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S0l1E MORE OBSERVATIONS ON THE com 00 ELECTI CNS 

November 2, 1952 

In a few days now, dear friends, the tumult and the shouting of this canpaign 

will be overJ a new President of the United States will have been electedJ a new Con

gress, a new State and municipal officials., certain bond issues will have been ap

proved or not approved, certain constitutional amendments will be voted or voted downJ 

and our world will settle down to its quiet, normal pace. The radio and television 

will be restored to its legitimate owners; newspaper headlines will resume reporting 

sensational crimes instead of' sensational political speeches; our streets will be 

cleared of the banners and the handbills and the dodgers and the confettiJ campaign 

buttons will have been either put aside or thrown aside, as the case may be; and on 

Wednesday morning we shall all awake with a sharp awareness that we have to go back 

to work, earn a living in order to pay our bills and our taxes, regard:Je ss of who is 

elected. 

Those who lalow the difference between the Ashkenazi and the Sephardic pronounci

ation will appreciate the story told of a Jerlsh re.fugee who came to Israel .finally 

after years of wandering about all over Europe, and as he landed upon the shores of 

the new state of Israel, he said, "Thank God, thank God. From now on, no more tsouriaJ 

trom now on, nothing but tsaros.n 

It has been an exciting civil war during the last ffm months, but a civil war 

not with bullets, but ballots. That is the glory and the miracle of our democracy. 

We can change our public officials, it we wishJ e can throw out one ~ty and bring 

in another par;y 1n control ot our government, if we chooseJ we can decide upon this 

or that issue as we wish without tiring a shotJ and when it is all over and the vote 

_ in, the loser !eollitates the winner, the ranks are closed, and the American peopJe 

is one people, indivisible, carries on and marches on. 

We sometimes grow ary, as I have grown weary, ot this protracted campaign which 

lasts all too long and exhausts both the speakers and the listeners, the candidates 

and the Toters needlessly, I might say, and it is well to remember in the midst ot all 
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these unpleasant noises and 1\llminations that this is the open forum of a democracy. 

It is the apparatus and the technique of a tree people to datermine, to insure its 

:treedom, to keep the reinS' of government in its own hands. There is no other way. 

Campaigns may be a little shorter and candidates may be a little more restrained in 

their utterances - and they should be from the President of the United States dam -

but after all, it is tree and full expression of one• s poll tical views and pref'er

ences and are the very essence of a democracy. The only other alternative 1s that of 

dictatorship where you have only terror and submission and silence. 

I want t o recapitulate briefly some of the t h:ings which I said last Sunday morn

ing in giving rrr:, observations on the present political campaign so that 1 t will be 

tied up with what I am going to say this morning. I suggested that in m:, judgment 

there is little real difference between the two party programs and plat£orms, and that 

is •lv so much stress and emphasis is being laid on unessentials in this campaign and 

on the things only distantly related to the real issues. I suggested that in a two

party system, as ours, fortunately, we have to reconcile ourselves to the fact that 

there will be in both parties certain candida tcs ot hom we cannot entirely approve. 

rt is inevitabla. .And we cannot really expect the standard bearer of either party, 

who is called upon t o keep his party united and le ad them to victory, to begin to 

screen and to purge and to select one candidate i"rom another. That is to disrupt the 

unity ot bis party on the eve of an election. I suggested that there were reaction

aries 1n both parties and undesirable candidates. The question which the American 

voter will have to decide on this coming 'l\lesday is whether in hisjudgment the indi

viduals ot whom he does not approve are of such weight within the given party that 

they may determine the policies or the party, and again, whether the candidate at the 

haacl ot the party, the Presidential candidate, is of sufficient independence and cour

age that he will be able to drop these undesirable individuals and carry on according 

to his program~ his will. And on that score I indicat. ed last Sunday moin ing that cer-
on both candidates, the RepublDUtbe 

- •-~mtiJ)le have reason to congratulate themselves 
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and the Democratic, who are clearly men of independent judgment, of courage, of leader

ship. They will lead their party, They did not seek the nominations; they were sought 

out, and both by their records have given evidence of integrity, of leadership, of pur-

pose. 

I indicated furthermore that as far as domestic issues are concerned, there is 

really very little difference between the two parties. Here and there a difference of 

emphasis, a nuance., naturally, I cl:lcussed the attitude of both parties to the Taf"&

Hartley law., for example., and indica~d that both realized thalt there are changes to be 

ma.de in it, one suggests that these changes be made by amendment, arrl the other, by 

complete re-writing of the law. On the subject of corruption, both candidated have :in -

dicated that there is much that needs to be done to clean up our national life. The 

Democratic candidate for the Presidency has spoken of the mess in washington because •he 

Republicans have spoken continuously of that subject. What the voters will have to de- v 

cide is which candidate and which party can be t rusted to make a more thorough job in 

doing what both parties, I believe, feel needs to b e done. 

Both parties are in favor of tax reduction, of increased social security, of 1DDtR price 

support of the farmers, help to farm cooperatives and to small bus:tness. There are cer

tain differences naturally. The Democratic party favors, by andlarge, the continuation 

of price and rent controls, while the Republicans would like to do away with all of 

them. The Republicans favor state control of tidelands oil· the Democratic party is 

opposed to state ownership. The Democratic party would see a continuation of such pro-

jects as the T.V.A.; the Republicans would like to see more local md ~tate control 

and administration and ultimate ownership of these projects. 

This, I suggested., is a legitimate tug of war between two partiea who are not to 

be characterized as reactionary on the one side and radical on the other, but rather 

as conservative, if you will, and liberal. It is a question of tempo more then acy

thing else. Both are in favor of progress. Both would like to have greater security 
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for themselves., their families, the children of America. One would like to move forward 

a little more deliberately and slowly., without haste, and not to throw too much control 

0
f our national life in a centralized, bureaucratic government; the other party does 

not seem to be afraid of such a large-scale and rapid governmental assistance to the 

economic and social life of the country. 

I am incl.ined to believe, too - and this brings me to the new issues - that there 

is very little basi.c difference between the two parties on the subject of foreign pol-
are 

icy. Both parties are opposed to Communism here and a broad; both/in favor o:r collec-

tive security; both are in favor of continuing our alliances with foreign nations for 

the sake of making ourselves and democracy secure in the world; both are in favor of 

strengthening the United Nations. 

I say that both parties are opposed to Communism, and what freecbm-loving A~rican 

is not opposed to Communism? Certainly, Mr. Truman and Mr. Acheson, Governor Steven

son are wholeheartedly opposed to Communism. There have been under-cover Communists 

in certain departments of our government, and there are, as there are in every '"-govern

ment on earth tod~ - and it is the business of government to weed them out. Our ad

ministration hasbeenrather slow at first in the process of rooting out these Commun-

ists f'rom government offices. They had to be prodded by congress. The administration 

feared at first that all this criticism was aimed to embarrass it, and as such, it re

fused to move as energetically as it might have at first. Thus, t.he President erred 

inc ailing all that agitation for the removing of Communists from government positions 

as a red herring. secretary of State Acheron erred when, by implication at least, he 

came to the defense of Alger Hiss. But to attack the Democratic Presidential candi-

date, Governor Stevenson, for having made a deposition in the trial of Alger Hiss, stat

ing that to his best knowledge, his character was good, is patently unfair. Many people., 

both Republicans and Democrats, were ta.ken in. Maey friends, acquaintances of Mr. Hiss 



• 

-s-

were taken in by this very clever spy. From that one should not jump to the conclusion 

that these men are, therefore, friendly to Communism. 
subversive 

In the process of exposing Communism and elements in our governments, 

there has unfortunately developed a dangerous trend j_n American life, which has come 

to be known as McCarthyism. rt is the overshadowing inquisition w ich has come into 

American life. It consists of making wild and unsubstantiated charges which are tanta

mount to character assassination against all people of whose political views you do mt 

approve, of those men and wome , for example, who int he early days were associated 

with organizations which were dedicated to friendship with the Soviet Union at a ti.me 

when the Soviet Union was our military ally in the last war, and when the government 

of our country did its utmost to create good will for the Soviet Union among t.he Amer

ican citizens. It consists of trying to damn those people and smecl' them as commun

ists who favored a foreign policy with ret·erence to China which our own government ad

vocated at the time. You will recall the White Paper, which the Secretary of state 

Acheson i~sued in 1949 and which he said that the defeat of ationalis:. China at the 

hands of the Connnunists was to be attributed to the corruption, the graft of the 

clique, the regime of Cbang-kai-Shek himself, that the American government intends 

herea.fter to withhold aid from Chan kai-Shek. But these people wi o followed t his 

idance of our own state Department have been persecuted as Communists, and a witch

hunting has developed in our country, unfortunately, which spilled over into other 

areas of our national life - the academic world, where men and women are being a sked 

to take special loyalt.y oaths., where an atmosphere of intimidation which endangers 

freedom, is being created. 

I listened the other night., as many of you, too, must have listened, to the speech 

of senator McCarth;y in whj.ch he announced beforehand he was going to expose Governor 

Stevenson, present evidence to prove his close as ociation with Communism and his lean

ing toward friendship with Communists, and by imnlication., being a Communist himsel.£. 
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I list.ened to it very carefully and read i .t a gain the following morning in print, 

and I must say that there wasn•t enough substance in that speech to roll into a pi ch 

of snuff. Senator McCarthy showed that there were certain people around Governor 

Stevenson - his manager and those who helped him write his speeches - who had been 

members of the organization, Americans for Democretic Action, and th~t in McCerthy•s 

eyes was enough to brand a person as a Communist. Actua~, this orgmization is 

not conmunist; it is anti-Cornmunist. It is liberal, it is very progressive, but by no 

stretch of the imagination is it a Communist organization. And because these peopJe 

who helped Governor Stevenson in his campaign were members of that orga-i ization and 

because one of them, he discovered, was a non-religious erson and another one had 

criticized the F.B.I., thPrefore, by technique of imputing guilt •hrough association, 

Governor Steven on himself is guilty of pro-CoIIL.~unis. 

This is the same technique which, you will recall, President Truman used against 

General isenho, er, which I felt called upon to cri ti ize. It is a dangerous tech-

ni .ue. By that process rou c;,n ear this country apart. 

I do not believe that the Republican PErty has don eno eh during this ca.rrpai n 

to set the mind of the American people a ease on thct subject. General Eisenhower 

himself, when he visited the state of Senator McCarthy, stated th8t he did not ap

prove of ccarthy•s method. That wasn 1t 1 nite strong enough. A few days ago in Chi

cago, in an addxess elivered by General isenhower in Chicago, he put hi position 

more clearly, which is really the posi ion of every pat!'iot:c Arre rican. He stated, 

There ha been considerable concern, and rightfully so, about 
methods to be used in rooting Communism out of our government. 
There are those who believe that any means are justified by the 
end of rooting out Communism. There are those who believe that 
the preservation of democracy and the preservation of the soul 
of freedom in this country can and must be accomplished with 
decency and fairness and due process of law. I belong to this 
second school. 
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The most crucial issue in this campaign, as I suspected long ago, came to be Korea. 

For a time both parties ignored Korea. Korea, which links us up with he whole issue 

of our administration ' s I reign policy in recent years. And it seems to me that it is 

on this issue that the administration is most vulnerable . The war in Korea which be

gan as a police action in June 1950, is now in its third year . The long, drain-out 

armistice negotiations which began in July 1951 have dragged on for more than fifteen 

months, have now broken down completely, and as you read in the columns of your news

papers, bitter and severe fighting is again going on . The casualties have mounted to 

over 120 , '100 and they are recor ed at the rate of mor,=, than 1 , 000 a week . In Korea 

we seem to be in a bloody stalemate , an impasse . :'fe ar told t ... t we can11ot go forward 

for fear of precipitating a third world war; we cannot go backward f0r fear of losing 

face; and e have to sta in this dreadful stalemate see· gly indefinitely until 

something happens . 

The admin'stration has assumed no blaine for the situation. And Governor teven

son has vigorously defended the administration•s position, as he has the entire for

eign policy of the administration . By going into Korea, we revented a third world 

& . .. ~ that is the argument . re checked the spread of Ccr1.11unism in the Far East . Korea 

represents a great victory in or fjght for ace, declared Govtrno~ Stevenson. 

General Eisenhower, to use his own ords, said: 

The biggest fact about the Korean war is this . It was never inevit
able . It was n€ver inescapable . o fantastic fiat of history de
creed that little South Korea , in the summer of 1950, would fatally 
tempt Cormnunist aggressors as their easiest victim. No demonic des
tiny decreed that .Amer~.cahad to be bled this way in order to keep 
South Korea free and to keep freedom itself self- respecting. There 
is a Korean war and we are fighting it for the simplest of reasons , 
because f'ree leadership failed to check and to turn ba.c c Communist 
ambition before it savagely attacked us . The Korean war more , per
haps , than aiv other war in history simply n swiftly follcmed the 
collapse of our political defenses . There is no other reason thm 
this . e failed to reason and outwit the totalitarian mind. 
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The argument of General Eisenhower a1 d the Republican pe.rty i~ that we withdrew 

our forces from Korea in 1949, that in January 1950 Acheson announced to the worli that 

Korea was outside the United States perimeter of defense in the Pacific, and i. so many 

words, told the world that the united states has no intentioh of ever defending Korea. 

But in June 1950, when the North Koreans invaded South Korea, we sent our troops into 

Korea and began this war which has led nowhere. 

General Eisenhower claims that with the administration helpless, seemingly help

less, he, as President, if elected, would like to have a hand in trying to get us out 

of this mess. He said that he would make a personal visit to Korea, take a fresh look, 

reexamine the v:hole situation, arrange for the training of more South Korean troops. 

In a population of 20 1000,000 to take the place of Americc11 troops at the front lines, 

and if the war is to continue to supply the South Koreans troops with adequate arms and 

keep our own troops jn reserve. 

Now, the AJrerican voter next Tuesday will decide, among other things th3y are 

called upon to decide, whether they are satisfied to Jet things rest in the same hands 

as heretofore, hoping for something to happen., or whether they want a new Je aderslm.p 

to make a fresh start, regardless how uncertain the outcome might be. 
of 

Now, on the subject of Korea I have my own point of view/which I am afraid neither 

Governor Stevenson nor General F,isenhower would entirely approve. And I expressed 

this point of view time and again in this pulpit and elsewhere. I am of the opinion 

that neit~er Governor Stevenson nor General isenhower has in this campai gn really 

faced squarely the real j_ssue, the great issue, the unescapable issue of our age which 

is confronting the .American people and confronting the whole world, namely - how to 

work out an arrangement with the Soviet Union so that both the Fast end the west could 

live in the same world without continuing the psychological disasters of the cold war 

and witpout continuing the growing financial disasters of competitive armaments which 
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is draining the life-blood of the nations of the earth. 

Korea, rrry dear friends, is only part of the picture. Behind Korea is China, aai 

behind China. is the Soviet Union. There will be peace in Korea if we can work out a 

working peace., a working arrangements, a "modus vivendi'' with o scow. But neither 

party in this campaign was willing to discuss this basic problem because both were 

competing for votes on the basis of their all-out anti-Connnunism., and I an afraid 

that quite unconsciously both parties are still dancing to the t~of Mccarthy. 

But whoever is elected - Eisenhower or Stevenson - will immediately be confronted 

with this problem. It is inescapable - it is inevitable - it touches everything in 

our lives, including our domestic econow. I run glad that General Eisenhower said 

that he will personally visit Korea if he is elected President. I wish that if he is 

elected., he will also go to Moscow-. Governor Stevenson is r _ght when he said that 

the Korean solution is i n Moscow. I wish, too, that Qovemor Stevenson, ~f elected, 

would go to Korea and to oscow, or invite Stalin h re or meet with him in soMe neutral 

territory. But for goodness sake, meet l Break through this impasse 1 Much can be 

accomplished by face to face meeting of the heads of the two great powers on earth to

day. Why are we a .:f'raid of such conferences? Why oo we shun them. What have we to 

lose? There is so much to Pain 1 

My own attitude on Korea must be well kno1n to you. have spoken of it frequently. 

With many prople it has not been a popular point of view at the time, but I see that 

generals are coming to talk that way today, statesmen. In my address of December of 

1950, shortly after the Korean War began., delivered here in The Temple and printed at 

the request of .friends, I stated: 

The American people do not make our foreign policy.· They did not 
send our armies unprepared into Korea. They were not consulted as 
to whether we should go into Korea. According to our Constitution, 
Congress and Congress alone has the power to decJa re war and make 
peace. The Congress of the United states was not consulted about 
sending our tropps into Korea. President Truman a lone decided th1s 
grave issue by the simple device of calling this intervention not 
a war, but a police action. This police action has already cost 
our people (at that time) 401000 casualties. (Today tragically 
nough it is three times that number.) 



• 

-10-

our allies likewise were not consulted. In his speech last Friday 
evening, the President said that we must work with a sense of real 
partnership and common purpose with the other free nations who need 
our help as we need theirs. These partners were ignored when Pres
ident Truman ordered our troops into Korea. The question is, why? 

The United Nations, too, were not consulted. It is the prime re
ponsibility of the United Nations, not of the united States, to 
resist aggression in + he world. It was only after President Tru
man launched our military effort in Korea that the United Stat as 
asked for the approval of the united Nations . This is not the pro
cedure outlined in the Charter of the united Nations. 

Why did not our government wait for clear directives from the United 
Nations in the matter of Korea? Why did not our government ascer
tain before we moved in who else was going along and to what extent 
and witfi now many troops? Why did we not learn of the widespread 
reluctance of the other free nations of the wo~ld to becane involved 
in Korea, as was later evidenced by the rather slim and purely token 
participation on the part of only a few of these nations? ,lhy did 
we not ~ arn a bout this widespread :r:-eluctance before we committed 
ourselves to what has proved to be one of the most costly and dis
astrous enterprises in all the military history of the United 
states? Why? 

The strong suspicion entertained by many Americans that the Korean 
move was inspired by domestic political consirlerations connected 
with an approaching fall election ha not been satisfactori].$ re
solved. The administration had for some time, prior to last June, 
(which was in 1950) been attacked and badgered, especially by the 
Republican opposition, with charges of communist sympathies I with 
responsibility for the victory of the Communists in China and the 
defeat of Chiang-Kai-Shek1 and with vddespread infiltration of Com
munists in the state Department and other government departments. 
For weeks on end, before the Tydings Committee of the Senate, wild 
charges were made by irresponsible political gentry and by publi
city seekers of tre type of Senator McCarthy. The administration 
found itself on the defensive , with an important Congressional elec
tion approaching. The invasion of South Korea by the North Koreans 
last June offered a tempting opportunity to demonstrate to the 
country that the administration was all-out anti-Communist, and tl"B t 
it was ready to strike at Communism wherever it raised its ugly 
head. It must have been assumed that the undertaking would be in 
the nature of a small-scale police action, that it would be brief 
and not too costly, and that the North Koreans would take to their 
heels as soon as they saw the American soliders coming ••• The 
administration reversed its former line and permitted itself to be 
swayed by domestic poll tical considerations and to be intimidated 
by the rantings of ex~ommunists, ex-isolationists, pro-Fascists, 
and cranks of all kinds, and maneuvered itself and the American 
people into the disastrous Korean adventure. 
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Did our state Department know that China wouJd enter the war? If 
it did, what preparations did it make to meet it? Why was the 
American people lulJed into a false sense of sectrity by inspired 
spokesmen who in so many words assured them that China would not 
fight? If our stete Department did not know whet,her China would 
enter the war, why did it take the dangerous gamble to move our 
forces beyond the 38th Parallel? Why did it choo~e to ignore the 
clear declaration of the Chinese Foreign .inister and of Nehru of 
India, who wa??ned the American people that if we crossed the )8th 
Parallel, China would come into the war? Why did re move beyond 
the 38th Parallel? Why are we asking for a cease fire now when th:? 
Chinese and North Korean armies are advancing across the 38th Para
llel? Why did we not ask for it when we had reached the 38th Para
llel? Why did we reject the proposal o'r a neutral zone between 
Korea and Manchllrle., which was favored by our allies? 

These mistakes, these blunders, these failures, military and poli
tical, are not to be charged to the American people, although the 
American people, of course, will in the final analysis, pay the en
tire cost. These are the responsib:lities and failures of the 
government and of the administration and of those outside the gov
ernment and in the opposition party who provoked the government to 
hasty action, and of those in gov rnment who succunbed to the pro
vocation, who fondly believed that an easy-~oing victory against 
the Communists in Korea would be a stroog political weapon in their 
hands against the opposition in an approaching election. 

I think this position on Korea., which has no come to be a ccepted by many, many 

thoughtful Americans, might well lead us to ask ourselves whether this other position 

which many Americans - myself - took on the subject, on the whole subject of Soviet

.Arlrican relationship, mould not be reexamined, as I hone they will be after the elec-

tion. 

Last April, I believe, I addressed in this city a convention of the American Col

lege of Physicians, and I discussed with them what I regarded then and regard now as 

the most important issue before the Americ n people and before the world - namely, the 

issue of A~rican-Soviet relationships. And I said then, and I submit to you that the 

time hes come I whether under the leadership of Stevenson or under the leadership 0£ 

Eisenhower - it makes no difference - to reexamine our entire policy, which in the last 

seven years has led us to the condition in which we find ourselves today. In this ad

dress, I stated the follO'ffing1 
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Regardless of how powerful we become militarily, we shall still 
ha~re to settle all our differences with Russia in one of two 
ways I war I which is unthinkable, which everyone agrees would 
result only in a bloody stalemate on a glob 1 scale; or negoti
ation - the way of give and take, the way of s ta.tesmanship in 
,hich skillful Andinspired diplomacy are perhaps more effective 
than any assumed preponderance of power which can only be es
tablished in actt12l combat on the battlefield. 

In order to build up strength and check-mate the aggression of 
the Soviet Union, we have been attracting to our democratic front 
dicta toi .. s of the type of Franco and Ti to, and we have made a re
armed western Germany the keystone of our entire scheme of Euro
pean defense. 

And I regard that asthe most disastrous act of our foreign policy of our adminis-

tration. Vie, who had denounced the German,- for being militaristic, we who know how 

militaristic they are, we who know hos pro-Nazi maey of them still are, we who de

nounced their militarism, we who st.ripped them of all military power after the war, 

we who agreed that they s ould never be permitted to rearm, are now insisting - insist

ing - that they should rearm. Thus, rmany has alr ady cored a substantial victory -
without turning a finger, and she will continue to play off the nited States against 

Russia, with the aid of both, to rise to paKer again. This, you will recall, is tle 

earlier successful technioue of Hitler. 

Vie h:,ve as much as brushed aside the latest p oposal of the Soviet for 
a meeting to discuss a Gerrna:1 r eace treaty. This did not strengthen 
our position either in Germcl'ly or elsewhere. We have also ignored 
the recent statement of Stalin in which he ~ reiterated 
his belief that the co-existence of capitalism and Communism is pos
sible in the world, and that a meeting of the heads of the great 
powers to settle the main issues between them wo 1ld be be eficial. 
We feel that the Russians are insincere. But when can e be sure 
of their sincerity? All important international agreeme ts in the 
past have had to surmount suspicions of insincerity and double-dealing. 
• • • one neednot be credulous or gullible in negotiation, nor abancbn 
a precautionary skepticism. 

One need not lower his guard when you enter negotiations. 

On the other hand, one cann, t indefinitely postpone negotiations on 
the ground that the other party is not free from diplomatic guile. 

We seem to have settled into a routine of negativism, waiting for 
1953 or 1954~ when we hope we shall be stron enough to deal with 
the Soviet Union successfully. It may not turn out that way at all. 
Even our Allies are becoming restive under the crushing military 
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burdens which this sche'Ile imposes upun the:ir people. 

rt is, of course, important that we be strong militarily, md that 
we do not lower our guard. In +he kind of a world in mich we live., 
defenselessness is an invitation to aggression. But military strength 
al one will not improve the dangerous international situation of our 
day. We must learn to rely more on inspired statesmanS1ip and on 
moral leadership and le son force. 

war is not inevitable. Neither we nor the oviet wants war. Neither 
has anythine to gain .from it. Both, whether as victor or vanquished, 
would be the terrible loser in such a war. 

ways must be .found and can be found for a tolerable (not a perfect) 
"modus vivendi", a way of coexistence which, while never quite free 
from tensions and strains, will yet give ahe world a chance to breathe 
freely again and go about the rea business of living. Ideologies 
cannot be adjusted by compromise., (you cannot adjust the ideology of 
Communism with the ideology cf democracy) but poll tical problems of 
coexistence can be adjusted. 

In the 16th and 17th centuries it was Wliversally held that Catholicism 
and Protestantism could not live together in the same world. one or 
the other had to go. The stakes were enormous - far greater than those 
at stake in the Fast-West struggle today; for not only were the for
tunes of this world involved, but ala::> those of the next world. The 
ideologies of Catholicism and Protestantism could not be reconciled 
(have not been reconciled to this day) - and so the struggle passed 
fro~ the realm of ideas andpropaganda to the battlefield. Europe 
was drenched in blood. The wars of religion lasted for a hundred 
years and d estuoyed towns and cit.ies and whole provinces (almost two
thirds of Europe was devastated) until the inevitable truth dawned 
upon man that a way had to be found for CatholiciSJ11 and Protestantism 
- and other religious minority sects - to live together in the same 
world without sacrificing their particular4 loyalties and dogmas. 
A compromise of toleration was finally agreed upon, and Euopre was 
able to move forward again once his frightful road-block was re-
moved. out of this religio1..ts toleration which was achieved, there 
flowed also political liberties to the peoples of western Europe. 

ow, my good friends, there is no escaping thi. s. You cantt shout it down, you 

oan•t smear it out. 

our age will have to find a formula of toleration which vn.11 enable 
the many evolvin and the fluid forms of capitalism and socialisn 
to work out their destinies in the one world in which we live. They 
may be irreconcilable in theory. 

• 

You can quote verse and passage from this book of U!nin and that book of Marx and 

that book of Stalin, just as you can quote from nemocratio statesmen to indicate that 

the theories are irreconcilable, but they need rot be in practice. 
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America must lead in finding the way (because we are stronger than 
the Soviet Union). The way is not that of a global armament race 
vhich will impoverish the people of the earth - ourselves included -
(and our resources are not inexhaustible, especially when we have 
to reann half the world) - and end as all such races end, in the 
catastrophe of war. rt is time to change over onto a new course. 

The way is rather that of giving urgent leadership in the United 
Nations to a program of speedy and balanced reduction of armament 
(for which the united aticns was primarily established). 

This new way will put us in a position to render through the 
United Nations more extensive and const::-uctive aid to the backward 
peoples of the world, and to cooperate with them in achieving 
necessary agrarian and social reforms which will set them firmly 
on the road to a free and happier life. (That•s how we want to 
win the war in the world - in the world for freedom.) The ultim-
ate defense of democracy in the world lies not in superior armor 
or in the atomic bomb (which Russia, too, has today) but in rai&-
ing the standard of living of the masses of the earth whose misery 
and wrongs are receptive soil for all kin s of doctrines of violent, 
revolution and for all types of economic deceptions (and messianic 
adventures). While Communism breeds in other places beside poverty, 
certainly it never overlooks these natural seed-beds ••• • 

This is the kind of leadership to which the world will respond, 
leadership which does not wait on the occa ion but makesit, which 
is prepared to take calculated risks for ace, hich is eager for 
negotiation arxi conference to settle all isru. es which endanger the 
peace of the world - a leadership which e erts sincere and unremit
ting presrure for limitation of armaments and the lifting of the 
cruming military burdens from the backs of he peoples of the 
earth - a leadership which aggressively plans for world-wide cooper
ation to help and t7Uide the backward and the impoverished peoples 
to higher :e vels of a gi·icul tural andmdustrial development, of well
be; 1g, of health, of education - a leadership which seeks the liber
ation of all dominated, colonial peoples and exta ds friendly help 
to them in adjusting themselvesto their new way of life (not hich 
gives aid to colonial empires to crusi these peoples into sutinission) 

leadership which is not dictation, which is not imposed y our 
wealth c?nd power, hich i not enmeshed and hampered by commi ~ents 
to the imperial interests of colonial empires and which lows natur
lly from the head~1aters of our great liberal traditions and hi 

tory - (that kind of leadership♦ is sure to rekin le the hopes of 
the world. 

And I am hoping and praying that this kiud &.f leadership will be given to us in 

the next four years, whether Governor Stevenson is elected President or neral Eisen-

hower. I h&ve heard .9. good deal cf tak about "it is time for a change", meard.ng a 

change merely in political party. That doesn•t nterest me at ~11. It is a time for 

a real change in direction, in the thin3~ which tter to the very life core of the 
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Amencen people and of the v10rld. 

Let us then hope and pray, dear friends, that whatever party•s leader is ch sen to 

preside over the destinies of our people, in whCF e hands ill lie the safety of our 

people Pnd the wellbeing of ourselves and of the world, will have the spirit ol God 

rest pon him, t e spir~t of wisdom R. d understanding, the spirit of counsel an of 

might, the spirit of knowledge an4 the fear of G 1 • .Amen. 
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