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For nearly forty years before 188:7 Henry Ward Beecher was the nationally 

renowned minister of the Plymouth Congregational Church of Brooklyn, New York. 

Reverend Beecher was a man of imposing stature, dramatic eloquence. He had been 

an ardent abolitionist. He was a political activist, strong-minded man. He was a 

man who had made the freedom of his pulpit to deal with all the political issues of 

the day, the pre-condition of accepting the call to Plymouth Church. Liberal in his 

theology, active in political life, he w~sl\WC~~\i!typical Protestant minister cf the 

nineteenth century. Now the Brooklyn in which he preached was not a small agrarian 

town in Ohio. It was a town of factories, a thriving seaport, wharves, long shoremen. 

It was a town just a stone's throw from the teeming lower east side of New York. He 

knew som thing of the emerging factory community, of the emerging industrial revo

lution. In the middle of the 1870's he looked out one morning to his congregation and 

he gav as his categorical judgement the following: 

Looking comprehensively through city and town and village and coun
try, th g neral truth will stand, that no man in this land suffers from 
pov rty unless it be more than his fault - unless it be his sin, .. 
Th re is nough and to spare thrice over; and if men have not enough, 
it is owing to the want of provident care, and foresight, and industry, 
and frugality, and wise saving. This is the general truth. 

Th g n ral ruth th n was to Mr Beecher and to the thousands who thought as he 

did tha som how pov rty, or at least the enduring of poverty, was a sign of a char

• c r 1 . Th poor man was a wastrel or a spendthrift or indolent or slothful or 

0 v ty as a sign of som moral lack, some want of character, or pre-

u bly fflu nc and abundance were a sign of character, strength, will, virtue. 

hi n al truth was not th general truth of classic Christianity. We read in 
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the New Testament that late in his life Jesus came to visit one Stephen at Bethany 

and while he was in this house he was visited by an elderly woman who had in her 

"' 
hand a vial of precious and costly oil. And the woman came and she poured the oil 

out over the head of Jesus, in effect, she anointed him. She saw in him his messiaship, 

the Hebrew word messiah, meshiach, comes from the verb to anoint, to declare es-

pecially precious to God. And the New Testament, at least in the gospel according to 

Mark, tells us that with a good bit of social consciousne ss t e di c i 1 o • Jesus pro-

tested against this act. It would have been, they said, far better if the lady had taken 

the costly oil and sold it and given the value to the poor for food, but Jesus who ac

cepted according to this version his role as the messiah protested, quoting the sec

tion in Deuteronomy which I read to you this morning: 'The poor shall always be 

among you, but I will not always be among you. " 

Now in the sense of a prophecy the poor will always be among us is a 

rather dismal prediction of the future, but given the economies of scarcity which were 

the universal economies of man until very modern times, there was no other hope. 

There would always be conomic injustice, some who had more and the many who 

had far too little, Now poverty in these terms is indemic, it's universal, it's not 

a ign of som charact r flaw, moral lack, but simply the condition of men. And 

mo o th r ligious teachers of the west have looked upon povertY0ls a moral flaw, 

bu a t t. Christianity would say that in thia veil of tear■ which is our life poverty 

t th vi tu , th stability, the character of a man or a woman. It's a way of 

p oving ours lv a to God, it's a way of hastening our coming to the great reward 

h li b yond th grav and h av n. However w cc pt pov rty, the concept that 

pov 
. y l om how a r fl of ome ch ract r n w i1 uniqu to 19th c ntury Ameri-
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can religion. It could occur only in a country as rich, as abunda.nt, as full of oppor

tunity, as empty, as the United States. When the men of substance of Mr. Beecher's 

church throughout the land looked about themselves they saw so many ways in which 

they could invest their industry and their energies profitably that they could not imagine 

others being unable to invest energy and industry with equal success. And so, obviously, 

the spendthrift son, the wastrel brother, the lazy uncle, all these people deserve 

their poverty. Mr. Beecher could take it as a general truth, that poverty is not only 

a man's fault, but a sin, a sin against the opportunity which is all about. 

Now most of us have long since outgrown this native American, this primi

tive American concept of poverty. We know that poverty is related to the economic cycle, 

that it is related to a cultural and educational deprivation, to racial exclusion, to many 

factors. In recent months when the autmobile workers and others were out of work it 

was not becaus they were unwilling to work, but it was because there was no work in 

those factori s for them to do. And yet, there are still here and there in America 

pock ts of 19th century thinkers, disciples of Ronald Reagan and George Wallace, who 

ar convinc d that the w lfare rolls in our country are infested with able-bodied 

men and women who want only to live off of other people's labors. Get the bums off the 

rolls, t th m back to work. And there are in our country pockets of people of 19th 

c ntury thought who still assume the America of endless opportunity is the reality, 

hob li v that becaus life has been gracious to them, because they have been for

una , anyon who is 1 ss fortunate and for whom life has held leas opportunities is 

om how guilty of moral failing and somehow ought not to be supported by the nation. 
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One of the interesting changes of modern times, of course, occurred in 

the third de cade of our century, when a majority of Americans for the first time ac

cepted the proposition that the government must interfere in the marketplace, provide 

opportunity a nd welfare for those who are the victims of the American economic system. 

It was a re c ognition that even the Reagans of our time ought to acknowledge, that when 

one looks at the large welfare rolls one must recognize that there are very few able

bodied people th e r e. What we have on the welfare rolls are the mothers of young child

ren, the infirm, t he handicapped, the retarded, the limited, those who cannot compete 

openly and easily in a complex and intricate industrial society and those who are the 

victims of the fluc t uations, the recessions and the depressions of the social order. 

Franklin Delano Roos evelt, of course, was the politician who built behind him a new 

coalition, a coalition which was dedicated to the proposition basically that poverty is 

not a sin, it's not even t h e responsibility of man y to be poor, it's somehow their fault. 

Poverty is part of the pric e of an industrial civilization and its cost, and that society 

must interf re with the m arketplace in order to provide as equitable a distribution of 

opportunity and wealth as in fact can be provided. And so it's surprising to find in 

F anklin Delano Roos velt and the politician of the early 1930 's sentiments which 

1n om wa agr e with Reve r end B echer's. I don't know if Roosevelt knew of Rev-

nd ch r, but I do know that in a speech which he gave during the height of the 1932 

p 

V y 

id ntial campaign, a s peech which he gave to the Commonwealth Club, a club of 

al hy busin ssm n in Sa n Franci co, he aaid in part:"No one, who did not 

hi k h task of earning a l iving, was entirely without opportunity to do so. " What he 

yin was that in th Am rica of the 1870' , Mr. B echer'• Am rica, and the 

v b n 

ivin a 

h us d ar all of the pa t, no on who did not hirk th taak of earning 

ntir ly without opportunity to do o. L t m re d you the whole paragraph; 

lkin of h mid-nin t nth c ntury: 
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The happiest of economic conditions made that day long and splendid. 

On the Western frontier, land was substantially free. No one, who 

did not shirk the task of earning a living, was entirely without oppor

tunity to do so. Depressions could, and did, come and go; but they 

could not alter the fundamental fact that most of the people lived partly 

by selling their labor and partly by extracting their livelihood from the 

soil, so that starvation and dislocation were practically impossible. 

At the very worst there was always the possibility of climbing into a 

covered wagon and moving west where the untilled prairies afforded a 

haven for men to whom the East did not provide a place. So great were 

our natural resources that we could offer this relief not only to our own 

people, but to the distressed of all the world. 

This speech, probably the most programatic of the Roosevelt of the early 1930 's takes 

an historical point of view. The larger position that President Roosevelt tried to es-

tablish was this; that central government was not always an evil for government did not 

always limit the freed oms of people. He began by reminding his visitors, his listeners, 

that at the end of the Middle Ages it was the establishment of strong central govern-

ment, of th monarchies of England and France and elsewhere, that made it possible 

for th city folk, for the middle-class, to escape from the limitations of freedom, 

from the r strictions of the feudal nobility. They gave g re ate r economic freedom to 

th ir countri s than v r existed before. Now to be sure, he went on to say, these 

monarchi in tim b cam tyrannies and the growth of guilds, the growth of national 

p 1 • m nt , th Am rican R volution, was an attempt to respond to that tyranny. 

And Am ica a v ry fortunat . We created a doctrine of limited government, of 

p ion o pow r , division of powers, and for a hundred years during the 19th 

C n U y had lativ prosp rity; there was great opportunity because the country 

op n, h land wa f rtil , th re was a dearth of people. If you could not make 

o of it h r you w r with your small plot of land and your small store, you 

co 1 y t on to your hor and take a cov red wagon and move your family 
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we st t o the untitled lands. That America, he said, had begun to come to an end in 

the last half of the 19th century. It had been brought to an end by the industrial revo-

lution, by the factory, by mass production, by the need for vast task forces of workers 

to man the plants, by the ambition and the ruthlessness of the heads of industries who 

built the railroads across the United States and built the mines that went down into 

the earth to bring out our natural resource; who thought of workers not as craftsmen 

but as machine s, as tools, and who abused them and used them and then threw them 

away with r e lative cruelty. He spoke of a new America, of an America of cycles of 

recession and de pression, of an America of the sweat shop, of the company town, of 

the company s t o r e; an America wracked by an emerging class war, Haymarket Square 

riots, the P ullman strike; of an America which was deluding itself, blinding itself 

to the fact that opportunity was no longer endless; that the worker was no longer the 

strong, young m an o r woman of the earlier days who had a plot of land and oppor

tunity, the labor was part of an immigrant European labor draft who came over here 

to be swallowed up by the Am rican factory system. And this America, the new 

America of Franklin Rooseve lt, insisted there was a need for government once again 

to t p into th fr e ent rpris e system in order to give freedom, economic freedom, 

o h mass s of ou r p ople. Th re was less and not more for most, and no society 

can u viv wh nth mas s of its people are not given a large measure of the pros

ity and of th abundanc e which the country enjoys. He wrote and said that day: 

Cl arly, all this calls for a re-appraisal of values. A mere 

build r of more industrial plants, a creator of more railroad 

yst ms , an organizer of more corporations, is as likely to 

be a dang r a s a h e lp. The day of th gre t promoter or the 

financial Titan, to whom we grant d nything if only he would 

build, or d v lop, is over. Our t k now i1 not di ■covery or 



7 

exploitation of natural resources, or necessarily producing more 

goods. It is the soberer, less dramatic business of administering 

resources and plants already in hand, of seeking to reestablish 

foreign markets for our surplus production, of meeting the problem 

of underconsumption, of adjusting production to consumption, of 

distributing wealth and products more equitably, of adapting exist

ing economic organizations to the service of the people. The day of 

enlightened administration has come. 

The society has become simply too complex for anyone to assume any longer that the 

rewards of work and the rewards of being out of work were in fact a direct response 

to will or to character or to ability. This was September of 1932. Eleven million 

Americans were unemployed, Men who had worked for any number of years in plants 

for others or in their own businesses were selling apples on the street. The Ameri-

can free enterprise system to a large degree failed, ground to a halt, and clearly, 

there was a need for the government to intervene and only in terms of economic 

planning, but most especially in terms of reorganizing the reward system of our 

e conomy so that the many could enjoy the fruits of the labor and the resource and 

th w alth of th country. 

The 1930 's mark a watershed in the development of the American spirit, 

t h spirit of confid nc , of optimism, the spirit which believed that if man would only 

b willin to work, roll up his sleeves and get down to work, who was not afraid of 

d . and of machin ry, of long hours, all was open, every opportunity was available 

o hi nd all ucc ss would b his. The America of Pollyana and the America of 

o tio Al was b hind us, was no more. There was a new America, a complex, 

n ic t conomy; an Am rica which demanded intricat skills of the many; an 

Am ica which did not always provide opportunity even to those who had mastered 

h ill . 
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Now the political coalition which swept Mr. Roosevelt's power w:as a 

coalition of peoples, many of whom had come out of an environment in which they 

had been steeped with the old American free enterprise system, the Puritan attitudes 

of the Reverend Beechers. It was an America which had always had a counterpoint 

to this assumption that poverty was somehow a failure of the individual. There had 

been the progressives who after the scandals of the Grant administration brought in 

civil service and brought in anti-trust legislation to preclude the development of even 

greater monopolies. There had been the muckrakers who had gone out into the jungle 

i~o . . 
of the economy, the al:a.ttoirs of Chtcago and into the mines of West Virginia and who 

had depicted for all to read the terrible economic hardships and deprivations of these 

people; how they were abused; the lack of safety standards; the lack of protection 

for the worker; the use by the industrial titans, the robber barons and scabs and 

Pinkertons in order to break up attempts of the workers to unionize for better wages 

and for b tt r plant conditions. There had been always a counterpoint in the best 

of th American society which had to do with concern, with humanistic values, which 

was r sponsive to the need of the new America, the urban worker, the man who 

labor d in th factori s to produce the American industrial miracle. And interest-

ingly, th r had grown up in late 19th century America and early 20th century 

Am rica an r ligious position, position which was not unimportant in forming 

mind such as r id nt Roosevelt's. It wa1 called in the Protestant church the 

ocial go p 1. It d rived itself largely not from traditional Christian metaphysics 

nd h olo y, but from th image of thT~1111 who went ou.t among the poor and 

th d priv d of his day, who au.ff red with th m and who was empathetic with them 
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and who sought their well-being. It derived from the Hebrew Bible, the kind of legis

lation which I read to you this morning which required not as an act of charity but 

to 
as an act of social obligation that a tax, a tithe, be brought for the poor, for those 

who could not be gainfully employed,to provide for the widow and the orphan and 

the fatherles s, to provide by right food and shelter and clothing and subsistence; a 

scripture which had required of the ancient Israelite that every seventh year all debts 

be remitted, that no man be permanently in bondage, economic bondage to the wealthy 

or to the banks or to the company, which had provided that every 50th year all land 

was to revert to its original owners, that there be no monopolistic col'trol of the 

natural resource of the community. It's surprising, given its early date, how the 

sense of economic justice permeates the social legislation of scriptures, that men 

like William Gladdings and Walter Auschenbusch and others, largely men of mid

western religious leaders, rose in their pulpit and spoke about the horrible conditions 

of the factories and of the mines, of the slums in the cities, of the responsibility of 

the well-dr ssed who sat before them to care and to be concerned with the lives of 

thos who toil d in their factories, to make the goods which they enjoyed and from 

which th y d riv d their profit; who looked hard at the statistics of child labor, un-

mployment, malnutrition, disease, the lack of decent education provided the 

communiti s and insisted that remedial and reform legislation be devised and be de

v lop d. And th r d veloped in our synagogues a similar socially active response. 

Th synagogu in the 19th century was small and was new, but it was not the activist 

ynagogu of th 20th century. Oh, there were a few abolitioniets in the pulpit, but 
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with few exc e ptions the pulpit was not actively involved in social concerns, but in 

the early 20th century American Judaism began to formulate the ideas of what is 

sometime s called prophetic Judaism. Prophetic Judaism is a combination of the social 

legislation of the Torah and laws to which I have already referred and the moral out-

rage of the prophets, "woe unto them who are at ease in Zion, cease to do evil, 

learn to do well, relieve the oppressed, righteousness, righteousness, shalt thou 

pursue. 11 Amo s and Hosea found their way again into the pulpit,and more importantly 

than the occa s ional forensic outrage which was spoken from the pulpit, congregations 

throughout the la nd b e gan to involve themselves politically in social reform. The 

first unemployment insurance act in the State of Ohio was written in our congregation. 

Rabbis began to ri s e in th e ir pulpit and tell the captains of industry who stood before 

them that labor had eve ry right to organize and to demand its share of wealth and 

responsibility. There we r e great conflicts between the pew and the pulpit, between 

the sensitive and the ins ens itiv e , but, lo and behold, in the 20 t h century the religious 

community of Am rica be s t irre d itself. It was no longer satisfied with salvation of 

soul, but demanded the s alvation of the society. And by the late 1915's, early 1916's, 

find the organization of A me rican rabbis establishing a fourteen point program 

or th ocial b tterment of th e country requiring: 

1. A mor equitable d i stribution of the profits of industry. 

2. A minimum w age which will insure for all worker• a fair standard 

of living. 

3. The 1 gal enactment of an eight hour day as a maximum for all 

industrial worker . 

. A compul ory o - day-o -r t-in- ven for all worker•. 
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5. Regulation of industrial conditions to give all workers a safe and 

sanitary working environment, with particular reference to the special 

needs of women. 

6. Abolition of child labor and raising the standard of age wherever the 

legal age limit is lower than is consistent with moral and physical health. 

7. Adequate workmen's compensation for industrial accidents and occu

pational diseases. 

8. Legislative provision for universal workmen's health insurance and 

careful study of social insurance methods for meeting the contingencies 

of unemployment and old age. 

9. An adequate, permanent national system of public employment bu

reaus to make possible the proper distribution of the labor forces of 

America. 

10. Recognition of the right of labor to organize and to bargain collectively. 

11. The application of the principles of mediation, conciliation and arbi

tration to industrial disputes. 

12. Proper housing for working-people, secured through government 

regulation when necessary. 

13. The preservation and integrity of the home by a system of mother's 
. 

pens Lons. 

14. Constructive care of dependents, defectives and criminals, with the 

aim of restoring them to normal life wherever possible. 

That's a platform of sixty years ago and a number oibtfi,anks in this platform have, 

of cour , not b en realized as America re~che its bicentennial. 

A n w spirit began to course through the religious community and this 

pi i h lp d to s nsitize some of the patrician claas,like President Roosevelt, to the 

cone n of th work r, the urban displaced worker of his day. But the coalition that 

id nt Franklin D lano Roo evelt pat togeth r to wt\'ifwhite House in 193Z was not 

mad up larg ly of the congr tion of tho who pr ch d the social gospel and 
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those w ho pre ached prophetic Judaism. A few of these people were sensitized, but 

the majo r ity , I'm afraid, continu to vote their privilege and low taxes and to mouth 

their conce rns with the large government; the best government was the government 

that governed le ast, provided it voted consistently for protective tariffs for the in

dustry in w hi c h I was heavily invested. 

A n d so when we look at the statistics, the voting statistics, of 1932 we 

find that President Roosevelt's democratic coalition came not from the upper middle

class, the well-to- do, but it came from the new American, the labor drafts who had 

been brought over in the 1880's, 1890's and 1900's, the Itali,ans, the Czechs, the 

Slavs, th Jews, th e P ole s, the Russians, the men and women who had been brought 

to Cleveland to work in t h e steel mills, who had been brought to Pennsylvania to 

work in th coal min s and in the steel mills, who were used for their physical strength, 

how re giv n minimum wag e s, and who if they tried t o organize were beaten over 

th h ad for th ir t m rity and their impudence. Now those who came to America 

aft r th 1880's n v r kn w t h Ame rica which led a Reverend Beecher to think of 

pov rty as som how r lat d t o a m oral flaw. America was not self-evidently a land 

r opportunity. It wa s the cold street of the lower east side of New York or 

th o th id of Boston or t h e flats in Cleveland. It was a shanty with cold water, 

C 0 d t min t n ment slum , urban violence, a factory in which workmen six 

n OU a day, twelve hours a week, a mine in which their eight and nine-

old t down for 12 a nd 14 and 16 hour -days, mine• without safety standards, 

0 vi ion for the aling, t hospitalization of worker• who were injured on 

job. I a a crud and r ud n d cru 1 Americ , nd this coalition, these were 

u b , th n A n , ndthy of wb t Preaid nt Roos v lt 
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spoke, a nd they knew there was need for greater economic justice in the land and they 

voted for who e ver offered it to them. 

Now this new coalition came from parts of the world where a minimal 

government was unknown. They saw the opportunity for government to interfere for 

their benefit and they voted accordingly. And interestingly, ever since, the social 

gospel and t h e prophetic Judaism has combined itself with the new America to create 

the social mo od of Ame rica in the 1940 1s and S0's and 60's. The old American has been 

outnumbered. T h e old American spirit still, to a large degree, dominates or, at 

least provides t h e idiom, with which many Americans speak. 

I wa s struck when we had our collegians here in early December. They 

spoke to us of thei r f elings of the bicentennial, how many of them had the feeling 

that they could not r elate to the Ame ricans of the Revolution, the Americans of an 

arlier day. They we r e a n ew breed, they felt. The problems which they faced, how

v r much th y admi r d the way in which the revolutionists and the early fathers 

had fac d their problem, w e r e of a different order. Their concern was no longer 

imply to provid that gov e rnment which would govern least, but to provide that 

ov rnm nt which would allow a maximum of freedom consonance with a maximum 

o conomic justic . Our Ame ric is complex. Our industry is intricately interwoven 

h h ocial fabric a nd th conomies of the rest of the world. Highly differentiated 

ill r d mand d of each of us. None of us is any longer a self- reliant person 

i th n that w can prov ide our food and our clothing and our wherewithal and 

t by h r n rgy that w e can take care of ourselves and our own. We 
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require governmental support in many ways. We all benefit by the work of others. 

And in this new America we must find somehow a new balance between the concerns 

with tyranny and political freedom which moved the founding fathers and the concerns 

for economic justice in the larger welfare which are the concerns of the worker and 

the society of our day. These concerns are in tension. They are not easily resolved. 

As Franklin Roosevelt said that day to the Commonwealth Club: "That which created 

a new economic freedom at the end of the Middle Ages inevitably became the tyranny 

of the 18th century and that which created the new economic opportunity of the 1930's 

and 40 's and 50' s can, if it is not kept in careful check, become a new form of tyranny 

in the 1970 's and 1980 's, but we must live with danger and the price of danger is vi

gilanc . We must b aware, all of us, it would seem to me, that given the nature of 

our social order, given th complexity of our economy, given the demands which are 

plac d upon each of us, only the development of th true sense of community, only 

the d velopm nt of social and governmental institutions which will provide the basic 

d cenci s, health and education, recreation, minimum wage, guaranteed annual in

com and th like - only such a pattern of basic economic justice can provide the 

foundation on which w can build a community which will provide political freedoms. 

If fail o provid th basic d c ncies, if we fail to protect our people against this 

iv , intricat , conomic world in which we live, ultimately we will lose that 

v y hin hich w s ek to keep, pol1tical freedom, because people in de ape ration 

·1 urn o th tyrant to provide them hat the free society baa not been able to. 

liv in a tim of gr at t n ion d 1r at c n1e, but the change which Frank-

1·n..liall~ffl:> Roos v lt repr nt d ln th ly 1930 '• i on in which people can live 

i h c ncy and with fr dom i n of conomlc ju1tic . 

If you hav ond rd I b d by our J wl1h community 
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turns s o sympathetically, almost universally, to the New Deal and voted for it) it's 

because t h e New Deal was for us an old deal. We had lived under the New Deal for 

centuries. We did not call it a New Deal. We simply created communities in Europe 

in which t h e r e were organizations to provide for the dowry of the poor bride, to pro

vide basic w e lfare for the impoverished, to ransom the captive, to provide medical 

care and h ospitalization for the infirm and the ill. Jews came from a society in 

which we took for granted public welfare. We lived with it. We knew how it operated. 

We had no c onc e pt of charity, only the concept of economic justice. From the days 

of the Bible to th e days of the social welfare ghetto, the shtetl of eastern Europe, 

the New Deal and t h e philosophy behind it was for us simply our way of life and that 

way of life had ha d its problems, but it also had its freedoms and it made for survival. 

And so the New Dea l did not seem as radical a departure from the past as it did 

to many of the old A me r icans and we have mad e our peace with it, but having made 

our p ac with it 1 t none of us deny the fact that once government intervenes in 

th m rk tplace it itself b e comes part of the problem and now there is -not only the 

p o . ibility of ffectiv economic and social legislation, but there is the danger of 

ov nm n al tyranny and tha t danger is the new danger, the new balance, which 

A ic n mu t build and create, a society in which the wealth of the nation is 

quitably di t ibut d and the f re edoms of the individual are somehow carefully pre

v d. 



CHANGING ORDER: FACTORY AND TOWN-253 

Amcrican1~aaMTlW!-,'tllf!JTl,,tt'!r-tt,e-tc,t""~r.,••••illlllliiaeiii•._..a...a..s,,ro
gram for the attainment e followers of our faith should strive: 

1. A more equitable distribution of the profits of industry. 
2. A minimum wage which will insure for all workers a fair standard 

of living. 
3. The legal enactment of an eight hour day as a maximum for all 

industrial workers. 
4. A compulsory one-day-of-rest-in-seven for all workers. 
5. Regulation of industrial conditions to give an workers a safe and 

sanitary working environment, with particular reference to the special 
need of women. 

6. Abolition of child labor and rai ing the standard of age wherever the 
legal age limit is lower than is consistent with moral and physical health. 

7. Adequate workmen' compensation for industrial accidents and oc
cupational disease . 

8. Lcgi lative provision for universal workmen's health insurance and 
careful study of social in urance methods for meeting the contingencies of 
un 1 1 I yment and old age. 

9. An adequate, permanent national system of public employment bu
reau to make po sible the proper distribution of the labor forces of Amer
cia. 

10. Recognition of the right of labor to organize and to bargain collec
tively. 

11. The application of the principles of mediation, conciliation and arbi
tr tion to indu trial di pute . 

12. Prop r hou ing for working-people, secured through government 
regulation when nece ary. 

13. The pre ervation and integrity of the home by a system of mother's 
pen ion . 

14. on tructive care of dependent , defectives and criminal , with the 
im of r toring them to normal life wherever possible. 

mu 
ruth 

o L o XIII "can be healed in no other way than by 
nd hri tian imtitutions." The truth of these 

w1 e ~.n,.,,. ay than when they were written, more 
n y l;Dhj~ our economic and political sys-
ly p e , ____ _, they be not reinforced by 

of d we . moderate reform 
other progr r recon true-

iv without 1e-m1 ~---both 
mu t 

n or a fair wa , 
roved until he roo out t 

inimum of service. The capitalist 
poant. e needs to learn the long-forgotten 

r hip th t profit-making i not the buic justiftca• 
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try, just as he did in fixing the power of the cen- exact from the rich and the competent such price, 
tral Government in the development of Nations. as enable them to feed abundantly, clothe above 
Society paid him well. for his services ·and its de- inere decency, to labor moderately and raise their 
velopment. When the development among the families." 
Nations of Europe, however, had been completed, These people, he considered, had two sets of 
ambition and ruthlessness, having served their rights, those of "personal competency" and those 
term, tended to overstep their mark. involved in acquiring and possessing propert,. By 

There came a growing feeling that Government "personal competency" he meant the right O free 
wa conducted for the benefit of a few who thinking, freedom of forming and expressing opin
thrivcd unduly at the expense of all. The people ions, and freedom of personal living, each man 
sought a balancing-a limiting force. There came according to his own lights. To insure the first set 
gradually, through town councils, trade guilds, of rights, a Government must so order its func
national parliaments, by constitution and by popu- tions as not to interfere with the individual. Dul 
Jar participation and control, limitations on ar- even Jefferson realized that the exercise of the 
bitrary power. property rights might so interfere with the rights 

Another factor that tended to limit the power of the individual that the Government, without 
of those who ruled, was the rise of the ethical con- whose assistanc~ the property rights could not ex
ception that a ruler bore a responsibility for the ist, must intervene, not to destroy individtialism. 
welfare of his subjects. but to protect it. 

The American colonies were born in this strug- You arc familiar with the great political duel 
gle. The American Revolution was a turning which followed; and how Hamilton, and hit 
point in it. After the Revolution the struggle con- friends. building toward a dominant centraliied 
tinued and shaped itself in the public life of the power were · at length defeated in the great elec• 
country. There were those who because they had tion of 18oo, by Mr. Jefferson's patty. Out of that 
seen the confusion which attended the years of duel came the two parties, Republican and Demo-
war for American independence surrendered to cratic, as we know them today. • 
the belief that popular Government was essen- So began, in American political life, the new 
tially dangerous and essentially unworkable. They day, the day of the individual against the system. 
were honest people, my friends, and we cannot the day in which individualism was made the 
deny thot their experience had warranted some great watchword of American life.I The happiest 
measure of fear. The most brilliant, honest and of economic conditions made that day long and 
able exponent of this point of view was Hamilton. splendid. On the Western frontier, land was sub
He was too impatient of slow-moving methods. stantially free. No one, who did not shirk the ta!tk 
Fundamentally he believed that the saf ctr of the of eamm a I - r-
rcpublic lay in the autocratic strength of its Gov- tu , 
ernment, that the destiny of individuals was to an ould not alter e undamtnul 
erve that Government, and that fundamentally fact that most of the people lived partly by sell• 

a great and trong group of central institutions. ing their labor and panly by extracting their livtli• 
guided by a small group of able and public spirited hood from the soil, so that starvation and disloc:a
citizens, could be t direct all Government. tion were practically impossible. At the very wonc 

But Mr. Jefferson, in the summer of 1776, after _ there was always the possibility of climbing inro 
drafting the Declaration of Independence turned a covered wagon and moving west where the un• 
hi mind to the same problem and took a differ- tilled prairies afforded a haven for men to whom 
ent view. He did not deceive himself with out• the East did not provide a place. So great were 
ward forms. Government to him wu a means to our natural resources that we could offer this re• 
an end, not an end in itself; it might be either a Jief not only to our own peop!e, _b&J! td. the_ dis
rcfu~ and a help or a threat and a danger, de- tressed of all the world;•• ass I r ,nr ·1n• 

~~J~.l~Zl~~ii;~~ §§~ 
our nch who canaoc Ii without labor, either ilea d n' r 
manual or proi ional. DIii• few of moder- It wu che middle of the nineteendt Clfthll1 
ate wealth. M of the IIDorllaa PIJCII■ p,op: that • new force WII nle•cl and • new clrcllll 
eny, cultivate their -• han familiel a creaced. The force WII whee ii cellecl die..,.. 
from dllllllld 111»4•, an t11111NN to trill nnlud.Ja, die ...... of 1111■ _. ... 
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was permissible if the method by which it got its even in the fields which still have no great con. 
power, and the use it made of that power, were cerns, the small man starts under a handicap. The . 
reasonable. unfeeling statistics of the past three decades show economic 

Woodrow Wilson, elected in 1912, saw the situ- that the independent business man is running I stitutional 

ation more clearly. Where Jefferson had feared losing race. Perhaps he is forced to the wall; per- man and t 
the encroachment of political power on the lives haps he cannot command credit; perhaps he is mcnt of a 

of individuals, Wilson knew that the new power "squc~zed out:' in Mr. Wils~n's words, by highly Happily 
was financial. He saw, in the highly centralized orgamzed corporate competitors, as your comer an order n 
economic system, the despot of the twentieth cen- grocery man can tell you. Recently a careful study ment, but , 

tury, on whom great masses of individuals relied was made of the concentration of business in the nomic stn 
for their safety and their livelihood, and whose United States. It showed that our economic life these econ, 

irresponsibility and greed (if they were not con- was dominated by some six hundred odd cor- ity is unifo 

trolled) would reduce them to starvation and porations who controlled two-thirds of American well distril 

penury. The concentration of financial power had industry. Ten million small business men divided Nation. Th 

not proceeded so far in 1911 as it has today; but the other third. More striking still, it appeared that porations f 
it had grown far enough for Mr. Wilson to real- if _the process of concentration goes on at the same sec wages r 

ize fully its implications. . . . The problem he rate, at the end of another century we shall have to bring th 

saw so dearly is left with us as , ·1egacy; and no all American industry controlled by a dozen cor- tomcd level 

one of us on either side of the political controversy porations. and run by perhaps a hundred men. nent safety 
• can deny that it is a matter of grave concern to Put plainly, we are steering a steady course towar enlightened 

the Government. eco • • • ea y. limit the frc 

A glance at the situation today only too clearly . early, all this calls for a re-appraisal of valun. ness group ' 
indicates that equality of opportunity as we have A mere builder of more industrial plants, a creator terest of all 

known it no longer exists. Our industrial plant is of more railroad systems. an organizer of more asking a fon 

built; the problem just now is whether under ex- corporations, is as likely to be a danger as a help.· scheme of th 

isting conditions it is not overbuilt. Our last fron- The day. of the great promoter or the financial in some me; 

tier has long since been reached, and there is f rac- Titan, to whom we granted anything if only he of individual 

ticallv no more free land. More than half o our would build, ot develo_p, is over. Our task now is I feel that 

people do not live on the farms or on lands and not discovery or exploitation of natural resources, drift of our I 
cannot derive a living by cultivating their own ()f necessarily producing more goods. It is the the past qua 

property. There is no safety valve in the form of ~berer, less dramatic business of administering power is. to 

a We tern prairie to which those thrown out of tesources and plants already in hand, of seeking to as well. I ho· 

work by the Ea tern economic machines can go reestablish foreign markets for our surplus pro- power by an 

for a new start. \Ve arc not able to invite the im- 4luction, of meeting the problem of undercon• upon the fulf 

migration from Europe to share our endless plenty. ;iumption, of adjusting production to consump- have reached 

We are now providing a drab living for our own ) tion, of distributing wealth and products more life know thi: 

people. equitably, of adapting existing economic organiu- the binding q, 

Our y. tern of constantly rising tariffs has at last iions to the service of the people. The day of The terms< 

reacted gain t us to the point of closing our Cana- L~e~nJli;guh~te;n~e~d .. •;d~m.;irust~·.;r•;.;t;io:.ntteh~as:ew,cilioP!mrre,.~vanm=- , \ J?.Ublic, and as 
dian fr ntier on the north, our European markets • • overnment f"'. Every man 

on the ea t, many of our Latin-American markets was first I haven of refuge, and then a threat, so that he has al 

to the outh, and a goodly proponion of our now in I closer economic system the central and Jiving. He ma) 

Pacific markets on the west, through the retalia- 1n1bitious financial unit is no longer I servant of cise that right; 

tory tariff of those countries. It has forced many national desi~ but a danger. I would dnw the have no actua 

of our gr at industrial institutions which exparted parallel one sttp fanher. We did not think be- and agricultur. 

their urplu production to such counrnes, to cause national Government had become a threac and to spare. 

t bli h plant in uch countries, within the tariff in the 18th century that therefore we should ab111- formal, politic, 

all . This ha resulted in the reduction of the don the principle of national Government. Nor an avenue to p 

operation of their American plan and oppor- today should we abandon the principle of ltrOIII plenty sufficien 

tunity for employment. economic units called co~ntions, me.rely be- work. 
Jut a freedom to farm ha ceued, IO alto the came their power ii ~i>le of eay abuse. 11 EYeJY ·man I 

opportunity in b • h narrowed. It ~ ii other tima we dealt with the problem of an ., which means • 

true that men can an lffll1I enterp tl'IIKIIII duly ambidoal ceatnl GoYernment by modifYins 
to native shrewdn and ability to ~eep abrear of ii ,ndually into a camdtadonal clemocntic Got• 
competiton; but area after area been pn- emmenr. So coda! we IN modifyias aad eoaml
cmpted altopther by the peat corpontioal. _. Jial8 our eeoDOllllc anir& 
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meditation Each of us enters this sanctuary with a different need. 

Some hearts are ful I of gratitude and joy: 

They are overflowing with the happiness of love and the joy of life; 
they are stirred by the cha I lenge of making tomorrow's world better; 
they are, hea 11 ng fr6ril . I I I ness or have escaped misfortune. 

And we rejoice with them. 

Some hearts ache with sorrow: 

Disappontments weigh heavily upon them and they have tasted despair; 
families have been broken; loved ones lie on a bed of pain; death 
has taken those whom they cherished. 

May our presence and sympathy bring them comfort. 

Some hearts are embittered: 

They have sought answers In vain; ideals are mocked and betrayed; 
I i f e has lost its meaning and value: 

May the knowledge that we too are searching restore their hope and 
give them courage to be I i eve tha1t a I I Is not van I ty. 

Some sp ir it s hunger: 

They long for fr iends hip; they need understanding; they yearn for 
warmt h. 

: 1.:y we in our ccmmon need nd s tr Iv i M aa I •1 strength from one anot h r, 
as e share our joys , li ghten eac h other ' s burdens, a nd pray for the 
welfare of ou r commun ity. 

+++ 

Lord our God, You are our unfailing help. Darkness does not conceal 
You from the eye of faith, nor do the forces of destruction obscure Your 
presence. Above the fury of men and the blows of chance abides 
the Eternal God. When pain and sorrow try our souls, grant us courage 
to meet them undismayed and with faith that does not waver. 
Let not the tears that must come to every eye obscure our vision of 
Your goodness. Amen. 

[Reader's Kaddish] 

Let the glory of God b xtoZl d, 
Z t Hi grea name b haZio ed 
in the wrid who reation He ~illed. 

May Hi ingdom oon pr vail, 
in our own y, our . Uvee, 

~l, ~0 w,pn,, ~,ln' 

.~n,,,~ ~,~_,, KD~Y~ 

;in,:,', ,,~Zl'1 

T1~"~1":1 11::,,,n~ 
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Looking comprehensively through city and town and village and coun

try, the general truth will stand, that no man in this land auffen from 

poverty unless it be more than his fault-unless it be his sin. • • • There 

is enough and to spare thrice over: and if men have not enough, it is 

owing to the want of provident care, and foresight, and industry, and 

frugality, and wise saving. This is the general truth.• 
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SERVICE FOR THE MORNING OF SHABBAT - 3 

OPENING PRAYERS 

(Shachar Avakeshcha) 

Early "1ill I ee•k .You, 

,nc.,il n, ::n::i 

God "'II r.fuge strong; 
Late pr-,pare to meet .You 
With my B'l)tmi.PJg song. 

Though unto Your greatness 
I LJi th tr6111b ling soar, 
Yet -,rry ir.most thinking 
Lies .Your eyes b•fore. 

What this frai t heart's d.Nami,ig, 
And "'II tongue's poor spssch, 
Can they B'l)Bn distant 
To Your grsatrn,ss r.ach? 

;•:lUD1 ,,,1 ,,wp~K ,n~ 

.,~,, D11 ,,n~ 1'lD7 ,,,,~ 

,,~~K1 ,c,K ,n,,1 'lD? 

.,~, n,~wnc ,~ nK,n 1l'Y •~ 

11~,n, ~,~ ,~,• ,~K n,-nc 

?•~,p ,,n~ •n,, n~ nc, ,n)wv, 

1~ ,, ;~,l~ n,c, ~a•n ,, nln 

.•~ n1?K new> ~•nn ,,,~ ,,,~ 

Being great in mer<1JI, 
You "1it.t 110t dsspise 
Praises which till dsath's hour 
From "'11 soul i.,i.1,1, rise. 

+++ 

The synagogue is the sanctuary of Israel. 
Bom out of our longing for the living God, 
It has been to Israel, throughout our wanderings, 
a visible token of the presence of God in H1s people's ~idst. 
Its beauty is the beauty of holiness; steadfast it has stood 

as the chatnpion of justice, mercy, and peace. 

Its truths are true for all people. 
Its love is I love for 111 people. 
Its God is the God of all people, 
as it has been said: 
"My house shall be called a 
house of prayer for 111 peoples." 

Let all the family of Israel, all who hunger for righteousness, 

all who seek the Eternal find Him here - and here find life! 

+++ 
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As I sec it, the task of Government in its rela
tion to business is to assist the development of an 
economic dcc1aration of rights, an economic con
stitutional order. This is the common task of states
man and business man. It is the minimum require
ment of a more permanently safe order of things. 

I fappily, the times indicate that to create such 
an order not only is the proper policy of Govern
ment, but it is the only line of safety for our eco
nomic structures as well. \Ve know, now, that 
these economic units cannot exist unless prosper
ity is uniform, that is, unless purchasing power is 
well distributed throughout every group in the 
~arion. That is why even the most selfish of cor
porations for its own interest would be glad to 
~cc \vagcs restored and unemployment ended and 
to bring the Western farmer back to his accus
tomed level of prosperity and to assure a perma
nent safety to both groups. That is why some 
enlightened industries themselves endeavor to 
limit the freedom of action of each man and busi
nc s group within the industry in the common in
terest of all; why business men everywhere are 
asking a form of organization which will bring the 
scheme of things into balance, even though it may 
in · omc measure qualify the freedom of action 
of individual units within the business .... 

I feel that we are cominrr to a view through the 
drift of our legislation and our public thinking in 
the past quarter century that private economic 
power i , to enlarge an old phrase, a public trust 
as well. I hold that continued enjoyment of that 
power by any individual or group must depend 
up n the fulfillment of that tru t. The men who 
Juve reached the ummit of American business 
life know this best; happily, many of these urge 
the binding quality of thi greater social contract. 

The terms of that contract are as old as the Re
r.ublic, and as new as the new economic order. 

Every man ha a rirht to life; and this means 
that he ha al o a right to make a comfortable 
Jiving. He may by loth or crime decline to exer
ci c that right; but it may not be denied him. We 
ha ·e no ctu I famine or dearth; our industrial 
nd agricultural mechani m c n produce enough 

2nd to pare. Our Government formal and in
formal p litical and economic, owes to everyone 
an avenue t p c himself of a ponion of that 
plenty ufficient for hi need , through his own 

ork. 
very man h s right to hi own property; 

hich means a right to be assured, to the f ullat 

.. 

extent attainnble, in the safety of his savings. By no 
other means can men carry the burdens of those 
parts of life which, in the nature of things, afford 
no chance of labor; childhood, sickness, old age. 
In all thought of property, this right is paramount; 
all other property rights must yield to it. If, in 
accord with this principle, we must restrict the 
operations of the speculator, the manipulator, even 
the financier, I believe we must accept the re
striction as n<:edf ul, not to hamper individualism ,,.,, ., 
but to protect it. ,,,. 

These two requirements must be satisfied, in the 
main, by the individuals who claim and hold con
trol of the great industrial and financial combina
tions which dominate so large a part of our indus
trial life. They have undertaken to be, not business 
men, hut princes of property. I am not prepared to 
say that the system which produces them is wrong. 
I am very clear that they must fearlessly and com
petently assume the responsibility which goes with 
the power. . . . .. --

The final term of the high contract was for Ji£,: 
erty and the pursuit of happiness. We have learned 
a great deal of both in the past century. We know 
that individual liberty and individual happiness 
mean nothing unless both are ordered in the sense 
that one man's meat is not another man's foison. 
We know that the old "rights of persona com
petency." the right to read, to think, to speak, to 
choose and live a mode of life, must be respected at 
all hazards. We know that liberty to do anythinJ 
which deprives others of those elemental rights IS 
outside the protection of any compact; and that 
Government in this regard is the maintenance of a 
balance, within which every individual may have a 
place if he wilJ take it; in which every individual 
may find safety if he wishes it; in which every in
dividual may attain such power as his ability per-
mits, consistent with his assuming the accompany- __,.. 
ing responsibility. . . . 

Faith in America, faith in our tradition of per
sonal responsibility, faith in our institutions, faith 
in ourselves demand that we recognize the new 
terms of the old social contract. We hall fulfill 
them, as we fulfilled the obligation of the apparent 
Utopia which Jefferson imagined for us an 1776. 
and which Jefferson, Roosevelt and Wibon·so~Jht 
to bring to realization. We must do so, lest a rising 
tide of misery~ engendered by our common f•~W"et 
engulf us all. But f allure is not an American habit; 
and in the strength of great hope we mmt all 
lhoulder our common load. 




