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"THE GOD THAT FAILED" 

Sunday, February 26, 1950 

Russian Connnunism is novf a third of a century old. It hE\s survived two world 

movements., Fascism and Naziism, which set out to destroy it. It has greatly ex­

tended its borders in the west to include a number of satellite states which are to­

day under its hegemony. It has vastly increased its influence in the East as a re­

sult of tha victory of Communism in China. It has adherents of varying sizes and 

strength in almost evecy country of the globe. It is today trading diplomatic blows 

of equal striking power vri th all the remaining democratic states in the world. Its 

military power by all accounts is formidable. rt is acknovrledged that it now- pos­

sesses the atomic bomb and may even be in advance of the united States in the devel­

opment of the hydrogen bomb. 

Along with the Allies, it emerged victorious from the Second l orld War, and in 

1942 it was able alone to break the back of the Nazi armies in the East with no Al­

lied ground forces fighting any,-vheres on the co tinent of Europe, and to quote Admir­

al I.ehey, "It took up to June 1944 the f'ull force of the mighty German army•" Com­

munist Russia is today the second greatest power on earth and Russian Communism is 

the centra.l fact around which the foreign policy of our own government, Great Britain 

and many other countries today revolves. 

At first glance, therefore, it is quite odd and somewhat absurd to speak of 

Russian Communism as "The God that Failed"• And yet, failed it did if you listen 

to the confessional testimonies of the six eminent men who had been members of the 

Communist Party, or had been committed in their sympathies to itJ these confessional 

testimonies vrhich make up the volume v1hich was recently published by that name, "The 

God that Failed". Evidently these men - and they are important men - are not think­

ing of military power or of territorial expansion in relation to Russian Communism, 

but of something ouite different, and to them, something quite more important. After 

all, the Revolution of 1917 was not inspired by the hope of making Russia a ereat or 

a greater military power or of extending its empire. The czars of Russia had done a 



•• I 

-2_ 

pretty good job in extending the empire of Russia pretty nearly over one-siA--th of 

the globe. The revolutionary leaders, the Bolsheviki leaders of 1917 were neither 

militarists nor imperialists nor nationalists. They carried through their revolu-

tion in the hope of creating a new social and economic order whichvould be based on 

justice and .freedom and equality for all men. They wished to put an end to all forms 

of economic exploitation and political tyranny. They had an heroic dream of radical -

ly rebuilding society; for that matter, not only Russian society, but the whole of 

humanity after a nobler pattern based upon the abolition of all privilege, of all 

race discriminations, of' all national and economic rivalries - a system of' society 

which would lead to security and dignity for the individual, and peace for the world. 

This was the god whom the revolutionists of 1917 hoped to enthrone, and this is the 

god that failed. 

The six who had worshipped rlth great reverence and adoration this god and Yrho 

today see him only as a monstrous idol, Moloch, at whose desecrated waters they will 

no longer bend their lmee - these six are not irresponsible individuals whose adher­

ence to Communism came lightly and whose present abandornnent of Communism comes eas­

ily or without much soul-searching and without much grief. EVen now., these men are 

not bitter or vindictive. They acknowledge to a tragic e rro:r: of judgment. They ex­

plain in this volume how they came to be Communists - their high hopes, their fervor; 

they explain their state of mind, their reluctance to be disillusioned about Commun­

ism, their earnest attempts to overlook glaring inconsistencies and shocldng acts of 

revolutionary betrayal. Their efforts to explain them all away are of a deep loyal-tor 

to Communism., to explain them all cMaY as the inevitable mistakes of an immature and 

hard-nressed movement beset by enemies. 

And the statements which they now make are not intended to incite any anti­

communist propaganda. They do not call for any wcr on Russia. These men have not 

gone rightist. They are still profoundly interested in the cause of Social justice. 

Some of them are still active Socialists; all of them are persuaded that freedom is 

forever in danger as long as the many who need bread are not satisfied. But, they 
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have become convinced hy very sad and personal experiences that Communism is not the 

way tocehieve these necessary and commendable objectives , that Comraunism vdll not 

make for a better society, but for a worse society, and they give their reasons 

simply, contritely, in the hope of strengthening the hands of progressive democracy. 

Their aim is no~ to point to the evils of Communism in the hope that we w.ill 

overlook the weaknesses and shortcomings of democratic society. It is very easy to 

point to the evils of another man and to one's own virtues with the consequence that 

the other man appears as a devil and we appear as a saint. That is not the purpose 

of these men. Their purpose is to point to fatal weaknesses in a philosophy of hu­

man progress , warn against them and at the same time, indicate what must be done in 

order to insure social progress , avoiding these fatal evils of Co1!llllunism. 

Some of these men abandoned Communism quite early; others stayed on until they 

received their final great shock of disenchantment when Stalin signed the pact with 

Hitler in August 1939, when the swastika was flown in M:oscovr and the Red Army band 

played the Horst Wessel song upon the arrival of Ribbentrop - Ribbentrop who caine to 

Moscow to negotiate the pact of Hitler with Stalin, the pact 'V'mich made revolutionary 

Russia a party to an imperialist dismemberment of Poland. 

This was the last stage in the Communifa career of the first of these six men 

whose confession is found in this volume , ttThe God That Failed" , Arthur Koestler . 

Some of you are acquainted with Koestler • s writing, at least with some of his books , 

"Darkness at Noon" , ttThe Yogi and the CoDllilissartt . Arthur Koestler was a member of 

the Communist Party for some seven years . He came to Berlin in 1930. Berlin of 1930 

gave the picture of a complete bankruptcy of democracy. The elections of that year 

showed that the parties of the extreme right , the Nazis , had made tremendous gains , 

and the party of the extreme left , the Communists , had made tremendous gains . The 

democratic center was crushed and the Weimar Republic was on its way out . That year 

one- third of the population of Berlin was unemployed. There vtas hunger stalking the 

land. Social democracy seemed to be helpless to solve the problem. It was also 
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helpless to check the rising tide of Naziism which w-as threatening all human freedom. 

In the \7est in the United states wheat was being burned, fruit was being arti£icialzy 

spoiled., little pigs were being thrown into the river in order to keep up prices 

~rhile people in Western Europe were starving. Arthur Koestler f01.md himself in this 

disintegrating society and as he put it ., he was thirsting for some faith, and Corrum.111f, 

ism seemed to offer him that faith . Communism alone seemed to be capable of resist,-

ing the onslaught of the primitive horde with its swastika totem. It was the one 

dynamic force in this welter of chaos , and hopelessness , and he becane converted to 

Communism and his soul became filled, as he put , with peace and security and seren­

ity. He had a faith now, he had a progran now, he had a mission now. But before veyy 

long he began to experience the successive shocks of disillusionnent . They began to 

co!Yle very early. The first was the shock of disillusior:nnent which crone ,tl th the re­

alization of how stupid the German Communist Party was in aligning itself time and 

again with its sworn enemy, the Nazis , in order to defeat the Social Democrats of 

Germany. The Communist Party came to look upon the Socialists as their mortal en-

emies instead of upon the Nazis . And time and again they voted against the Social- ' 

ist government , undermined the very weak prestige, and contributed to its ultimate 

defeat . 

The Communist Party of Gennany helped to destroy the German Republic and helped 

to put Hitler into power who, of course., turned around and destroye~ the Communist 

Party of Gernany root and branch. This stupidity - this political stupidity - dic­

tated by Moscow, according to Koestler, was his first disillusionment with his Party. 

He could not also stomach the Party 1s suspicion of and abuse of the intelligentia. 

The I ntellectual was always suspect in Communist circles . He tried awfully hard to 

accept the principle of the iron monolithic discipline of the Party, that all criti­

cism was deviationist sabotage and that all decisions enforced from above must be 

accepted unquestioningly. But he couldn•t quite make the grade . There was something 

in him which resisted that total submergence of self and individuality, of personal 
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opinion , personal judgment to the fiat , the unquestioned dicta of sonebody at the 

top . Koestler visited Russia and spent considerable time there , an he saw the ra­

vages of the famine of 1932 and 1933 which famine was the result of the hasty and 

enforced collectivization of Russinn agriculture . He saw the systematic extermina­

tion of the kulaks . He was shocked by the Asiatic backvrardnes s of life everywhere , 

by the incredibly bad housing conditions which make all industrial towns , he says , 

appear like vn.st slums . He was startled by the low standard of li v j ng v~hich he sa: • 

But still he was inclined to explain theo all av,ay. After all , there was a great 

progran bei ng unfolded. There must be deprivation and suffering i n the early sta es . 

nd he stay13c. on n .t.h the party. He stayed on particularly because in 1934, the 

year after Hitler came into power, the year after he destroyed the CorrJnunist Party 

in 3ermany, the peop~e at the top suddenly realized th t their progr a had been 

false . at is needed now to fight t'he power of growing Fascism in the world v1as 

the unj_fication of all democratic forces , whethe ommunist or not. And in 1934 
ent 

-oscow, iJual behind the progran of the Popular Front and invited all rnen to fight 

Fascism and to champion democracy. It was the time of Litvinoff, it was the time of 

~n effort to reconcile Soviet Russia with the West, it was the ~i~e r1en e Soviet 

Union entered the United .i: ations and in the Popular Fro t Koestler sa-vr a new hope , 

hich kept him loyal to the Cor.ununist Party. And aga:in in 1936 when anco carried 

out his 11 coup tetatn on the Spa i;:;h Republic, it ,as Russia , the only great pow , 

who came to the suppo t of the Spanish Re. ublic gove n 1e , and in that Koestler saw 

justification and a renewa of his adherence to Comraunism. 

He vrent to Spain, he fought rith the Republican arr.iies , he was in jnil for four 

month ~n solitary confinement, and it vas in those months in solitary confinement 

that Koestler began to get a glimpse of what is basically wrong with Russian Comr.nm­

ism, what. is philosophically wrong with it . He came to the conclusion, and I quote 

him - his .first tentative conclusion 11 that man is n. reality, mankind an abstraction; 
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that men cannot be treated as units in operations of political arithmetic because 

they behave like the symbols for zero and the finita , which dislocate all mathemat­

ical operations; that the end justifies the means only within verJ na.ITow limits; 

that ethics is not a .function of social utility, and charity not a petty- bourgeois 

senti11ent but the gravitatior.al .force vrhich keeps ci"\rili zati on in its orbit. n 

For the f:i_rst ti e in many years Koestler be an to think of bc.s:.r. ethics , of 

char·ty, o.f the inclivi uc1_ , his significance in the scheme of things , all of w ich 
in 

doctrines and ideas Communism had/30 many ways rejected . 

Anti en top of it all came the purges in Rus~;ia and then the Hitler- Stalin pact, 

and KoestJe r broke ·;ith the Cormnunist ?arty and set out up .n hi3 om road . 

Ignazio Silone , the second of these six, the Italian, eminent VJr~ter and great 

political leader , at the age of 21 helped to found the Italian Communist Party. It 

appealed t-0 him out of a sense of justice . He was a vecy spiritually sensitive in­

dividual , and in his village, in the Abruzzi Appennine , he sa 'I almost da~ ly evidences 

of exploitation and injustice and terrible poverty. And as a boy and as a young man 

he grew up with the conviction that the state represented everything that was evil , 

the sta e stood for i njustice -nd swinc!ling and intri e and privile e . And he ca~e 

to hate it, and the choi e for an energetic and idealistic young man in those days 

~as either that of a rebel against the state or an accomplice Yith the evil forces 

of the state . And so , before very long Silone converted to Communism . It vras a 

complete deuication . To hin it was a new way of lif8 co.: plete y . He describes it 

as it is significant to understand the ·1hole of Communism upon the idealistic youth 

of the uorld . He said, 11 So I , too , had to adapt myself , for a nu.ilber of years , to 

living like a forei er in my own country. One had to change one 1s name , abandon 

evecy former link vlith family and friends ( nd this was under . ssolini •s Fascism) and 

live a false life to remove any suspicion of conspiratorial activity. The Party be-

came family , school, church, b racks; the world that lay beyond it was to be des­

troyed and built anew. The psychological mechanism whereby each singlo militant becomes 
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progressively identified with the collective organization is the sane as that used 

in certain religious orders and military colleges , with alr.lost identical results . 

Ever✓ sacrifice was welcomed as a personal contribution to the •price of collective 

redemption •; and it should be emphasized that the links rhich bound us to the Party 

gre steadily firmer , not in spite of the dangers and sacrifices involved, but be-

cause of them . This explains the att,raction exercised by Communisn on certain cate­

gories of young men and of women , on intellectuals , and on the highly sensitive and 

generous people who suffer most from the astefulness of bourgeois society. Anyone who 

thinks he can wean the best and most serious-minded ~roung people a 'lay from Communism 

by enticing them into a well-~armed hall to play billiards , starts .from an extremely 

limited and uni1telligent conception of mankind. " 

There was tremendous idealism, sacrificial ide~lism, in many of these young 

men who were attracted by the vision and the hope of Co 

But Silone , too , soon began to suffer these painful disillusionments - the in­

tolerance of the Party irritated him; the intrigue and the arrogance on the part of 

the Russian members of the Communist Internationale caused him deep concern; the in­

creas·ng degeneration of the Communist Internat· onale into tyranny a.nd beauocracy. 

S~lone , too , like Koestler , visited Ruaa , visited frequently. And some of his ob­

servations are very interesting. 

"What struck me mot about the Russian Communists," says Silone , "even in such 
, 

really exceptional personalities as enin and ct sky, was their utter incapacity to 

be fair in discussing opinions that conflicted rith their ovm. The adversary, simply 

for darine to contra ict, at once became a traitor , an op rtunist , a hireling. An 

adversary in good faith is inconceivable to the Russian Comrnunists . 11 

He found them utterly unable to gras the meaning of liberty - liberty of the 

indivi ual. He found that in spite of all their protestations , their prom~s , there 

was no progress towards the long- promiced democratization of the Party, but instead, 

dictatorship was increasingly accentuated. He resented the idalatry of Lenin and tre 



• -8-

superstitious cult of his mummy. rt was almost worship on the Red Square . Above all, 

he could not stonach the moral cynicism of the leaders of the movement, and he tells 

a very revealing story of an experience of his. "Hhat my memory prefers to recall may 

to some people seem only bizarre. They were discussing one day, in a special commis­

sion of the Executive (of the Communist International) the ultimatum which had been 

issued by the central committee of the British trade unjons, ordering ~ts local 

branches not to support the Communist-led minority movement, on pain of expulsion. 

(The British trade unions ordered its members not to to]erate Cor.unu.nists in their 

midst on pain of expulsion.) After the representative of the English Communist Party 

had explained the serious disa vantages of both soluti ons - because one meant the 

liquiciation of the minority movement and the other the exit of the minority from the 

Trades Unions - the Russian delegate Piatnisky put forward a suggestion which seemed 

as obvious iD him as Columbus• egg. 'The branches•, he suggested, •should declare 

that they subnit to the discipline demanded, and then in practice, should do exactly 

the contrary.• The English Co~.rnunist interrupted,' ut that would be a lie.' Loud 

laughter greeted this ingenuous objectio:1, frank., cordial, intenninable laughter, the 

like of vrhich the gloomy offices of the Communist International had perhans never 

heard before . The joke quickly spread all over Loscorr, for the Englishman's enter­

taining and incredible reply was telephoned at once to Stal.:.n and the most important 

offices of state, provoking new wave of mirth everywhere . The general hilarity gave 

the English Communist's timid,'ingenuous objection its true meaning. And that is 

why, in my memory, the storm of laughter aroused by that short , almost childishly 

simple little expression - 1But that would be a lie • - outweighs all the long, heavy 

oppressive speeches I heard during sittings of the Communist International , and has 

become a kind of symbol for me . " 

ell , Silone found himself increasingly in greater difficulties with the Party, 

and he finally la't it , and he summarizes his reasons for leaving it. "The ztlperior­

ity of the human person" , just as Koestler came to a similar conclusion; the im-

portance of saving the integrity of the individual .from the destructive and corrosive 
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mechanism of a Party ideology; the importance of saving the soul of the human being. 

That .finally drove him out of the ranks o.f the Party. 

The third of the writers is an American , a Negro , Richard 7right . In a very mov­

ing language he describes hovr he came to join the CoL1iru.nist Party. His Negro experi­

ence on the South Side of Chicago , his hunger .for brotherhood, .for a community of 

spirit, regardless of color , race , and how he threw himsel.f into the Party with what 

enthusiasm and hopefulness , and how disillusioned he became . He , too , the artist , 

thew ri ter , r esented the suspicion which Communists maintain toward the intellectual; 

he resented the iron discipline , the attacks upon his individuality. And he recounts 

one experience a.fter amther which tended to trample him under foot , to absorb him 

and consume h:: m completely, and he re.fused to do it. He le.ft the Party and he re­

solved to devote himself to his art in ordler to keep alive in the hearts of men a 

sense o.f the inexpressively human - just like Koestler , just like Ignazio Silone . 

Perhaps the most signi.ficant of these con.fessions is that o.f the most .famous o.f 

living European writers , winner of the Nobel Prize, the Frenchman, Andre Gide . Andre 

Gide came to Communism because he rras ashamed of his o ·m pe sonal com.fort in a world 

of suffering and want . He came to it , as he says , not through Karl !arx, but through 

the Gospels , through his religious and spiritual confictions. And he had a eat 

hope for Russian Communism. Then he visited Russia in 1936 and he found the e , as ha 

puts it, "everything .from which I had always fled at h e - the privileges that I had 

hoped to see abolished forever" . I quote from his confession because it is written 

in his inimitable style and sums up much of what is in the testimony of the other 

five . 

He said , "I admited particularly in Russia the extraordinary impulse toward 

education and culture . But the sad thing is that the education the people receive 

only informs them on wha.t leads them to flatter themselves on the present state of 

a.ffairs and to believe in the Soviet Union •Ave Spes Unica •. culture is directed to­

wards one aim only, the glorification of the Soviet union; it is not disinterested , 
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and critical discrimination is entirely lacking. 

"I happened to visit a model collective , " writes Gide , 0 it is one of the finest , 

the most prosperous in the Soviet Union - and I vrent into several of the houses . I 

wish tha I could give some conception of the unifonnly depression impression which 

is communicated by each of the dwellin~s , that of a total absence of individuality. 

In each there are the same ugly pieces of furniture , the same picture of Stalin and 

absolutely nothi ng else - not the smallest vestige of ornament or personal belonging. 

Any house could be exchanged for ariy other ,vithout the tenant being a are of the al­

teration . Of course , the nembers of a collective take al 1 their pleasures in common, 

and their homes are only, as it were, lairs to sleep in; the whol3 interest of their 

lives is centered in the club . Doubtless the happiness of all can most easi)y be 

achieved by the sacrifice of the individuality of each, through confonnity. But can 

it be called progress , this loss of individuality, this uniformity, toward which 

everything in Russia is now tendin ? I carmot .1 elieve that it is . In the Soviet 

Union it is accepted once and for all that on every subject - ,hatever may be the is­

sue - there can be only one opinion, the right one . And each Morning •Pravda • tells 

the people vrhat they need to know arrl must believe and think . 

"The disappearance of capitalism" , continues An e Gide, "has not brought :froe­

dom to the Soviet workers - it is esse~tial that the proletariat abroad should real­

ize this fully . It is , of course , true that they are no longer exploited by share­

holding capitalists , but nevertheless they are exploited , and in so devious , subtle 

and twisted a manner that they do not know aey more whom to blame . The largest numb­

er of them live below the poverty line , and it is their starvation wages which permit 

the swollen pay- packets of the privileged workers - the pliant yes-men . one c·annot 

fail to be shocked by the indifference slx>vm by those in power toward their infer­

iors , and the servility and obsequiousness on the part of the latter - I almost said 

the poor. Granted that there are no longer any classes nor class distinctions in the 

Soviet Union; but the poor are still with them - and th!-e are far too many of them. 
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ttAlthough the long-heralded Dictatorship of the Proletariat has not material­

ized, there is nevertheless dictatorship of one kind - dictatorship of the Soviet 

bureaucracy. rt is essential to recognize this and not to allow oneself to be bam­

boozled. This is not what was hoped for - one might almost say that it is precisely 

the last thing in the world that was hoped. The ?rorkers have no lon:;3r even the 

liberty of electing their o,m representatives to de.fend their threatened interests. 

Free ballot - open or secret - is a derision and a sham; the voters have merely the 

right of electing those who have been ahosen for them beforehand. The workers are 

cheated, muzzled and bound hand and foot, so that resistance has become well-nigh 

impossible. The game has been1ell played by stalin, and Communists the whole world 

over aplaud him, believing that in the Soviet Union at least they have gained a glor­

ious victory, and they call all those who do not agree with them public enemies and 

traiM>rs. But in Russia this has led to treachery of a new sort. An excellent way 

of earning promotion is to become an informer , tli t puts you on good terms ,vi th the 

dangerous police which protect you while using you. Once you have started on t,hat 

easy, slipoery slope, no question of .friendship or loyalty can intervene to hold you 

back; on Gvery occasion you are forced to advance, sliding further in the abyss of 

shame. The result is that everyone is suspicious of e".reryone else and the most in­

nocent remarks - even of children - can bring destruction , oo that everyone is on 1is 

guard and no one lets himself go ." 

And so , J,..nc.lre Gide came to his co:r.clnsion, and I read it. "Deplorable and un­

satis.factory as the state of affairs in the soviet Union is, I would have remajned 

silent if I could have been assured of any faint progress toward something better. 

It is because I have reached the firm conviction that theSoviet union is sliding 

down the slope that I had hoped to see it ascend, and becausP it has abandoned, one 

after another - and alvrays for the most specious reasons - the liberties gained by 

the great Revolution after so much hardship and bloodshed. It is because I aee it 
. 

dragging in its wake to irreparable chaos the Communist Parties of other countries, 

tha I consider it my duty to speak openly. 

• 
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11 1-10 question of Party loyalty can restrain me from speaking frcr1 kly for I place 

truth above the party. I know ,ell that in 1lar:dst doctrine there is no such thing 

as truth - at least not in any absolute sense - there is only relative truth. I be­

lieve , however , that in so serious a matter it is criminal to lead others astray , 

and urgent to see matters RS they are , not as we would wish then to be or had hoped 

that they mi5ht be . The Soviet Union has deceived our fondest ho es and shom1 ·us 

iiragically in what treacherous quicksand an honest revolution can founder . The 

same old capitalist society has been re- establishe , a new and terrible despotism 

crushing arrl exploiting man, with all the abject and servile mentality of serfdom. 

Rissia ..•. • hR.s failed to become a God and she wi_l never now ari'·e fro the fires of 

the Soviet ordeal . " 

m ri.sh I had the ti1•e to speak of the others , of the .American, Louis Fischer, 

who as also , while not officially a member of the Party, a devotee of its ideals, 

and spoke for it arx:l wrote for it with such enthusias for so many years , who had 

lived in Rus ia for a long time - he ., too ., captivat d by the "post-dated checks11 , as 

he says, 1tby the promissory notesof Communism" , was prepared to forego der;iocracy 

Tiith its imperfections , bu hen he sa one th~ng after another of evil and oppres­

sion and vrrong in the system - the estruction of the kulaks , the purges , the trials, 

the secret police , the adulation of Stalin where the Conuri1mist Party itself became 

thE: rubber stamp of a dictator , the rise of narro r nationalism in the Soviet Union , 

the fraud of the 1936 Democratic Constitution wr~ch was adopted in Russia , and fin­

ally, the Hitler- Sta.lin Pact of 1939, he became persuaded that Stalin had built up 

a super- nationalist, imperialist state- capitalist, militaristic syster.1 , and he sum­

marizes his fin~l convictions. 

"No dictatorship is a democracy arrl none co ta.ins the seeds of liberty. This 

I did not understand in the years vhen I was pro- Soviet. I believed that a tellpor ary 

suspension of freedom would enable the Soviet r egime to make r apid eco omic strides 



- 13-

and t.hen restore the i'reedcm. " 

rt didnt t work out that way. There is no .freedom in a dicta.tor ship becaus 

there are no inalienable rights . The dictator has so much power and t.he individual 

so little that the dictator can take away any right rhich he gives . 

"}zy' pro-Sovietism led me into the .further error of thinking that a system 

founded on the principle of t the end justifies the means • could ever create a better 

world or a better human being. " 

11 riy years of pro- Sovietism have taught rr.e that no one who loves people and 

peace should favor a dictatorship. The fact that a system of society proclaims 1; -

erty yet l:units it is no good reason for embracing a system which com_letely crushes 

liberty. " 

Well, if one were to SUI!'.marize these remarkable spiritual autobiographies, one 

could summarize it this way. ost of thes~ people , ~rith the possible exception of 

Gide , came to maturity during the period of moral, sp·ritual ~eckage follovring the 

First orld 'far . They saw the democratic ideals enaced; they sa, the rising tide 

of reaction; they became .frightened; they became impatient; and they forgot what no 

freedom-loving man ever forgets , and that is the all-importance of method. An ideal 

in itself is one thing. The method by which you hope to achieve that ideal is an­

other thing and quite as important as the ideal itself, for if the method of achiev 

ent is wrong, that method becomes integrated. ultimately in the ideal and your pure 

ideal is never realized. It becomes efouled and the dream beco~es a nightmare . 

To try to achieve liberty t o gh dictatorship is to defeat liberty. TO try 

to improve the position of the in ividual by denying his individuality is to inure 

that the individual will ultimately be er shed, the ideal rhich you have proclaimed 

will be vain and meaningless . 

If I were to summarize in one word wha.t was lacking vrith these six eminent men 

and why they l'tent rrong, I rould say that t y lacked religion because religion is 

the vra.y by which human beings are to achieve human progress . The Bible speaks of 

the , ay of God"• There is a way which leads to the ultimate ideal of society. 
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If you love justice and you emphasize justice and the love of it, and you use 
. 

the apparatus of good will, of compassion, of charity, of mutual helpfulness, of 

compromise, then you are likely to approximate that ideal. The ultimate achievement 

of the absolute is beyond the grasp of mankind anyhow, but if you use the methods of 

ruthlessness dictated by impatience or fanaticism; if you fo egp love and compassion 

and charity and respect for the individual, then you are ljkaly to find yourself in 

the wilderness of dictatorship and brutality with your beautiful apples, like the 

. app]e s of Sodom, turned to ashes. These people lost their religious vision. They 

became so impatient, they sacrificed the method - they assumed that tte end is al­

ways justified. The end is right and the end justifies the means. 

And after their tragic experiences, they rediscovered the dignity of man, the 

pennanence of human personality, the inalienable rights of human beings and the man­

date of charity. What they have come to understand, el though they do not put it in 

so many words, is that progress nithout religion leads o tyranny. 

All of which shoul d not be interpreted that everything in the Soviet Union is 

bad and everything in the Soviet Union must be destroye_d, thc".t everytlii.ng in the 

Soviet Union is so bad that we must have no truck with it rrha tsoever. All or this 

does not mean that the world must remain permanently split into two halves, one arm­

ing itself aeaira t the other and waiting for tli.e day of u timate decision. 

The reformation of the Soviet nion will not come about by methods of vrar. If 

these evils are ever to be eradicated .t'ror.i Russia, it ·v 11 have to come about from 

within ultimately after a long period of time when that vast people :will come to re­

alize that it is paying too high a price for the ideals which have not even been ap­

proximated. What we must do at home is not to remain smug by pointing to the defi­

ciencies in the Russian system but by looking to the cvi1s and weaknesses of our own 

way of life ,;hich led men like Louis Fj.shcer and Richard wright to abandon Alilerican 

democracy for a time and dedicate their lives to Communism. The Jim Crovr-ism of Amer­

ica, the segregation, the color line, the discrimination which exists in our midst 



. 

-15-

and which embitter men and vromen , the social wrongs - they should be eradicated and 

they can be eradicated by the democratic method, by the parliamentary method, by the 

educational method - not by brute force and dictatorship . If Socialism is ever to 
I don •t kx 

come to the world - and mt/know that Socialism is the 
that 

essiah of mankirrl - kxt it 

vrill give to hUI!la.Il beings all that they hope it will give them, assumin that Social­

ism is the program of the future - one nation after another seems to be moving in 

that direction - Socialism vrill come about, not along the I. o scow line; possibly 

along the Ane;lo- saxon line of slow experimentation vri th forms of socialization 

through the democratic process lithout, in the process , sacrificing the rights of 

the individual, without setting up an cpparatus which crushes completely the soul of' 

the individual . 
-

A helpful book, if read with understanding, not with prejudice - a reaffinna-

tion of the g!'eat principles of basic , spiritual religion. ~ 




