“For at all the levels of our national life, each man is
sometimes called upon to stand for what he
believes to be right against the pressures and
opinions of friends, fellow workers, constituents or
the force of popular attitude. At such a time each
individual must look within himself for the resources
to pursue his own course. But all the rest of us

can contribute to the vitality of our democracy by
refusing to join in unreasoning attacks upon

those with whom we disagree; and by respecting
them for having the strength to wage such

a lonely struggle.” President John F. Kennedy
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THE MINORITY PARTY IN AMERICA

FEATURING AN INTERVIEW
WITH

NCRMAN THOMAS

Produced by HOWARD LANGER

BIOGRAPHY OF NORMAN THOMAS
(An edited version of this is heard on the recording)

Norman M. Thomas was born in Marion, Ohio. His ances-
tors were Presbyterian preachers and his father was
then pastor of the Presbyterian church in Marion.
Young Thomas had the usual odd jobs of a boy of his
time in that sort of town and at one period had what
was called a newspaper route. The paper was The Star,
the property of Warren G. Harding. L=

Norman graduated the high school in Marion in 1901 and
in that summer nis family moved to Lewisburg, Pa.,
seat of Bucknell University, in which he spent his
freshman year. He then entered Princeton University
as a sophomore and was graduated in 1905. He then
did church and settlement work in New York and was
graduated at Union Theological Seminary in 1911.

After graduation, he became pastor of the East Harlem
Church and chairman of the Aperican Parish, an aggre-
gation of religious end social agencies on the upper
East Side (of New York), supported by the Presbyterian
Church. He might have continued indefinitely in the
field, but aroused the great opposition of conbribu-
tors to his work because he was, in the First World
War, both a religious pacifist and a Socialist. Hence
he resigned, having founded a monthly magazine, The
World Tomorrow, of which he was editor. This was
‘supported by the Fellowship of Reconciliation. He
also helped to form the American Civil Liberties Bu-
reau which became the American Civil Liberties Union.

He first ran for office on the Socialist ticket in

1924k and after that was regularly a candidate for

some office for many years. He ran for governor

of New York and mayor of New York City twice and for
President of the United States six times. His highest
vote for President was in 1932 when some 900,000 votes
were counted for the Socialist ticket (there were a
great many not counted). The platform was a Socialist
platform going beyond the immediate demands which later
the Democrats and Republicans accepted. It is, however,
true that the Socialist platform of 1932 came far

nearer anticipating the reforms made under Franklin
Roosevelt and accepted by the Republicans than any
documents of the old parties. Mr. Thomas today is
chairman of the Post War World Council, an active member
of many committees, a writer, and a lecturer.

EDITOR'S NOTE: This interview was conducted early in
1960, and reflects Mr. Thomas' feelings about individual
political personalities at that time. In the light of
changing national and international developments, he
might speak differently--either better or worse--about
some of the personalities under discussion.

SIDE I, Band 1:
TRANSCRIPT OF RECORDING
MR. LANGER:

America has a two-party political system. Yet minority
parties continue to pop up on national, state, and
local ballots. What is their role on the American po-
litical scene?

In a few moments, we will be asking Mr. Norman Thomas
--one of America's most distinguished and respected
minority party leaders--to discuss this subject with
us.




This is Howard Langer in New York. Directly across the
table--tall, thin, grey-haired--is the dynemic head of
the American Socialist Party.

Norman Mattoon Thomas was born in Marion, Ohio. His
ancestors were Presbyterian preachers and his father
was pastor of the Presbyterian church in Marion.

Young Thomas had the usual odd jobs of a boy of his
time in a small town. At one period he had a newspaper
route. The paper was The Star, owned by Werren G.
Harding.

Norman Thomas became pastor of the East Harlem Church
and chairman of the American Parish. This was an
aggregation of religious and social agencies on New
York's upper East Side, supported by the Presbyterian
Church. He might have continued indefinitely in this
field but aroused the opposition of contributors to
his work because he was, in the First World War, both
a religious pacifist and a Socialist. So he resigned
his church posts.

He first ran for office on the Socialist ticket in 192k .

After that, he was regularly a candidate for some
office for many years. He ran for governor of New
York, mayor of New York City twice, and president of
the United States six times. His highest vote for
president was in 1932 when some 900,000 votes were
officially counted for the Socialist ticket. The plat-
form was a Socialist platform going beyond demands
which the Democrats and Republicans later accepted.

The Socialist platform of 1932 came far nearer anti-
cipating the reforms made under Franklin Roosevelt and
accepted by the Republicans than any documents of the
old parties. Today, Mr. Thomas is chairman of the Post
War World Council, an active member of many committees,
e writer, and a lecturer.

STUDY GUIDE SUGGESTIONS
1. Define: socialism, Communism, state capitalism,
welfare state, federalism, direct election,

proportional representation.

2 Identify: White Party, No-Nothing Party, New
Deal, "End Poverty in California."

A Why should labor union officials oppose third
party candidates?

k. Comment on "A platform ain't to stand on--it's

to get in on." Compare and contrast the Republi-
cen and Democratic platforms of 1960, 1956, 1940,
1936.

5. Write a theme on how third parties help, or hin-
der, American democracy.

6. In 1960, the Socialist Party decided NOT to run
a candidate for President. What effect would
this have on the strength of the Socialist
Party? The Democratic Party? The Republican
Party?

T Comment on Thomas' statement: "Franklin Roose-
velt was elected the first time because he
wasn't Hoover." Do you agree or disagree? Why?

8. Why does the Electoral College tend to perpetuate
our two-party system?

9. Identify the following personalities: Robert
La Follette, Jasper McLevy, Frank Zeidler,
Eugene Debs, Huey Long, Upton Sinclair, Joseph

R. McCarthy, C.C. Burlingame.

10. "In a democracy," says Thomas, "there's got to
be pressure.'" Comment.

11. What would be a fair method of allocating "equal"
radio and TV time for political candidates?

12. "Roosevelt wasn't a man with political principles,"
says Thomas, "he was a supreme pragmatist." What
can you find out about Roosevelt's actions to
either justify or disprove this statement?

13. Says Thomas about free enterprise: "The only per-
sons that really practice free enterprise are
small boys playing marbles for keeps." Discuss.

Howard Langer is editor of Scholastic Teacher magazine.
He has produced & recorded interview series for Folk-
ways Records, including interviews with william O.
Douglas, Margaret Chase Smith, Robert M. Hutchins, Al
Capp, Margaret Mead, James A. Farley, Eleanor Roosevelt.

INTERVIEW WITH MR. NORMAN THOMAS
SIDE I, Band 2:

MR. LANGER:

Mr. Thomas, what is the function of a minority party
in America?

MR. THOMAS:

In the broadest and deepest sense of the word, it's
educational.

If you look back at history you will note that no
third party ever came to power politically in
America. The Republican Party is not an exception.
The Republican Party was the second party in its
first national election. It completely supplanted
the Whig Party which disintegrated. Nevertheless,
the existence of third parties has been very much
more important than the average superficial historian
has allowed.

All the ideas were first advanced by the small
minority parties, beginning with free public schools
by the workman's party and going on down to modern
times. I don't mean that all minority parties were
good either, they weren't. There was, for instance,
about the middle of the last century, there was the
very bad No-Nothing party which fortunately was de-
feated.

MR. LANGER:

Well, what do you feel have been the Socialist Party's
contributions to America?

MR. THOMAS:

Well, again, as it turned out, mostly educational but
educational in a very important sense. It would be
hard to get some of the young people to understand
the difference in the discussion of socialism and of
social issues between my youth and the present time.
For instance, when I was young the great argument was
that without the profit motive and without a laissez
faire type of free enterprise you could get no indus-
trial or economic progress. By now, we know better
and now I've lived to hear people say to me, "Well,
how do you expect us to keep up with the Russians,
they can plan."




Now, I don't like the Russian planning and I think its
more of a kind of state capitalism with planning and
welfare benefit than it is true socialism, but never-
theless, the whole long socialist agitation did em-
phasize the fact that in the world into which we

were entering with industry was a world in which
necessarily there had to be cooperation, there had to
be integration, there had to be a great deal more
planning than in simpler times. The Socialist Party
carried that message and it carried with a conscience.

I don't mean we were always perfect and we didn't make
mistakes, but we said, and we said it because we
meant it with some conscientious earnesness that this
Planning had to be in terms of the good of all for the
conquest of poverty.

Now, some of the plans we had advocated we would change
ourselves, some of them have been fulfilled, others
haven't, but the great emphasis still continues that

in the modern world peace and prosperity and freedom
depend upon the triumph of the principle of coopera-
tion between men and between nations over the princi-
pPle of strife. This principle of cooperation alone
will enable us properly to use our magnificent tech-
nology everywhere for the conquest of poverty.

MR. LANGER:

You say some of your points have been adopted, do you
mean things like social security?

MR. THOMAS:
Yes, of course.

I'm not going to say, as some people say to me, "You're
responsible for all the things that were done by the
New Deal." Not necessarily. Many of the things that
we advocated were piecemeal advocated by other people.
For instance, if you'll look back at the first plat-
form of the Socialist Party to which I belong on

which Gene Debs ran, you will see that they spoke about
income tax, about woman suffrage, and so on, things
that other people also were after. They were against
child labor, so were other people. But the Socialist
Party pioneered on something like a comprehensive pro-
gram.

The Socialist Party also pioneered quite specifically
on such ideas as the responsibility of the government
as a government if there was unemployment. You must
remember that back in the time of Grover Cleveland he
had vetoed a bill which provided nothing more than
seeds for the benefit of farmers in Texas who had
suffered terribly from drought and he wrote a rather
famous and sincere and ponderous message, the gist

of which was that he was sorry for the farmers but in
America the citizens had to support the govermment not
the government the citizens.

This idea -- the change in that -- the enormous change
in that was primarily advocated by Socialists and the
expression of it in social security, in guaranteed
collective bargaining, these things were in so far as
they were foreshadowed were far better foreshadowed
in our platform and speeches than in anything the
Republicans and Democrats said, which doesn't mean that
we always were perfect. I remember that as far as I
know, some historian may prove otherwise, but as far
as I know, the first municipal platform in America
which in a little detail outlined a program, not just
a proposel but a program for housing was the plat-
form I ran on for Mayor of New York in 1924k. As I
look back on it I know it was quite inadequate but

it was a pioneer effort and it was an effort made

at a time when we hadn't the slightest idea that Con-
gress would give any money or that if Congress voted

it the Supreme Court could declare it constitutional
Lots of things have happened, progress along those
lines.

So I think that the greatest contribution of the So-
cialist Party, agein, is -- has been educational.
It's got a lot of work still to do.

MR. LANGER:

Well, you say it has a lot of work to do and yet in
the last presidential election the candidate of the
Socialist Party polled something like -- oh, some-
thing a little over 2,000 votes.

MR. THOMAS:

I thought myself, if I may say so now, that it was
a great mistake to run. In fact, I came to the
conclusion along about, oh, along about 1950, that
under present conditions the best strategy for the
Socialist Party to do its work was not to nominate
candidates for president and vice president who
would have to stand rather than run. I am not
ceriticizing the devoted men who did try to run, but
what was the trouble? The trouble was that increas-
ingly it is difficult to get on ballots as these
men were only on, I don't know, two or three states
- I forget myself.

It's increasingly expensive to run and inereasingly
there is a definite opposition of organized labor to
Socialist nominations for president and vice presi-
dent, the reason being practical. (Labor leaders)
say that you are likely to draw off from voters we
need to see that our preferred candidate gets in
rather than the other fellow. It may be because
they like a proferred candidate or because they hate
his opponent, but in any case they don't want the
Socialist Dream.

The last time I ran in 1948 as I remember it the
only employers who were quoted to me as having said
to their employees "Don't work for the Socialists"
were labor.unions and progressive labor unions at
that. This is largely the explanation. This situa-
tion has been developing mostly since Roosevelt put
in the New Deal. Before that back in Debs' time

we could pretty honestly say, "Well, there isn't
enough difference for you to worry about anyway."
You could say that of the platforms as late as 1932.
Its been increasingly hard to say it and get away
with it since.

I don't know that this will always be true, the
future is something else. There has been a sort of
a standstill which I do not think will continue,
(there) will be again a ferment for more progress
along these lines and then what will happen I don't
predict. Meanwhile, I want the Socialist Party to
continue as an educational force, as a leavening
force, perhaps nominating candidates in Congressional
Districts where they might have a chance. This is
personal. Not all Socialists agree. If they had
agreed with what I am saying they wouldn't have
nominated the last time.

MR. LANGER:

Well, let's see, you ran for president six times
starting in 1928 and ending in 1948. Which times
did you poll the highest?

MR. THOMAS:

Oh, much the highest in '32. I got around nine hun-
dred thousand, some were thrown out so -- very un-




fairly I may say - and a great many more weren't
counted. A political student, a journalist at the
time, made a careful study and decided that we got
about two million.

You must remember that in those days and especially
with paper ballots, in small towns particularly,

it was such a chore to count the ballots and to
find out who won that they said "What difference
does it make, these boys are licked." This aside
from plain theft.

I never felt like making too much of a sad face
about it because a party ought to be strong enough
to watch out for the counting of votes if it wants
to win, but we were always pretty systematically
defrauded of a good many votes.

MR. LANGER:

What accounted for the rise and fall of your individual
vote? Was it pretty much economic times?

MR. THOMAS:

Almost wholly Roosevelt. We won't even say it was
Just economic. It was the economic program of Roose-
velt expressed in the personality of Roosevelt.
Roosevelt was elected the first time because he
wasn't Hoover.

Its hard for a young man like you to know how the
opinion changed about Roosevelt. I can swear that
in '32 there wasn't any tremendous enthusiasm for
Roosevelt. There was considerable admiration of
him for his physical courage, but I myself was a
remendously surprised man to hear his inaugural ad-
dress. Nothing that had happened led me to think
that he'd say what he said or do what he has done.
The whole country was surprised and most of it was
enormously pleased and by '36 people were voting
for Roosevelt I assure you and they continued that
while he continued to live, not always with the
same fervor but with considerable fervor.

SIDE I, Band 3:
MR. LANGER:

Well, America today is virtually a two party system,
do you think this is good or bad?

MR. THOMAS:

Oh, its awfully hard to give a categorical enswer.
It can be argued. You could have a nice high
school debate on the subject.

In general, I would say that it was good. Anyway,

I will certainly say that it's practically necessary
under our system of electing a president. Let me
remind you that in order to be elected president of
the United States you don't get a majority of the
popular vote or even a plurelity. You get an abso-
lute majority of an electoral college which gives,
by the way, considerable advantage to the smaller
states in respect to representation.

A vote in South Carolina for various reasons, I once
figured, is worth about six votes in New York in the
weight that it has. Alright, you've got to get a
majority of the electoral college. If you don't get
a clear majority the election goes into the House
of Representatives where each state has one vote
New York and Nevada, and this is very undesirable.

Back in 1924 when we Socialists promoted a king of
coalition it wasn't union with the Wisconsin La
Follette progressives and ran the elder LeFollette
and did pretty well. It seemed as if we were doing
so well that toward the end of the campaign the
newspapers raised everywhere the cry, "A vote for
LaFollette is a vote to send the election to the
House of Representatives." We lost, I'm sure,
hundreds of thousands of votes.

The situation is made to order for two parties. Our
founding fathers were great men but on this they
miscalculated. They thought that the electoral
college bypassed politics. Only the good men would
select a better man for president. Actually, they
forced upon us a two party system - rather disad-
vantageously in my judgment.

I have frequently said to my English friends who are
perhaps a little skeptical that we would probably
have had a strong - about a strong a Socialist

Party as their Lebor Party provided we had a parlie-
mentary system such as they have, a centralized sys-
tem - we've got a federal system where fifty states
now determine the qualifications to get on the ballot
and so on; - and (further) provided that we had a
direct election instead of the king of election that
we have.

MR. LANGER:

Do you think proportional representation would help
you some, too?

MR. THOMAS:

Well, no, not much. I'll come to that in another con-
nection.

I have advocated and I think in practically every cam-
paign a constitutional amendment and ycu'd be amazed
how little: interest I ever succeeded in arousing -
either during the campaign or out of it.

The constitution of the United States ought to be
amended so that we elect directly the president of
the United States, the one man who represents us all.
There should be uniform qualifications not one set

in Alabama and another in New York, uniformly applied.
There should be uniform provisions for getting on the
ballot not separate provisions in each of fifty
states which is the present condition. However, in
order to prevent, I've said, a man getting elected
president by say thirty percent of the vote because
you had so big a field fix or six splitting the

vote, it should be necessary either that there be a
runoff between the two highest candidates in case
nobody gets a majority, or at any rate almost a

ma jority, or else there should be what I would
(prefer, namely) preferential voting, whereby you
would number your ballots or you could do it on a
machine if the machine is properly constructed voting
your order of choices. If your first choice was

low man, your second choice (would) count, and so on.
Its not an unfamiliar system at all and would be
easily learned. Naturally, I have a selfish interest
for it because notably in '32 had there been a system
like that I would have had a very large vote and
even other years I would have had it. You don't
know how often people say, "Well, Mr. Thomas, I
thought I'd vote for you or I wanted to vote for you,
but I was afraid (the man) would win, you know,

(thom I especially) don't like." This is the thing
that I have advocated and that I am still advocating.




SIDE I, Band 4:
MR. LANGER:

Major parties are pressured by manufacturers, and
labor groups and veterans groups and so forth, there
must be some pressures that are put on you?

MR. THOMAS:

Well, of course all parties are pressured and it de-
pends on how you define pressure and how you're think-
ing about it, whether you think it's bad.

I have letters, you know, denouncing pressure politics
by such and such a group and ending saying, "Be sure
to write to your congressman," which is just another
form of pressure.

In a democracy there's got to be pressure. What do
you have a democracy for? What's wrong is the type
of pressure which uses very unfair or dubious means.
What's wrong is the pressure that depends upon - pri-
marily upon money or some unfair advantage. What's
wrong is that pressure so strong against a political
office holder so weak that he is swayed by pressure
rather than by any principle or even by loyalty to
the supposed program of his party. That's what's
wrong and its very wrong, but you don't deal with
that wrong by & blanket speech denouncing pressure
politics. You want to say what you're bleaming, what
pressure group and what particular forms of action it
uses.

One thing that ought to be clear and is now much
clearer than it used to be, pressure groups should be
labelled they should be registered, we should know
who's doing what. Lobbyists now are registered in
Washington.

MR. LANGER:.

Would the same kind of groups be putting pressure on
you, such as the labor groups, ete.?

MR. THOMAS:

Oh yes! Of course! Depending on how important they
thought it should be. The Socialist Party never was
strong enough to get quite the kind of pressure.

Our pressures are pretty much internal and are con-
sequent upon our real democracy.

You must know that while Socialists agree in a gen-
eral principle, and work hard, that there never was
a time when Socialists were monolithically united
and you get the pressure between those who think
you ought to emphasize immediate demands especially
the immediate demands for their group, and those
who think you ought to emphasize the complete
overhaul of society. You get the pressure group of
certain farm interests the pressure group -- inside
the party - of labor. We've dealt with it I think
fairly well and that pressure has never been connect-
ed with payola.

MR. LANGER:

Well, maybe one of the reasons ... Take a Congress=-
man who is elected. He has gotten some support by
-- a manufacturer, say, who would like very much

to have heavy duties put on a competing foreign pro-
duct. This man feels duty bound to come up with
some kind of legislation to protect his friend. Now
if there were Socialists in power I guess they would
be subjected to almost the same --

MR. THOMAS:

Yes, but his friend wouldn't be one man. It would
be a group and in protecting that group you would be
carrying out pretty much the spirit of the platform.
That is to say your platform would be pretty much
of a guide of the limits in which you are operating.

We never had too much reason to test ourselves, we
only had two Congressmen, both of them men of strength.
Myer London here from New York and Victor Berger from
Wisconsin.

One of our misfortunes, I have always felt, was
that for some reason we are nore successful in
electing around the country in the days of our
greater voting strength -- we are more successful
in electing people to executive offices, like
Mayors, than we were to legislative.

Ideally we should have elected people that changed laws
rather than people to enforce laws, some of which we
were trying to change. But that isn't the way it
worked out. We had the Mayor of Milwaukee, who's still
a Socialist -- I mean the present Mayor of Milwaukee
Frank Zeidler is a Socialist, a very active and well
known Socialist. They elect him out there on a non-
partisan ballot. We had a lot of Mayors in days gone

by.

MR . LANGER:

Meyor McLevy of Bridgeport is another.
MR. THOMAS:

Mayor McLevy was elected I don't know how many times.

SIDE I, Band 5:
MR. LANGER:

You mentioned before the party platform. Now this is
another point. Now, Franklin Roosewelt, I guess he

was half serious, he once said thet -- he quoted &
streetecar conductor that "A platform ain't to stand

on. It's to get in on."
MR. THOMAS:

Well, Mr. Roosevelt and his conductor never made that
one up, that's very old, and of course its very true.
So true that it's hardly argusble. I'd go a little
farther, though. The party platforms of the old
parties are written to get the temporary cessation

of quarreling between party groups. They therefore
say as little as possible that is definite and ex-
plicit and they are usually forgotten except when it
suits the candidate to trot out one plank in one
place. Before radio, before television that was the
usual custom. You could take the plank you like when
you're talking to farmers another plank when you talk
to workers, but its a little harder to do now.

It's amazing how little regard is really paid even
by the major party candidates to platforms. We
Socislists had to. We got a watchful party. We
had to pay more attention to it, but even we weren't
absolutely bound.

Let me give you an illustration of what I mean. The
first time I ran back in 1928 I think it was in Bos-
ton, and I wanted to make a reference to a Republi-
cen platform and I found I didn't have it with nme.
I was staying at a hotel very near the main head-
quarters and I thought I'd like to see what Republi-




can headquarters looked like anyway and I went around.
In those days I wasn't too well known so I didn't
have any difficulty getting by the guard or any-
thing like that and I asked for a platform. They
hunted all around and couldn't find the platform.

They had all sorts of literature or alleged literature,

I (shudder to) think what Shakespeare would have said
about it, but they didn't have a platform. It was
that unimportant. The platform was Cal Coolidge that
year and what a platform that was. Anyway he wasn't
Harding.

SIDE I, Band 6:

MR. LANGER:

Now, you mention radio and televiston. For some years

now, this FCC ruling on equal time has been going
along quite well, now it seems like the networks

have been trying to put pressure on Congress to change

this. What do you think about that?
MR. THOMAS:

Well, so literal an interpretation as was given in
'56 to the equal time was really pretty well impossi-
ble. I'll say that as a minority party man.

I never felt that you could claim absolute egual time.
In the days that I was very active I got along pretty
well with the networks -- well after the very early
days of radio. The first five times I was supposed
to be on radio they ruled me out, so rigorous was
their censorship. But we arrived at a pretty good
working agreement later on I guess its pretty nearly
as far back as '28. It was that until the convention
the big companies would not sell time to candidates.
They would give it and they would treat Socialists
the same way. They wouldn't necessarily give us as
much but they'd give us a pretty fair break, which
they did. After the last convention they wouldn't
give anybody time, they sold it and they sold it

on even terms and this worked pretty well except

that we never had the money to buy much time. This
was very unfortunate for us.

Later, in years when I haven't been so active, there
have been modifications, on the whole for the worst.
A greater emphasis on the strict interpretation of
the law. For instance, some unknown whose name I
have now forgotten managed to get himself (on the
ballot) in one state - Maine? In (a radio speech)
he derided and denounced quite falsely the Socialist
Party, so I had a right to get time representing the
party.

I forget which network had made the mistake of letting

this fellow on, but they were very worried. Well I
said he's so unimportant nobody seems to have paid

any attention, so all I'll ask you to do is to read
a statement simply saying -- you know, in what lan-
guage is permissible on the radio, that he's a damn
liar. (I think a record can use the word.) Which

they did. That kind of thing is foolish.

Of course, the whole subject needs to be overhauled.
You ought to do one of two or three things. Either
you should do what Walter Lippman, among others,
has suggested, namely either the government or a pri-
vate group of citizens should launch a completely
independent system free of advertising, supported
either by subsidy as a public service or as private
universities are supported. Or perhaps in addition
to that a rule should be adopted which I have urged
ever since radio came into being, unsuccessfully,
that is, that every station, television, radio, as
part of the great privilege of enjoying one of a

limited number of channels should give X hours of
good listening time for the discussion of public
issues. You might have local committees that would
advise you on what the public issues were. There
are a dozen ways you could handle that.

During cempaigns the time should be for campaign
purposes and it should be equitably divided between
all perties that get on the ballot in the different
states and I think there ought to be further laws
that no party out of sheer wealth could be allowed
to buy an indefinite further amount of time. This
would give us a fair discussion of public issues and
would be comparatively easy to work out if we had to
will. We need something of it, for its a real scan-
dal that the report of the Gore sub-committee on the
enormous amount of money spent, without bribery, in
the last campaign got no action at all from Congress.
Very belatedly the Senate has adopted somewhat better
rules on campaign contributions that haven't gotten
through the House yet. Even they are inadequate and
a large part of the trouble is the amount of money
you: can legitimately spend for spot time on tele-
vision and all. I think there's a diminishing
return about it. I don't think it produces the
returns that people think. I think on much less
time you (could) get far more attention of the
voters if it were properly handled and properly
managed. This I feel very strongly about, and

this along with the -- what I've said about the
direct election of the president is one of the
subjects that I've gotten least attention from

the public about.

MR. LANGER:

You mentioned the television time which is quite
expensive, I have heard quotes that it may cost
as much as fifteen million dollars to elect a
president. How could the Socialist Party come
anywhere near that?

MR. THOMAS:

Of course it couldn't and this is one of the
really very serious things. Not only about
Socialists but any other new party -that's
formed. It's got progressively worse -- ever
s0 much worse.

For instance, one half hour or an hour, I don't
know for sure, I have known but have forgotten,
good listening time over a television to cover
the United States costs more money than I ever
had or the Socialist Party ever had in any of
my cempaigns. Just one of them.

MR. LANGER:

About how much did the Socialist Party spend in the
last presidential election? Roughly.

MR. THOMAS:

Oh, I have no idea but next to nothing, it was hard-
ly a race, it was just & sort of a soul saving form
to nominate somebody, if you mean '562

In '48 I guess we spent about, well it was under one
hundred thousand, very considerably. The most that
we ever spent was probably around one hundred and
fifty thousand, along about '32 and I think that will
include an independent committee at the same time.

In '36 the Socialist Party ran a quite lively cam-
paign. I think the party and the independent com-
mittee -- well there wasn't much of an independent
committee -- it was under fifty thousand. I think




the party only raised about twenty five or thirty
thousand. Imagine that.

MR. LANGER:
Where did it get its money from? Individuals mostly?
MR. THOMAS:

Oh, yes. In the old days occasionally a union would
give something. Mostly it is individuals and we
used in the old days of Debs and in my campaign, we
used to take collections. That was a very important
business for us. Taking collections. And we used
to get quite a lot of money out of audiences when
we got them stirred up. But believe me it's a prob-
lem.

We did have some fairly well to do friends who gave
rather generously, not always wanting to advertise
the fact. They gave not because they thought we
were going to do anything for them, it was a sort
of satisfaction of their own conscience.

SIDE II, Band 1:
MR. LANGER:

One other point I'd like to ask you about is this.
More and more the major parties are relying on tele-
vision in major convention coverage, and some poli-
tical observers think there's too much of a tendency
to put on a show for the public. Do you think this
is true?

MR. THOMAS:

There is that tendency and it was very bad in '48,
the first year that television was used. I think
it has grown less. The public's gotten more and
more used to television and I think is more and
more demanding that there be a television of these
conventions. On the whole I think the preponder-
ance is on the side of the good rather thagy on the
side of the hurtful effect of television. It's a
good thing for people to see what kind of a crazy
show the average political convention is. It's
educational, and mind you, it didn't take televi-
sion to make them crazy. They were crazy before.

For instance, the incredibly stupid business that
you have to put on a twenty minute demonstration
after the nomination of any candidate. I literal-
ly saw this done back in '52, in Chicago, and I was
almost ashamed to have to look at it. General
MacArthur had been nominated. He had said he didn't
want to be and any juice there was to his campaign
had faded away, but some diehard had nominated him
and they felt obliged to demonstrate twenty minutes.
Everybody -- he had left, himself, he had left
Chicago -- everybody knew he hadn't a chance, and
they had one of the sorriest parades around that
big hall I ever saw. And some Chicago newspaper-
men -- I was covering it at the time -- some Chi-
cago newspapermen said, "You know, these are skid
row bums, a lot of them, we know them when we see
them. This is pathetic." And this is part of the
show.

I remember some foreign correspondent said to me
about that time, "We don't understand what you
people are going." I said, "Neither do we, we
just do it."

MR. LANGER:

Along the same line, there's the whole matter of
the public relations organization running a politi-
cal show. In other words, they're out to sell the
candidate. Do you think this is to the good?

MR. THOMAS:

No, I don't think it's to the good. Ideally, you
ought to -- the pgople who believe in a candidate
ought to get together. You oughtnft -- even Billy
Graham doesn't hire an advertising agency on Madi-
son Avenue to sell the Gospel, and I suggest that
to the Republicans. But when you know how some
Republican campaigners are and how dull, you' see
why they want to do something a little better than
that.

That goes also for some Democrats. I don't want to
see any Democrat get too happy at this point. Cam-
paigns are pretty dull, you know. If the average
Congressman wasn't a little better and a little
more responsible once he got in Congress than he

is when he's talking "God save America," and he'd
have a worse job saving it than today. I said the
average (congressman) - there are the citizens. We
are too willing to excuse ourselves because we're
so foolish and we're so easily imposed upon. I get
a little tired of that continual line. "Well, what
can we do, the public relations man is our rock, and
we're a lot of suckers." I don't like that public
relations people employed in this capacity but I
don't think it's the major fault in our present
life.

SIDE II, Band 2:
MR. LANGER:

Now, I'd like to call off the names of some of these
-- well, I'11l call them famous, or in some cases
notorious political figures, and I'd like you to

tell me what you think they have contributed for good
or evil to America.

Let's start off with Eugene Debs.
MR. THOMAS:

Oh, he contributed a great deal, not just as a candi-
date but as a man. He did embody the desires of the
conscientiously radical wing of labor and of the
American public. He was a man of very high charac-
ter, of great personal charm, of much courage. I
would not say he was the greatest systematic thinker
in the world but he was & man of tremendous sincer-
ity, tremendous devotion. His contribution was great
and should not be forgotten, not only as a Socialist
but in the earlier days as & labor organizer.

MR. LANGER:

How about Franklin Roosevelt?

MR. THOMAS:

Well, Franklin Roosevelt as President did a thing
that absolutely had to be done. I was critical of
the way he did it, often. And in retrospect I
wouldn't withdraw my criticisms. I might make

them less strongly but by and large he did what had
to be done to save American democracy. I don't think
the average American -- especially the average young
American -- has any real idea, and a lot of people
who are older want to forget, in what a desperate




strait we were. We were in a desperate strait be-
cause of the depression and its unmitigated burden
on all sorts of people - your middle class people,
too. And in that situation there was &a profound
distrust in democracy, even after the popular vote
had gone to Roosevelt.

But in that long gap -- now somewhat shortened by
Constitutional Amendment -- (after the election and)
before his inauguration I found -- I was still
travelling and speaking in all sorts of places --

I found the most extreme cynicism about democracy,
and (doubt) that you could do anything by it.

If Roosevelt hadn't been elected, or if he had been
cheated of the election, I hate to think what would
have happened to American democracy. The Socialist
Party would have been stronger, the Communist Party
certainly would have been stronger, but I'm afraid
that a sort of American fascism of the type -- oh,
foreshadowed by Huey Long and Father Coghlin would
have taken the field. Roosevelt, wasn't a man
with political principles, he was a supreme prag-
matist. You notice I said political principles --
I'm not denying the general excellence of his in-
tentions.

He did quite contradictory things sometimes. But he
did something -- there was action. And he was able
to change and steer his action. This pragmatism
fitted the mood and temperament of the American
people. And while I thought that we socialists could
have often plotted a more logical and consistent pro-
gram, he did get the things done. Somehow or other
these things were done. And I think that by and
large we came near to having a peaceful social revo-
lution, so great were the changes between '33, his
inauguration, and let's say, '35, let's say the
validation of the Wagner Labor Act by the Supremé
Court, and the successful founding of the United Au-
tomobile Workers.

After that the New Deal kind of ran down and there
came along of course the foreign crises, and later
the President was to say that Dr. New Deal became

Dr. Win the War. I think Roosevelt was a very able
and satisfactory war president on the whole. I do
not think he can be so well judged as to his approach
to peace. That his intentions were good, yes. But
he was fooled pretty much I'm afraid by Stalin, and
gambled too much on the hope of cooperating with
Stalin in peace as in war. On that basis he favored
the U.N. where the emphasis was on the Security
Council. I do not think the handling of the approach
to peace was good. It was Very unfortunate that we
had nothing but a program of unconditional surrender
which is negative. It was very unfortunate that

at the Cairo Conference, for instance, all that we
and the English had to offer to Asia was to break

the Japanese yoke which meant the restoration of the
French, the Dutch and for that matter the English
rule, and made the whole subsequent history very
much harder. I deeply regretted that at the time.

Tt was unfortunate that Roosevelt, advised by his
military men, apparently was at one time so trust-
ful of Stalin that he gambled on running the world
in conjunction with Stalin, and yet so distrustful

of him that he thought he'd make a separate peace
with Hitler unless he got almost everything. And

we made far too many concessions at that time, in

my judgment. That's a long story, but of the period
between '33, his inauguration, and say, 138, he ac-
complished something that -- at least he led in the
accomplishment of something that was the salvation of
the United States, quite literally, and of our demo-
cracy. And he did it without giving very much ground
for anticipating it in his campaign of 1308

MR. LANGER:

You mentioned Huey Long. He was somebody else on my
list. Huey Long.

MR. THOMAS:

A very interesting demagogue, & clown, a playboy; but
nevertheless a man of great force and native power.
He could argue, they say, in dignified fashion before
the Supreme Court. He didn't always have to clown
Along with a good deal that was bad., along with
tolerance of corruption and the rest of it, he did

do some good things in Louisiana, even to the build-
ing up of the State University, in spite of the fact
that he controlled the university in a very bad,
unsatisfactory way.

Nevertheless, by and large what he stood for was a
native demagogic type of American fascism, less
militeristic than in Europe but which would have been
awfully bad for the country.

MR. LANGER:

How about Upton Sinclair. You remember "End Poverty
in Celifornia'?

MR. THOMAS:

Oh, I've known Upton Sinclair for years and years.

I like and admire him. He's an indefatigable writer
of books, some of which have had a real influence. He
himself said of his most famous book, "Jungle" that
he tried to reach the heart of America and he reached
the stomach. That had to do with conditions in the
stockyards, you'll remerber.

But by and large he reached to a very considerable ex-
tent the heart and head of America by his very volum-
inous writing. His "End Poverty in California" was
interesting, and probably stimulating, and there are
those who think he really won. I don't know. T’
wasn't a hundred per cent crazy for that particular
campaign that particular way. And I once hurt his
feelings and I'm sorry I did because I liked him.
After the event I told him that it wasn't really an
epic plan but at best only a lyric. This, however,
maybe wasn't a fair judgment. It wasn't adopted and
life went on and went on fairly well because not so
much of what was done in California but because of
what was done in Washington.

MR. LANGER:
Richard Nixon.
MR. THOMAS:

Well, it's too early really to give any final judgments.
We've got a campaign ahead and who knows what after
that. The thing that's in my mind against Nixon was
the way he campaigned. His campaign -- his first cam-
paign against a friend of mine named Jerry Vorhees for
Congress, his second against Helen Gehagen Douglas,

his third, the famous soap opera -- that was bed, dis-
gusting.

In a way that's a reversion. A while ago we were talk-
ing as I remember about public relaticns people and

so on. And we may have given the impression that the
times are worse than they used to be. Not by any
means in every respect. Once a New York historical
society had an exhibit of old campaign posters and sO
on. They called it "Hats in the Ring." And that
exhibit brought to mind the very fierce way our an-
cestors campaigned, their recklessness in calling
names. Nixon would look almost like a gentleman com-
pared to some of those old timers.




Washington was the object of such wrath. Lincoln
was the object of such indecent wrath. I remember
before -- and there were no public relations people
in this -- in my first campaign in '28, I'd gone

down to Arkansas trying to build up the party and so
on. I was there early, it was very hot and the Demo-
crats were having their primaries. I think there
were five candidates for governor and I gathered from
the paper that four of them were candidates for the
penitentiary.

I said, there's one fellow that seems to be left out.
They said, oh well, we don't know much about him.
He's too young. That fellow, I'll tell you, was
Brooks Hayes who turned out quite well you know, in
later times.

So, I don't want you to think that Nixon really
invented something in bad campaigning. But he cam-
paigned very badly, and this gave me a great preju-
dice against him. I think it hds to be said that on
his travels he's done surprisingly well, better than
I would have imegined he could do. He's credited with
quite a lot of ability. A man who's name you would
know, only I have no right to quote it -- he said it
almost jestingly in private conversation -- a very
well known American speaking of Nixon said, "He's all
right, he's able, everything's all right except his
motives." This is something that I am not passing
on finally but simply telling you the story. I shall

watch with great eagerness to see how he campaigns now.

Of course, he's in a very difficult position. He's
got to run as the champion of Eisenhower's policies,
or lack of policies, of course, and yet he's got to
suggest that maybe he can do something.

He made a rather clever speech the other day in that
direction.

MR. LANGER:
How about Harry Truman.
MR. THOMAS:

Truman interests me greatly. You know the old say-
ing so often quoted that power corrupts -- or tends
to currupt and absolute power corrupts absolutely.
Trumen proves that power doesn't always currupt,
that in a proper setting, in a democratic setting in
educates, it develops, it calls out the best that's
in a men. Truman will rank among our good presi-
dents, perhaps among our great presidents. I don't
think at the very top. There certainly was nothing
in the life of this small time politician to indicate
it.

I remember an interview that one of our Socialists got
with him when he was nominated for Vice President. It
was a very disappointing affair, on race for instance.
Yet, he did brave, and good things on race, and on
other matters. I came to like him, respect him. I
still like him, very much, but I don't think that out
of office he's lived up to what he did in office. I
am not too much impressed with all his speeches.

MR. LANGER:

Senator Joseph McCarthy.

MR. THOMAS:

Oh, just a loss. Only thing good you could say there
is that the fact we survived gave us perhaps a little
immnity to the next McCarthy, I'm not sure. We may

have learned something. I don't even think that he
was an honest demagogue to the degree that Huey Long

was. Huey Long did really care after his fashion
about the poor people from whose midst he had sprung.
He did have a program -- maybe demagogic. McCarthy
had no program but personal aggrandizement. He looked
for issues, he almost stumbled into the big issue he
found in his Wheeling speech. He never really had

a program. And it was just a pretty despicable busi-
ness.

MR. LANGER:
Dwight Eisenhower.
MR. THOMAS:

A good men, as everybody says, who did the country
and the world a service as the Cormander of these
armies, even if he wasn't a brilliant military
strategist, and I'm no judge. He certainly held
together disperate groups in very fine style. When
he was first talked of for President I was very
much opposed on the ground that he hadn't had the
political backgrow:id or political training. He
hadn't even voted until he wes out of the Army.

And I said that to a good many people then, and I
think that the reasons I said it have been justified
in his subsequent time. But I think there's a
tendency right now for the sophisticated -- and es-
pecially if they're Democrats -- to go a little far
in abuse of him, or denunciation of him. No policy,
no this, no that. Well, he had about as much as
they had in a lot of spheres, and in his own way

he in general has really loved peace. It was a
very good thing that he did the other day when he
assured the Cubans that he intended no retaliatory
measures.

He was, I think, very much on the side of peace when
even Dulles on whom he depended seemed to be taking
us to war about Ido-China, if you will remember.

The only personal contact I ever had with him, when
I finally succeeded in getting to him I found him
very reasonable and he did what he promised, which
was to stop some of his underlings from a prucess of
firing from civil service -- especially from foreign
service -- every Socialist. Meaning by Socialist,
everybody who was for TVA.

I think history will have to -- in calmer times --
write the final score about Eisenhower. He is 2 man
who in a amazing degree had the confidence of the
people, father image or what you like, no man --
hardly Roosevelt -- had such high percentage of gen-
eral approval. And at the same time few men have
had such a unanimity among the sophisticated of
criticism. And I think history will have to come in.

Some of the Democrats bore me a little with their
criticism. I could turn the tables if I were running
against them.

MR. LANGER:

Finally, what is your evaluation of the work of Norman
Thomas .

MR. THOMAS:

I make no evaluation. Let other people do it. I will
write no autobiography either.

MR. LANGER:
Well, let me ask you this in conclusion. If you were

a young man perhaps considering a political career,
which political party would you belong to and why?




MR. THOMAS:

I'd still be a Socialist I'm quite sure. I think our
party is now coming up, we've drawn back some dissident
elements, we've got committees working quite strongly
on a statement of Socialism adequate to the times.

The times have been profound changes which would make
the old debate between Marxists and non-Marxists, or
between the old orthodox economists and the Fabian
society pretty irrelevant.

When Khrushchev was here for instance, that debate be-
tween Socialism and Capitalism, between him and his
American hosts was beside the mark. What Khrhshchev
has got is welfare state capitalism controlled by a
dictatorship which is doing pretty well economically,
I must say. And has, as I already said, welfare fea-
tures. It's anything but what Marx would call Social-
ism. He said Socialism would be achieved, by his defi-
nition, when the worker got the Tull product of his
toil, which isn't true in Russia where the worker gets
what the government, gives him. And the dictatorship
has revived a great many extreme capitalist devices
like incentive pay and the rest of it, its taxation is
retrogressive and so on. I don't think that's Social-
ism. On the other hand, I don't think that what we've
got is Capitalism by the pure definitions of my youth.
It's a mixed up thing. It's a State Capitalism of a
milder sort. It's a situation in which -- as a friend
of mine whom I often quote says, "The only persons
that really practice free enterprise are small boys
playing marbles for keeps." They don't have eny pari-
ty payments, any tariffs, any collective bargaining.
We've got subsidies all over the map, all kinds of
controls, by taxation, labor legislation, pretty good
controls many of them, but we've got them.

So that we live in a time where we need to have some
new thinking about pretty fundemental theory of
soclal life and progress. Especially in the field

of international relations. We're doomed if we're
¢oing to go on indefinitely claiming that the highest
form of social organization is the azbsolute national
state, whether that state's the size of Iceland or
the United States, the size of Albania or the size of
the USSR. We're just doomed, that's the modern
idolatry. I believe in love of country, I believe

in nationalism as an alternative to imperalism and

as the principle of decentralization, but not as a
god that you worship.

Now, we Socialists have been on the right track about
that. We've been more international than others. We
need to clarify and develop it. I think there's a
tremendous appeal to being a Socialist now. A Social-
ist, because the Socialists more than anybody else
have insisted that we have to have the dominance of
the cooperative principle to conquer poverty in the
world. A Socialist because Socialists more than any-
body else have insisted on implementing international-
ism. Right now, the Socialist International wants

& one per cent contribution of the national income of
every country, just income for a fund for the coopera-
tive attack on poverty, which is more than other
parties have said. Moreover, as Socialists, we're
working at what's awfully difficult and we haven't
gotten too far -- that is on the triumph of democracy
as against its being crushed by bureaucracy.

These are things that I find & tremendous appeal in
and I'd like to think a younger generation will find,
and carry on beyond what we know and understand. So,
I would be a Socialist if I were a young man. But

I would be a Socialist and insist that the party,
until the time had come when we could have a new
alignment, when we could have Perhaps a new grouping,
that the Socialist Party shouldn't keep me from par-
ticipating at election time with the major parties.
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Untll another day comes, perhaps, I wouldn't want
to be a kind of eunuch, not being politically effec-
vive at all unless I could vote for a Socialist.

This I have said in Socialist ranks and I say it out-
side. I'd like therefore to be a Socialist who would
be free in the region where I lived, to go into the
Primaries of the party that seemed to me the best

or the least bad, for the candidate that seemed to

me the best or the least bad, unless there could be

a Socialist candidate.

This is the line I would want. As for a career, yes
I want men who think well of politics as a career.
You know, here I want to stand up a little for
people who do go into politiecs, and for their hones-
ty. Did you ever think for instance that the great
source of dishonesty is the private person that
does the bribing, the private corporation that does
the bribing. I think the level of honesty is prob-
ably much higher in civil service, in the federal
government at least, than it is in lots of corpora-
tions.

You don't have to feel as if you're giving away your
character when you go into politiecs. Not if you've
got some guts and some ideas of your own and have
the courage to stand up for those ideas. On the
other hand, I do not think that a young man does his
best when he says, I am going to go inta politics

in order, come hell or high water, to be governor of
New York, President of the United States, Senator,
whatever. You better go into politics because you
believe quite sincerely that on certain things
depend our peace, our prosperity, our justice. And
you ought to serve those ends. And you believe

that you can serve them in office. But the ends

are more important than whether or not you are
elected. I do not think that I didn't accomplish
anything because I wasn't elected. And I think I
may have had more influence not being elected than
if I had been elected and had to do things that I
didn't want to do at all in order to be elected,

or in order to keep office.

It's not an unhappy life, I assure you, to stand for
what you believe and fight for it. It has its own
compensations, its own satisfactions which aren't to
be despised at all. By and large I'm inclined to
think that we Socialists didn't throw away our votes
under our two party system, especially in the years
when we were active. Because we voted as we did,

we had more influence in bringing about the changes
that came with the New Deal than a lot of people
that conventionally voted democratic in Mississippi,
or Republican in Maine. That seems to me to be very
obvious.

So that when I talk about young people in politics,
I say this. There has to be some new formulation
of ideals and programs in our bewildering world in
which change has been so breathtaking. Some new
formulation but along lines that are familiar, along
lines of democracy and justice that we've always
cared about. It's a tremendous challenge to try

to help to make that, and if in making it you offer
yourself for public office and are elected, you can
greatly serve. But you can also serve sometimes

if you're defeated, and you can also serve if you're
never even a candidate.

To give a rather conspicuous example, at least in the
City of New York, a lawyer named C. C. Burlingame
died at the age of a hundred odd I don't know when.
One of the most remarkable men I ever knew. He
wasn't a Socialist, he was a Liberal. He was an
exceedingly honest, witty, intelligent men with a




marvelous memory of the past. He was behind almost
every decent movement here in New York. T don't think
he ever even tried to be elected. He was & counsel-
lor to judges, Supreme Court judges would stop off in
his old age to talk to him. It was a benediction.
Well, that's the wrong, it was an inspiration of a
sort to go to see him as I occasionally did. I'm

not saying this because I agreed with everything

he said or that he agreed with me. But that's the
kind of man we need more of. He was a man of certain
peculiar talents, but the general idea -- we won't
have our democracy unless there are people who are
willing to pay quite a price in hard effort.
Democracy is -- a good democracy is not & simple and
an instinctive thing. It requires work, it requires
education, it requires effort, it requires a capacity
to cooperate with others. Which means, if you like,
sometimes you compromise because even in a family
you can't get along by saying, like Luther, "Here
stand I, I could do no other so help me God," all

the time. You may have to say it once in a while.

Politics is in & sense the art of compromise, but it's
the art of compromise of people who have a sense of
direction, who know where they're going and who

don't compromise too easily without a fight, as so
often heppens. It's by politics that we'll have peace
or war in the end, no matter how much good will there
is suffused. It's by politics that you will make an
end of legal discriminations against the colored
Americens and others. It's by politics that we'll
come to grips with questions like -- well, in the

end even birth control and the explosion of popula-
tion, with all kinds of economic problems, with the
proper guarding of our diminishing natural resources,
with the proper extension of our technology, with

the proper conquest of poverty throughout the world.

MR. LANGER:

Thank you very much, Mr. Norman Thomas.




SOCIAL STUDIES

FW3044 British Broadside Ballads, v. 2 sung

by Ewan MacColl
FH5211 Witches & War -Whoops, early New
England ballads sung by John Allison

FH5437 Songs of the Spanish Civil War, v. 2
FH5441 Songs of Algerian Freedom Fighters

(FLN) recorded in Algeria

FH5442 Angolan Freedom Songs recorded by

UPA fighters in Angola

FH5443 Somali Freedom Songs recorded in
Africa

FH5444 Ding Dong Dollar: Scottish anti-
Polaris and republican songs

FC7566 Call of Freedom, a cantata by elem-

entary school pupils,

FR8970 The Sounds of Yoga-Vedanta recorded

in India

FW8750 Hawaiian Chant, Hula & Music, re-

corded in Hawaii

FL9741 Dear Abe Linkhorn; satirical writings

from the Civil War

LATEST RELEASES

FH5802 AMERICAN HISTORY IN BALIAD
AND SONG, Vol. 2; for Secondary
School Social Studies Classes,
compiled and edited by Albert Barouh
and Theodore 0. Cron; documents

four main areas in American History:
Cultural Democracy, Economic Democ-
racy, Political Democracy, Interna-
tional Democracy -- through perform-
ances of traditional and contemporary
songs by many singers incl. Woody
Guthrie, Pete Seeger, Oscar Brand,
New Lost City Ramblers, Aunt Molly
Jackson, many others. Accompanying
text includes song texts, thought
qQuestions, homework assignments, etc.
3-12" 33-1/3 rpm longplay

AMERICAN HISTORY - 12"

FA2312 SONGS OF THE SEA with ALAN MILLS and The Shanty
Men, guitar acc, Includes: Rio Grande, Haul Awvay
Joe, Sally Brown, Chee'ly Men, Johnny Baker, Paddy
Doyle, Dead Horse, Salt Horse, A-Roving, Tom's Gone
To Hilo, Johnny Come Down to Hilo, Ten Thousand Miles
Away, Shenandoah, Billy Boy, Lowland, Drunken Sailor,
Blow Boys Blow, Blow the Man Down, Clear the Track,
Can't You Dance the Polka? A Long Time Ago, New Bed-
ford Whalers, Fire Down Below, The Sailor's Grave,
Boney was a Warrior, Santy Anna, The Chesapeake and
Shannon, Home Dearie, Goodbye, Fare Ye Well, Hilo
Somebody , Galloping Randy Dandy, Leave Her Johnny.
Rutes by Edith Fowke.

FA2354 SONGS OF A NEW YORK LUMBERJACK, sung by Ellen
Stekert with Guitar, Bounding the U.S., The Hills
Of Glenshee, The Western Pioneers, The Two Sisters,
Johnny Troy, Poor 0ld Anthony Rolly, rat Murphy of
the Irish Brigade, The Drummer Boy, The Trouble

Down at Homestead, The Fox, The Cumberland and the
Merrimac, The Singular Dream, The lake of Ponchatrain,
The Black Cook, Abe Lincoln Went to Washington, The
Shanty Boy and the Farmer's Son, The Raftsman's Song,
The Jealous Lover. Notes by Kenneth Goldstein and
song texts.

PA2429 POC'SLE SONGS & SHANTIES sung by Paul Clayton
& The Foc'ale Singers. Rio Grande, Haul On Tue
Bowline, Haul Away Joe, Leave Her Johnny, Fire Down
Below, Banks of the Sacramento, others. Texts.
FA2480 CISCO HOUSTON SINGS SONGS OF THE OPEN ROAD;
hobo and "Wobbly™ songs incl. Mule Skinner Blues,

Pie in the Sky, Beans, Bacon and Gravy, Soup Song,
others. Song texts.

FH5210 CHAMPLAIN VALLEY SONGS sung by Pete Seeger;
from the Marjorie L. Porter collection of North
Country Folklore; Seneca Canoe Song, Isabeau S'y
Promeneau, The Valiant Soldier, Elder Bordee, John
Riley, The Banks of Champlain, Roslin Castle,
Boyne Water, Un Canadien Errant, Once More A-Lum-
bering Go, The Shantyman's Life, Les Raftsmen
(Mother Gauthier's), Lily of the Lake, Vive La
Canadienne, How're You On For Stamps Today, Clara
Nolan's Ball, Young Charlotte, John Brown's Body.
Accompanying booklet includes notes on the songs
by Marjorie L. Porter and Kenneth Goldstein, song
texts, illustrations, and New York State folklore map.

FH5217 BALLADS OF OHIO. Collected and sung by Anne
Grimes with Dulcimer. Pleasant Ohio, Battle of
Point Pleasant, Logan's Lament, Lass of Roch Royal
(Child No. 76) St. Clair's Defeat, Portsmouth
Fellows (Sir Raynard), Christ in The Garden, The
Farmer's Crust Wife (Child No. 278) Girls of Ohio,
Alphabet Song, Darling Nelly Gray, The Underground
Railroad, My Station's Gonna Be Changed, 0 Ho!

The Cooper-heads, The Dying Volunteer, Ohio Guards ’
Ohio River Blues, Up On The Housetops, 01d Dan
Tucker, Boatman's Dance. Notes and complete Texts.

FH5232 TALKING BLUES. John Greenway with guitar
accompaniment. Talking Guitar » Original Talking
Blues, Talking Butcher, New Talking Blues, Talking

Dust Bowl, Dry Voters, Vet Drinkers, Talking Miner,
Talking Union, Talking Sailor, Talking Social Worker,
Talking Subway, Talking Inflation, 0ld Man Atom. I
Like Tke. Illustrated, notes by Kenneth Goldstein.

FH5249 WAR BALIADS U.S.A. Sung by Hermes Nye, with
guitar. Ba of' the Tea Party, Why, Soldiers,

Why, Free America,
Bennington Skirmish, The
Battle of Saratoga »
Butternut Hill, Constitu-
tion and Guerrier » If You
Want to Know Where the
Privates Are, I Landed in
London, Mademoiselle from
Armentiers, How Happy the
Soldier, Benny Haven, The
Boys of the Thirsty First,
The Regular Army, Oh! Saro
Jane, Mustang Grey, The
Cavalry Remount, I Got
Sixpence, I Don't Want to Join the Army, Gee But I Want
to Go Home, The One-Eyed Riley, Bell Bottom Trousers,
The Officers Ride the Whale Boats, Were You With The
Marines, The Engineers, The Fighting Q.M.C.

FH5251 AMERICAN INDUSTRIAL BALIADS sung by Pete Seeger
with Banjo. Includes songs written and sung as a re-
sult of US industrial era during the past 100 years,

by coal miners, textile workers, farm workers. "Peg

and Awl." "“The Blind Fiddler," "The Buffalo Skinners,"
"Eight Hour Day," "Harg Times in the Mill," "Roll

Down The Line," "Hayseed Like Me," "The Farmer is the
Man," "Come All You Hardy Miners," "He Lies in the
American Land," "Casey Jones," "Let Them Wear Their
Watches Fine," "Weave Room Blues," "Seven Cent Cotton,"
"Mill Mother's Lament," "Fare Ye Well, Old Ely Branch,"
"Beans, Bacon and Gravy," "The Death of Harry Simms,"
"Winsboro Cotton Mill Blues," "Ballad of Barney Graham,"
"My Children Are Seven in Number," "Raggedy," "Pittsburgh
Town," "Sixty Per Cent." Introduction 1. Silber and
song texts.

FH5252 AMERICAN NEGRO SONGS FROM SLAVERY TIMES, sung by
Michael LaRue; Over 30 autbentic slave songs incl.

Link O' Day, Good News, Stars Begin to Fell, etc. Texts
and documentary notes by Ralph Knight.

FH5255 THE DAYS OF '49 (Songs of the Gold Rush), with
Logan English, accompanied by Billy Faier. Notes by
Kenneth S. Goldstein. What Was Your Name in the
States? Sacramento, A Ripping Trip, Sweet Betsy From
Pike, Crossing the Plains, Prospecting Dream, Life in
California, I Often Think of Writing Home, The Days
of '49, He's the Man for Me, Clementine, California
Bloomer, Sacramento Gals. Illustrated text.

FH5258 SING OH! THE CITY OH! Songs of early Pitts-
burgh written by Robert Schmertz and sung by Mr.
Schimertz with Vivien Richman, Eero Davidson,
Gretchen Jacob, Jo Davidson, Jack Schmertz. Sing
0 the City 0!, Celoron, «The Ohio Company, Forks of
the Ohio, La Vierge de la Bele Riviere, Mon Petit
Lapin, Braddock's Defeat, General John Forbes, The
Lonely Grenadier, Flintlock Finnegan, The Battle of
Bushy Run, Prettiest Girl in Pittsburgh Town. With
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