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FREEDOM IN THE U}{[TED STATES 

For How wng? 

October 29, 1950 

In this hour of crisis our liberties are being menaced both from within and from 

without. We all clearly recognize, I believe, the menace £rom without, the serious 

threat to our liberties and to all human liber ties involved in dictatorship of the 

right or of the left, which dictatorships destroy all human freedans, as we conceive 

them. Perhaps we have exaggerated the strength of dictatorship in the world, and so, 

underestimated our power and the power of democratic countries elsewhere to contain 

aggressive dictatorship, to defend ourselves, our democratic way of life; that in the 

fear of it we have not only done much which needed to be done by way of organizing 

against dictatorship, alerting ourselves and the rest of the free peoples of the earth 

against it, mobilizing our strength, assisting economically the free peoples of the 

earth to grow stronger and thus be enabled to resist the invasion and infiltration of 

dictatorship; but perhaps we have also done much at home that need not have been done. 

We adopted extreme measures which betray fear, panic, bordering on hysteria. And in 

my humble judgment it is these mea9'1res which menace our liberties from within, which 

may destroy the very thing which we are seacing to protect - our free way of life. 

In the last three lectures in this series, I have spoken of the threat of Commun

ist aggression abroad. How serious is the Communist threat at home? Is it of such 

proportions as to justify the present mood and all the measures of suppression which 

are being taken? My own personal opinion, of course, may be discounted as the personal 

opinion of every individual, for we have no access really to the best and most authoz

itative sources of infomation on this subject, but surely the President of the United 

Stat es has access to all these sources of authoritative information - surely he is the 

best informed man i n t he United States on this su j ct . What s c th~nk about the 

proportion, the size of tee Canmunist threat here in the United States. 
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On April 24, 1950 the President of the Unit ed States addre ssed he Federal Bar 

Association in Washington, am he said., "We know that the greatest threat to us does 

not come from the Communists in this country, where they are a noisy but small uni

versally despised group." 11A noisy, but small universally despised group."· "The 

greatest threat comes :f'rom Communist imperialism abroad, where the center of its mil

itary and economic strength lies. 11 In this same address of April of this year he 

stated: 

The fact of the matter is - because of the measures we are tald.ng -
the intern.~1 security of the United States is not seriously threat
ened by the Communists in this country. There are proportionately 
fewer Communists in this country than in any other large country 
on earth. They are noisy and they are troublesome I but they are 
not a major threat. 

Moreover, they have been s tead~ :losing ground since their peak 
in 1932, at the depth of our greatest depression, when they polled 
the largest number of votes in their history. 

This is what the Chief' Executive of our country says in anS1rer to the question, 

how serious is the Communist threat in the United States, and if he is correct - and 

I have no doubt but what his judgment is the final judgment in this matter - if he is 

correct, then we are justified in asking ourselves, why the rash of loyalty oaths? 

Why the witch hunting among American schools arrl colleges and universities? Why the 

wild McCartlzy' fulminations against our State Department being honeycc:mbed with Com

muni.st agents, and our goverment offices filled with disloyal an:i traitorous employees? 

Why' the Internal Security Act which was adopted a few short weeks ago over the Presi

dent 1s veto, a mreausre which the President characterized as a "mockery of our Bill of 

Rights"• 

The answer, I believe, is to be found in the Korean War and in the approaching 

elections. War creates a state of nervous anxiety when apprehensions are inflated be

yond all reason or proportion. And elections encourage all .forms of demagoguery and 

whatever can pull in the votes seems to be f'air grist to the politicians• mill. The 

war and the elections have whipped up almost into a fre~ this tear of the power of' 

Connnunism in our midst and has been responsible for laws and for practices which d:> 
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violence to the basic conceptions of free America. 

In April of this year, in this same address to which I am refeITing, the President 

declared that"there is right way and a wrong way to fight Connnunism."' The right way 

consists in "su-engthening our own defenses and aiding free nations ••• so that we 

and they can effectively resist Communist aggression, • • • in working to improve our 

democracy so as to give proof' ••• that democracy is the best system of government that 

man has yet devised, • • • and finally in working quietly but effectively, wi. thout 

headlines or hysteria, against Communist subversion in this country wherever it ap

pears, • •• but doing it within the framework of the democratic liberties which we 

cherish." That•s the right way. 

The wrong way which the President advises our people to eschew and to forego con-

sists in measures which do hurt and violence to American .freedan. 

Now I am going to tell you how we are not going to fight Communism. 
We are not going to trnsform our fine F.B.I. into a Gestapo-like 
secret police. We are not going to try to control what our people 
read and say and think. We are not going to turn the United States 
into a Right-Wing totalitarian country in order to deal with a 
tert-Wing totalitarian threat. 

In short, we are not going to end democracy. We are going to keep 
the Bill of Rights on the books. We are going to keep those 
ancient, hard-earned liberties which you lawyers have done so much 
to preserve and to protect. 

He was addressing a Bar Association - hence, the reference to lawyers. 

Now, nothing has changed in our coW1try since April of this year as regards the 

spread of Communism in our midst. There bas been no increase in Camnl)n:i.st ranks, and 

yet, our people have been so propagandized into such a state of fear that they are pre

pared to accept;>, I am afraid, and tolerate, amazing suppressive legislation and other 

measures arxi invasions of their civil liberties which they would not dream of d:> ing 

under normal conditions. They are consenting to lmrs and practices which avowedly are 

intended to protect their liberties, but which actually are subtly undeno1ning them, 

and they are even becaning intolerant and suspicious of those people who caution them 

against this self-consuming hysteria. A champion ot basic Americanism and or the Bill 

of Rights today' in the United States is def'initel.3 a suspect person. 
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Now, it is te?Tibly important that America shall remain free, not alone for its 
and 

own sake, ma for the sake o! its own people, but for the sake of the world. If free-

dom perishes here in the oldest ani strongest democracy in the world, it will die 

everywhere. Destiny has singled out the American people to be not the opponent of this 

econanic system or that economic system - econanic systems come and go and change, 

v;ry and fluctuate fran age to age and .from generation to generation - destiny has 

singled out the American people not to be the champions of capitalism or Socialism or 

Communism or the opponents, but to champion a free and democratic life for mankind. 

But if in opposing a certain economic system, we sacrifice freedom here at home, we 

will have lamentab~ and tragically betrayed mankind. The united States, with iu 

Constitution, with its Declaration or Independence, with its Bill ot Rights is a light 

unto the world, a challenging hope, inspiring and invincible. A United states with 

McCarthyism and Franco-ism, with alien and sedition laws, with inquisitions into the 

hearts and minds of people, with attack on academic freedom, with attempts to control 

thought and to terrorize unorthodox and unpopular opinion - such a United States will 

only be a bedraggled knight in tarnished armor with a dented shield arrl a broken lance. 

We had the same problem which we have today 150 years ago when our Republic was 

very young, much snaller, much poorer, much less stable and less secure than our coun

try is today. The United States, which had just then emerged from a revolution and 

had just set up its goverment, was beset by many enemies, and bedevilled by agitators 

both native and alien, by the Red adherents of the French Revolution which was as ob

no.li:>us to many people in those days as the Soviet Revolution is in our day. And in 

1798 four measures were adopted which have come to be known as the Allen and Sedition 

Acts to detend this new goverment against sublrersive activities. It provided penal

ties for canbining to oppose goverrment measures am for any false, scandalous or 

malicious writing against the governnent or any ot its high official. s. In those days 

the Congress of the united states was driven to ack:>pt desperate measures in their hope 

of protecting themselves against what they regarded as a grave and imminent menace. 
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And the man who fought the Alien arrl Sedition Acts most vigorously and who brought to 

play upon it all the collosal power of his mind was the man who framed the Declaration 

of Independence, Thomas Jefferson. We did not need laws against agitators, he said. 

Ours, he said, was the strongest country on earth - that little country at the edge of 

the wilderness which had just been bled white by eight years or revolution and war -

almost bankrupt, with the threat of war hanging over it - this little country, Thomas 

Jefferson declared, was the strongest goverrment on earth. ffl\y? Because it was 

grounded in the strength and the loyalty of .free men, and his attack and those of men 

like unto him, brought about the quick revocation of these laws, arxl with it, the de

struction of the Federalist Party, which was responsible for the alien and sedition 

laws. 

And for 150 years America has had no sedition laws in peace-time. But last month 

the Congress of the United states rushed through an Internal Security Act which the 

President of the United states characterized as tta terrible mistake" which he vetoed. 

But they passed it over his veto. They were very near to the election. This measure 

calls tor the registration of all Camnunist organizations and so-called Communist-.f'ront 

organizations, and makes it mandatory for them to divulge infonnation about themselves, 

their officers, their finances, arrl imposes severe penalties upon Canmunists and those 

covered by the terms, and iil makes SW'eeping changes in our immigration laws governing 

the adnission of aliens to the united States and their naturalization as citizens. 

In vetoing this measure the President or the United States declared - and this is 

very signif'icant - that the Department or Justice, the Department of Defense, the Cen

t.ral Intelligence Agency and the Department of' State had all advised him that "the 

bill would seriously damage the security and intelligence operations tor which they- are 

responsibls, and thct they had expressed the hope that the bill would not become law P 

In other words, those agencies charged with the responsibility of defending this country 

in peace and in war advised against the enactment ot this sedition law, as did the 

President himself, but Congress thought otherwise. It rushed through pell-mell this 

measure, hell-bent, as it were I upon votes in the coming election. 
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What were the objections of President Truman against this measure which he vetoed? 

He wrote: 

It would afd potential enemies by requiring the publication of a 
complete list of vital defense plants, laboratories and other 
installations. It would require the Department of Justice and 
its Federal Bureau of Investigation to waste :immense amounts of 
time arrl energy attempting to carry out its unworkable registra
tion provisions. It would deprive us of the great assistance of 
many aliens in intelligence matters. It would antagonize friend
ly governments. It would put the Goverllllent of the United States 
in the thought control business. It would make it ea.sire for sub
versive aliens to become naturalized citizens or the United 
states. It would give Government officials vast powers to harass 
all of our citizens in the exercise of their right of free speech. 

W:tth reference to the value to be derived from registering Communist organiza-

tions, the President said this: 

The idea or requiring Communist organizations to divulge informa
tion about themselves is simple and attractive, but it is about 
as practical as requiring thieves to register with the sheriff. 
Obviously, no such organization as the Communist party is likely 
to register voluntarily. 

But the greater danger is not in what this measure means to do to the offical 

Communist Party, but what it proposes should be done to what is called Communist-

front organizations. What is a Communist front organization? Who can define it? 

What are the limits of this definition? "Insofar as the bill would require registra-

tion of the Communist party itself'," said the President, "it does not endanger our 

traditional liberties. However, the application of the registration requirements to so

called Comnrunist-:f'ront orgm izations can be the greatest danger to freecb m of speech, 

press and assembly, since the Alien and Sedition Law1I. of 1798. This danger arises 

out or the criteria or standards to be applied in determining whether an organization 

is a Communist-front organization. 

"The provision could easily be used to classify as a Communist-front organization 

any organization which is advocating a single policy or objective which is also being 

urged 'bl: the Coumunist Party or by a Canmunist foreign government. 
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"Thus, an organization which advocates low-cost housing for sincere humanitarian 

reasons might be classified as a Communist-front organization becal.B e the Communists 

regularly exploit slum conditions as one of their fifth-column techniques. It is not 

enough to say that this :grobably would not be done. The mere fact that it could be 

done shows clearly how the bill would open a Pandora's box of opportunities for offi

cial condemnation of organizations and individuals for perfectly honest opinions which 

happen to be stated also by Communists. 

"The basic error of these sections is that they move in tte direction of suppress

ing opinion and belief. This would be a very dangerous course to talce, not because 

we have any sympathy for COQ)munist opinions, but because aey governmental stifling of 

the tree expression of opinion is a long step toward totalitarianism. 

"There is no more fundamental arl.om of Americc11 freedom than the familiar state

ment: in a free country, we punish men for the crimes they commit, but never for the 

opinions they have. And the reason this is so fundamental to freecbm is not, as many 

suppose, that it protects the few unorthodox from suppression by the majority. To per

mit freecbm of expression is primari~ for the benefit of the majority because it pro

tects criticism, and criticism leads to progress." 
thing 

The English cb this/quite differently, even the Conservative Britishers. ~11' 

this month the Conservative Party held its annual conference in Blackpool and resolved 

to "employ every legitimate means to combat Communism1"but refused to urge the outlaw 

of' the Communist Party. And one of its leaders, Harold MacMillan., declared - and it 

is interesting that he took practically the same position that the President or the 

United States did, in saying that neommunists should l::e fought, shouli be outwitted, 

that all the instrumentalities of education and information should be used to expose 

them, but that no laws should be adopted which would constrict thought and limit the 

expression of tree opinion in England"• 

Now, the extent of our l:zy'steria., which is reminiscent of the Palmer days follow

ing the First World War and the expulsion of the f'ive Socialist members from the New 

York state ssembly in 1920, which some of you may recall - reminiscent of those times 
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and of that hysteria. is the action which was recent:cy- taken by the Regents of the Uni

versity of California in ordering the disnissal of .31 members of the .faculty who re

fused to sign a loyalty statement. Not one of these 31 was a Communist. Not one of 

them was ever accused or tainted with disloyalty or with the charge of subversive ac

tivities. Sane of them records of JO years of service with the University. A goodly 

number of them served in World War I and n. Good1 whole sane American citizens - but 

they would not sul:mit to the 'Ul'lWarranted procedure of signing a loyalty declaration 

which they regarded as an invasion of academic .f'reedom and a subtle threat to the free

dom of thought and a subtle approach to forms of dictatorship which, above all other 

men, teachers an:i professors must zealously guard the nation against. 

Now1 I am persuaded that these men who refused to sign this loyalty declaration, 

were the most loyal to the best American tradition. 

A former Attorney General of the United States, Frareis Biddle, made this very 

incisive ard correct observation. "Spies," - ani that 1 s what we are afraid of - "spies 

in and out of the government are caught by counter-espionage, not by loyalty tests.• 

A spy will not go to a public office arrl register himself as a spy. There is a de.f'in

i te menace developirg against the intellectual integrity and freedom of the whole 

American educational system. For weeks in the Senate of the United States, a United 

States Senator .f'ran Wisconsin, a political charlatan if there ever was one 1 a man who 

had been censured by the Supreme Court of his own state for Viola ting his oath as an 

attorney, was allowed to hold forth recklessly and to make baseless and unsubstantiated 

charges against rreputa.ble American citizens, public officials, of the type of Jessup 

and La ti.more, and to smear men with a Communist lable and to indulge in what amounts 

to character assassination in iJmxw)JI•• his belief - and I believe not at all un

founded was his belief - that a substantial section of the American people approved 

or his tactics because presumably he was protecting themagainst Communism. He knew, 

he said - he had definite knowledge a1 dinformation - of 205 employees of the State De

partment who were members of the Communist Party. That's a very se :d ous charge• 
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When he was asked to produce the names of the 205, he could not produce them. Later 

he reduced the nwnber to 57. He was asked to produce the name of 57, and he did not 

produce the names of 57. And finally he said that he -, uld rest his ca~ on one case 

alone, that of owen Lattimore, a professor at Johns Hopkins University. And not a 

single piece of evidence was produced in the hearings by himself or by the other wit

nesses that he brought in, including some former Communist ag~nts who had seen the light 

and had become nice, good people, like Louis Budencz. Not a single scrap of evidence 

was produced to substantiate the charge that this man Lattimore is, was or at any time 

was associated with the Communist Party. 

The halls of Congress are being used, in IJ\Y' humble judgment, to teITorize Ameri

can citizens whose views may not be popular w.i. th certai. n politicians, who for one 

reason or another have made themselves the mouthpiece of certain lobbies in Washington. 

Now, my good friends, we are facing a long struggle with dictatorships. It began 

a generation ago. It will last for a long time. I believe we can win. I believe that 

democracy and liberty and freedan will ultimately win this battle of the centuries. But 

we can win only if we ourselves, here at home, remain .free - if we do not get panicky, 

impatient and fearful. We shall not save democracy by suppressing civil liberties. 

We shall not protect freedom by aey attempts at thought control. "W8 have to fight the 

big lie," as Eisenhower put it, "with the big truth.w 

There is the danger ths:tthis fear of Camnunist infiltration might check our social 

progress here at home. The fear of the French Revolution, it is said, blocked politi

cal and social reform in England for a generation until that fear was dissipated, be

cause every measure that had aey inkling of progress, that in aey way approJd. mated 

some of the ideals proclaimed by the French Revolution was immediately denounced as 

revolutionary, and rejected. 

lfe must remember that the right of dissent, the right to criticize authority, the 

right to speak out, the right of' .tree speech and of tree press, tree assembly, is 

basic to our way of e and our system of goverment. The moment we become afraid ot 
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new ideas., we are lost. There nettd be no fear of democracy., my good friends., in this 

country - fran Communists, from agitators., from street-corner orators., and even fran 

an organized Cor..ununist party. There need be fear for the survival ot our f'ree insti

tutions, if there is a breakdown in our econanic life, if we have the kind of things 

we had in 1932, with 16,000,000 of our people unemployed, with farmers and businessmen 

going bankrupt, with misery spreading through the land. That is the one thing, the 

one real danger, we must guard ourselves against. But if we continue to provide in

creasingly for the economic security of our peop]e, for protection against unemployment 

and against the disabilities of life, if we continue to raise the standard of living 

of our people., i.f we continue to give to our young peop) a feeling that this is still 

a land of opportunity for them, that there are wonderful horizons beckoning them - if 

we continue to give our people the feeling that this is their country., their govern

ment - that the government is interested in them and in their families ani their well

being - you need never have any fear of aeything or ar.tY"One undermining the strength 

of the great American democracy. 

As Thomas Jefferoon said 150 years ago, "This is the strongest government on 

earth." And it will remain the strongest government on earth as long as it is rooted 

in the goodwill and the contentment and the unfrustrated idealism of .free men., and the 

true lover of America then thinks in these llrger terms and sees the IX9oblem in the 

wider perspectives and doesn't run to these stupid, fruitless, ineffective, but ter

ribly disruptive dangerous measures of snooping md spying and of espionage, repress

ing, Gestapo - that is not the way of salvation. That's the way of panic and hysteria. 

I hope, dear friends, that the discussions of the la.st four weeks, "This Hour of 

Crisis", may have helped us to a better understanding of our position in the 'WOrld to

day md of the role which we, the citizens or this great Republic, can play in solving 

in part the terribly serious economic, political and social problems of our day, and 

in preserving what has been handed dmm to us, a glorious country and a glorious tra

dition. 




