself with the strug
gle of lesbians and gay men. NAP's supporters claim that theirs is Amer
ica's fourth largest party (just behind the Libertarians) and that it is 
moving up fast. It got that way, they say, because it did what the 
Democratic party would not do: it developed and pushed a genuinely 
progressive agenda. 

Historians someday may recall that New Alliance was an organi
zation offering itself in good faith as left-wing corrective or replacement 
for the Democrats. But there are observers now who charge that NAP's 
true identity is something other than what it claims. An investigative re
port in The Nation suggested that NAP's guiding light (and a prime reasor^ 
for the party's considerable wealth) is one Fred Newman. Newman, 
who is white, is the founder and eminence in a neo-Marxist strain of 
psychotherapy known as social therapy.34 The independent radical leftist 
Guardian newspaper has characterized NAP as "a cultlike organization 
once linked to right-wing Lyndon La Rouche" that seeks to infiltrate 
genuinely left-wing .associations.35 Stephen Schwartz, writing for the 
conservative Hoover Institution, called the party "a strange group of 
Black nationalists influenced by psychoanalysis (who) broke away from 
the La Rouche movement."36 

: 
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and gays, and people in general who were fed up with things. One 
group, based in New Jersey, called itself the New party. Another was 
set up by Ron Daniels. Daniels, who had served as Jesse Jackson's deputy 
campaign manager in 1988, christened his new movement the Campaign 
for a New Tomorrow. Daniels's name appeared on nine of the fifty-one 
presidential ballots in 1992. In some places he ran on the Peace and 
Freedom party line.38 

Like much of the left, Jesse Jackson in 1992 played faithful Democrat 
actively working for the election of Clinton-Gore. It remained to be seen 
whether a Clinton-led Democratic party would resist liberal pressures 
so as to root itself firmly in the center, and whether, if so, left-liberal 
disenchantment might take a substantial third-party course. 
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withdrew from the Fourth International in 1940; but the party sustained 
its "fraternal" connection to that Trotskyist network. 

Like CPUSA, its longstanding, bitter adversary on the left, SWP 
was for years the target of overt and covert hostile action by American 
government. In 1941 Cannon and seventeen other SWP leaders were 
convicted and imprisoned. It was the first Smith Act prosecution, eight 
years before Dennis and his fellow Communists were hauled into court. 
CPUSA actually pushed for conviction of the rival Trotskyists in 1941.Z7 

Weakened by the lockup of so many of its leaders, SWP yielded its hold 
on the Teamsters. That tangibly worsened the unions internal conditions; 
organized crime, stepping right away into the vacuum, substantially 
influenced the Teamsters over the years since.28 

In 1986 Federal District Judge Thomas Griesa awarded $264,000 in 
damages in a suit SWP had filed thirteen years before. According to 
SWP's claim back in 1973, the FBI, through the COINTELPRO program, 
had been breaking law, systematically harassing and disrupting the party. 
A 1987 injunction by Judge Griesa barred the government from using 
any information about the party that it had collected in that context.29 

SWP's imprint upon the 1960s New Left was greater by far than the 
Socialists' or Communists'. That may be why J. Edgar Hoover had so 
fervently desired to make life difficult for the Trotskyist party. SWP's 
Young Socialist Alliance (YSA) was organized and active on many uni
versity campuses in the sixties. YSA members passed into other students' 
hands copies of The Militant (the party newspaper), periodicals and 
other SWP materials, and books printed by SWP's Pathfinder Press. 
YSA'ers were deeply involved in the anti-Vietnam and other sixties mass 
movements. 

The extent to which the party should take part in such movements 
or in other ways participate in mainstream politics has provoked internal 
controversy over the years. SWP has been more loosely organized than 
CPUSA, with internal splintering endemic to party life. For years SWP 
has endured what seems to an outsider to be the most fickle membership 
on the radical left. Leaving at as rapid a rate as they came (in the 1980s 
and since at a far more rapid rate), SWP veterans have gone on to 
nurture and feed rival Trotskyist groups or other leftist associations or 
have landed in organizations firmly and permanently anchored in the 
mainstream. A few, like Lyndon La Rouche, trekked the full ideological 
distance from left end of the spectrum to right. Even so, it is SWP's 
self-image that it is a dedicated Leninist revolutionary vanguard party. 
The party has availed itself of every chance to condemn CPUSA for its 
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Popular Front and other "revisionist, soul-selling" Communist party ac
comodations with the mainstream. 

SWP refrained from electoral politics in its early years; but it has 
never failed, since 1948, to offer a candidate for the presidency. The 
party also has contested hundreds of other races for Congress and for 
state and local offices. 

SWP's internal strength peaked in the mid-1970s. Young Socialist 
Alliance membership stood at 5- to 10,000 at the close of the sixties. 
YSA began feeding substantial numbers into its parent party a few years 
later. Presidential nominee Peter Camejo took nearly a tenth of a million 
votes in 1976. Formal membership in his party then stood at some 2,500; 
several times that many were attached in spirit and supportive. Late-
1970s SWP national conventions could bring out almost 2,000 people, 
most of them under thirty years old. 

From the early 1980s on, SWP deserted its strident, polemic anti-
Soviet rhetoric and began to adopt a critical support stance toward the 
U.S.S.R. (SWP hostility toward CPUSA continued on largely unabated). 
SWP became downright glowing in its treatment of socialist regimes in 
the developing states: Nicaragua's Sandinista government, for instance, 
or Castro's Cuba. 

The party fell on hard times in the 1980s. SWP leaders were forced 
to make an embarrassing admission late in that decade: departures from 
SWP were so outpacing the volume of entries that the party had shrunk 
to half the size it had been just ten years before.30 Outside commentary 
about the party early in the 1990s often began with the adjective "fading." 
From its national headquarters in lower Manhattan, SWP was holding 
on to its newspaper and book publishing operations, still maintaining 
a network of some thirty-five bookstores that also served as meeting 
places for party locals. 

Other Left-Doctrinal Party Sects 
The world Trotskyist movement always has been riven by sectarian 

division. Trotskyists argue over issues that seem esoteric or meaningless 
to folks outside the Trotskyist faith. Back in his succession struggle with 
Trotsky, Stalin had declared that Soviet and world communist resources 
should be devoted first to building socialism in the Soviet Union. Vig
orously disagreeing, Trotsky said the first focus must be on instigating 
and supporting communist revolutions worldwide. Some Trotskyists 
inferred therefrom an obligation to be redder, more thoroughly com
munist, than the Stalinists. Other Trotskyists, revulsed by the brutal 
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