WSM, SEPTEMBER 22, 1946

Good Morning, Friends:

When President Truman dismissed Henry A. Wallace from his

cabinet, he ended a controversy within his Cabinet on foreign
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Henry wWallace
is just about the political idol of that part of the democratic
party which has been termed left wing. This elenht of the party
is quite strong in the industrial stuates of the East as well as
in California and the state of Washington. & steadfast liberal,
Henry Wallace has commanded intense loyalties from this group,

as was examplified in the last ditch fight made for him when
Harry Truman defeated him for the vice presidential nomination

at the Chicago convention, This group was not strong enough then
to put over his nomination nor is it likely that they will be
strong enough to secure hls nomln;tlon over Pze%}dent Truman >

in 1948,% Whetherhhls "name goes before the,conventlon aﬁyai§>wﬁ%&

largely depend pirtFseenswaiebiiasd

bebarea, upon the turn and
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Secretary Wallace has become the personification of a
get-along with Russia sentiment. If our relations with Russia

take a turn for the worse and the present state of suspicion
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advocates 'la more tolerant, lenient or get along with Russia

attitude, however you want to describe it, would be doomed
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in national politics.

The personality of Henry Wallace, now private citizen
Wallace, is one of the most unusual ever to come upon the
American political scene. I am well acquainted with Mr., Wallace,

gy
have played handball with him em= numerous pesesdons, have meb
with him upon various occasions, but I would still be hesitant
to say that I know him in the sense that knowing a person
connotes an understanding of the person. Not even his worst
detractors, however, would say that he is a man without capacity.
6n the contrary, he is generally recognized as being a man of
unusual capaciﬁy :flextra-ordinary courage. With his political

philosophies, I have often found myself in dlsagreement wﬁ%ﬁa.éeff‘

upon other occasions I have found mysel; in ' agreement..g L. ..z
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Many an American 1s elated over his removal from an offlclal
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capacityj;ut for many others it severs a tie they felt to the
Truman Administpation,
An early advocate of agriculture reforms, PRrestdesnt
RooseVedé-salesbed Henry Wallace é;ﬁgééfetary of Agriculture in R
{2 '&as first Cabinet, He came to this position from the headship
of a farm journal and a successful experience in farming, He

brought with him ideas and theories -- ideas and theories such

as the ever normal granaryg productlon control, soil conservation --
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programs now being ardently supported by perhaps #smg millions

of people who denounce Henry Wallace for his radical philosophies,
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When Vice-President John Gardner had reached his maturity

in politics or,to put it another way, had fallen in disfavor with

the leaders of the party, Henry Wallace became Vice President.

In this position he was more or less submerged and did not give to

the country very much of a constructive nature; perhaps; no

vice president can, In any event he was defeated for fenomination

as vice president by Harry Truman in a hot contest; but President

Roosevelt soon thereafter reappointed him to the Cabinet as
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Secretary of Commerce, Thus it was that when Bﬂéﬁ%ﬁéﬁ%ﬁTruman
succeeded to the Presidency upon the tragic death of President
Roosevelt, he had the personal choice of deciding whether to
retain or let go the man whom he had defeated a® the recent
Chicago convention, At the se=me time, it was generally conceded
among politicians in Washington that Wallace was the one man

in the Cgbinet whom President Truman could least afford to

let go., He did not let him go but asked him to stay and until
this unfortunate episode, there has been every show of personal
friendship between the two men. A show of personal friendship
however could not erase the fundamental differences in political
concepts of the two men nor could it heal the wounds of disappoint-
ment and frustration,

One may question the rectitude of Secretary Wallace's f
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opénieriticlsm of the nation's foreign policy,and particularly

80 since forelgn policy is the primary responsibility of the
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President of the United States to whom he owed allegiance and
loyalty and to whom he owed something more -- graditude for the
privilege President Truman had afforded him of continued service
in the President's Cabinet, This placed upon him an obligation
which would not have been his under different circumstances; but
even so; there is no compelling reason why it should have forced

this man of vision and capaclty, controvers1al tnough he may hav
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been, from public life, Just why President Truman should have
ever given his approval to the delivery of the speech is something
whieh I do not understand. If My, Wallace had made the speech

without consultation with the President, then he should have been

'ﬂéféﬁ:summarily, but if in good faith he submitted a copy to the

President for his approval or disapproval, and received approval
then it would seem that he had every moral right to make the
speech, Of course, as President Truman said in his press statement,
at the time he asked Secretary Wallace to resign, there is a
fundamental difference of opinion between the two men on foreign
policy -- I may go further and say there is a fundamental
difference of opinion on many other matters.

This episode may start a debate on foreign policy the like
of which we have not had since the pre-war debates on lend-lease;
aid to Britain, the 1lifting of the embargo and other controversial

ﬂpoints between what was then called the isolationists and t he

interventionists,







