PRODUCTRON. FOR PEACE

ADDRESS OF HAROLD E. STsSSEN OF MINNESOTA AT JEFFERSON DAY, THE ANNUAL
COMULITY CELEBRATION »T JEFFIKSON, IOJA, SPONSORED BY THE AMERICAN
LEGION ON MAY 21st, 1947, AT 8:00 P, M. BROADCAST OVER A4 MID.JEST NET-
:l‘lrom.

(¥r. Stassen wes introduced by Governor Blue)

Your Excellency Governor Blue, Commander Halden, fellow Legionnaires, friends of
Iowa:

It is a thrilling and invigorating experience to drive down through
the green growing fields and neat farmsteads of Towse in this month of May, I
bring you a friendly salute from your Minnesota neighbors to the North. I also
bring you werm personal greetings &s a fellow mid- jesterner who will never for-
get his boyhood on the farm.

My recent observations abroad move me to comment thet e must be cer-
tain that the farms of imerica in the years ahead continue to be privately owned
on a family-sized basis, privately o+ned br their actual operators to the great-
est possible extent, and thet we avoid both the evils of government-owsnershin
and the evils of huge, centreslized private ownershin of the agricultutsl terri-
tories of imerica.

I commend the American Legion of Jefferson and the people of this
community for this outstanding ennual community celebretion and for your color-
ful. emphasis upon the United Netions in your excellent perade. T respond with
pieasure to your invitetion to meet +ith you and to speak to you. Let us dis-
cuss very frankly some of the gre:t issues of our time, the decisions on #hich
will directly affect the future havpiness and well-being of every fcrm in Towa,
of every home in America.

Qur joint objectives in imerica are clesr. [Je seek for ourselves and
for our children future well-being, and individusl liberty, and neace. e recog-
nize the dangers of economic creshes and the dengers of international conflict.

We want never again to experience the black days of egriculture of the
1930's #ith eighteen cent corn, three cent hogs, 32 cent wheat, and with every
courthouse step a stage for the sad scenes of mortgege foreclosures.

We want never egsein the long lines of unemployed shuffling to the re-
lief windows for a subsistence grocery order.

We want never cgein a multitude of business men closing their doors
dejectedly, meeting their creditors in bankruptey court.

And above all we want never agein to see millions of our young men

leave our ferms and homes to face, and to fall before the bullets and bombs of
kel .

Clearly on these objectives we are united in sclid strength. But when
we come to consider the measures and means by ahich se shall asttain our united
objectives, we hesr many diverse proposals. .e also note a considerable silence
aad evasion. But out of an open discussion constructively carried on before the
neople as a #hole, I am confident thet we will arrive at better answers than eny
one men or small group of men can propose. We will demonstrate once agein the
value of a representative government of free citizens.

It is in this spirit thet I talk with you tonight. I do not say here
are the finel answers, but I submit some of my thinking upon the subject, that
out of the differing and amending we might stimulste a fruitful search for the
best course for imerica to follos in the years immediately shead.

Everyone in America now realizes that we are not concerned w#ith two
separete sets of policies, the one foreign and the other domestic, that se do not
have t4o compartmentelized problems, the one - our world relstionships end the
other our internal success - but rather that the t#o are comvletely interwoven
and constitute one inter-related problem for decision, If anyone had any doubt
of this it would certainly be dispelled if he went abroad and heard over there
the persistent searchings and questions as to our internal iAmericsn economic fut-
ure by leaders in many countries of many different viewooints and forms of gov-
ernment - from Russia's Stalin and from ZIngland's Churchill, from Czechoslovakia's
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Benes end from France's Remadier. Equally is this interlocking of domestic end
foreign policy clecr when we confer #ith the business leedership in imerican and
note the degree to which analysis here of conditions abroad affects plens et
home for production and employment, for building end investment.

In considering these future policy decisions of ours in America I be-
lieve #e cen best understend each other if we sharpen up our discussion on 2
basis most essily understood. There are t#o extremes advocated in America as to
ell mejor pheses of our inter-releted foreign end domestic policy. And #ith re-
ference to the foreign policy pheses in particular, one extreme of poliecy is
currently advocated #ith grestest attention by Mr. Henry #allace, now the Editor
of the New Republic magszine. The other extreme is persistently presented most
po#erfully by Mr. Robert McCormick, Publisher of the Chicaego Tribune. OCne is a
Democrat - the other a Republican. I refer to them specificelly not to attack
them personally, for they both have and must have the complete right to speak
and publish their views and I give each of them end their supporters full credit
for sincerity. But if we are to consider these questions of vital and fer-
reaching importance #e must clearly charascterize our vositions in a manner that
all may understend.

Thus at this esrly stege of my address I say distinetly and definitely
that I reject for imerica both the Wallace doctrine and the McCormick doctrine.
I reject both extremes.

As T see it the Jallace doctrine swould mske of America & netion of
felloa trevellers going down the wrong roed. It would place kimerican hand in
kand with those elements in Furope #ho sould decrease individual economic freedom
and would subsequently dim other human liberties. It would dissipete our domest-
ic essets,centrelize our economic authority in Americe, and bring about lower
end lower production at home. It would repeat the errors of appeasement of the
1930's, It would discoursge in other lands the stelwart believers in true lib-
erty end teke us away from the victorous end dynemic quality of a people's cavi-
talism. Americe should never =zdovot the .Jsllace Doctrine.

The McCormick doctrine, on the other hand, would make of America a
nation of cold-hearted misers passing by on the other side. It too, in its iso-
lation, would lead to trsgic results for our country. It would make us hated
around the globe., It would set the world sgesinst us., It would lead us to boom
and to bust end finally to a defensive war. It would make us a temporary vlee-
sure ship in the path of a storm of despair. Americe should never adont the
McCormick Doctrine. .

There is a natural attempt of those who follow either one of these two
doctrines to attempt to thros ell w#ho disegree with them over in the extreme op-
posite camp under the opposing banner. But it is .tremendously important that we
realize that the choice is not betseen these extremes.

In between is & very broad srea in which I am optimistic that #e can
find the course of a strong end #ise and humanitarian world policy. It must be
& volicy that seeks peace and plenty and freedom for ourselves and for others.
e must become a nation of courageous pioneers blezing the postwar morld trail
tovard peace and plenty end freedom. Je must recognize that these three - peace
and plenty and freedom ~ are indivisible.

You cannot have lasting peace if you have shortages, scarcities, and
want. 7You cannot have lasting peace when men are oppressed and subjugated and
enslaved.,

You cannot have plenty unless you have the very high production that
stems from individuel freedom - economic, social and nolitical - and from the re-
scurcefulness that arises with personeal initiative, end from broad orectices of
oven trade.

You cannot have plenty #hen your resocurces and your vproduction are
dissipated by aar.

And equally, you cennot have freedom - individual freedom of men and
women - economic, social, political and religious - unless you have peace. You
caennot have individual humen freedom under conditions of sar, or of destitution,
or of want.

Some will say that if these three are tied together, they constitute a
hopeless circle and progress is imvossible. These are the same people who re-
peat the insidious whispers that war is inevitable, thet economic crashes are un-
avoideble., They are the distant descendants of those who said in 1620 that it
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#as inevitable that the good ship Mayflower would never get across the Atlantic
Ocean, They are the remote echoes of those who said in 1787 that the thirteen
imericen colonies would never succeed as & United States. They are the disciples
of gloom who are present in every generation and who always must be rebuked if
there is to be progress in humen welfare.

These three goals, far from being a hopeless circle, vresent the nec-
essity and opportunity of a joint and belanced end constructive movement, admit-
tedly egainst great obstacles, for a measure of achievement of all three,

I would not ettempt to present a complete and finsel program of the
immediate steps to be tcken towards these three goals, and to avoid both of the
extremes. The specifications of such a progrem, which our peovle can understand
end support in unity should be established by en outstending volunteer commis-
sion of men, representing both political parties, end including leaders of busi-
ness and labor end sgriculture and education and science, appointed by the Pres-
ident with the advice of the Senate, joining together in extensive discussion
end anelysis,

Above all our entire approach to the world-wide und domestic situation
nod after the war must be constructive and not negative. We must seek to build
up and not merely to block or contain or ovvose. Je must also think in big terms
for the winning of this postwar struggle for peece eand plenty end freedom, in
terms just &s big &s those in which we thought when we faced the task of winning
a world war on the ovposite sides of the two great oceans.

1 believe that for the next ten yeers we should devote ten percent of
cur total national production of goods and food (not of our gross netional pro-
Gact) to building for worldwide peace and vlenty and freedom. It should not be
& sharpster lending progrem. It should not be a light-headed give-away program.
It should be a practical, sound, long-visioned business-like aspproach to the sit-
uation that exists in the world todey, and to +hat we can forsee in the years
ghead.

7e should request the views of the Economic Council of the United
Nations as to the manner in which we conduct this production and should welcome
their continuing advice. But we must ourselves, on a bipartisan besis cctually
administer the program and control the rate and type of production supvlied, so
as to safeguard against inflationary effects at home or diversion from our pur-
poses abrosad.

.6 should also require that each govermment that joins sith us gives
steady snd unseavering supnort to the United Nations organization and its high
objectives.

This production should not be scattered, or in fits end starts and
handouts to those sho cry "wolf" or "communist" the loudest. It should be based
on a careful, #orldwide evaluation of the best long-term basis on shich we can
vebuild after the war. Je should not expeet repayment in dollers or in manu-
t2z2tured goods, becsuse the rest of the world cannot revay in either cne of them,
and we do not need cither one of them.

Je should expect repayments of the kinds and types that the rest of
the world is ca&pable of giving and thet we need. 7Je should expect long-term
ggreements for the fair access to raw matericls in other parts of the world and
& current availability of major quantities of those minersls and other rew mat-
erials so thet we do not further dissipate our own natural resources in this
tremendous productive effort.

7ie should expect agreements that the governments with shich we work
#ill not mowe farther eway from individual economic freedom &nd #1ll not go down
the sad treil of increasing nationalization or socialization or government-
osnership, wshich would result in lower production for them, would negstive the
constructive efforts we are making, &nd #ould mske more difficult our own free
economic future.

We should expect that our govermmental representastives, our privats
citizens, and our press and radio without censorship, should be sble to visit
any erea that is participating in our Production for Peace Program.

\Je should expect that they will not discriminate in any way against
our citizens and that they #ill not tex our private capital at a rate discrim-

inatory in comparison to domestic cepital and will not expropriate without just
compensation,
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We should expect that others in the progrem will not indulge in @
practice of exploitation of dependent peoples that would run directly contrery
to our basic long-term objectives.

/e will also need to develop a code of the standard of conduct for our
own private capital when it is invested asbrosd, based upon the best records of
imericen capital in pest years. Je must not follow the pattern of some of the
old instances of grasping imperialism.

7e must likewise meke it clear that we do approve of the correction of
the evils in a free economy and in privete cepitelism, of the initiation of land
reofrms where there are great concentrations of land, of restrictions ageinst
monopolies and trusts and cartels, of minimum weges for workers, of the rights
of free workmen, and of the decentralization of power both private and govern-
mental. Ve must also emphasize the need of stability in representsetive party
government and of the serious wesknegs of the fregmentastion of peoliticel action
in multiple parties with a government that precariously perches for its continu-
ity on the day to day whim of a number of small minority groups.

Je must not impose our programs upon others, it must not be what we
say should be done but what both agree is for the sound economic future of their
countriesg, and ours, and the world.

Such a program should not include under any circumstances arms or mun-
itions for others., Any exceptionesl instances, and they should be rare, of lims’
ited supply of minimum arms for stability of other netions, should be separately
considered with complete individual debate in Congress and should not be injected
into the Production for Peace Progrem.

Such a program should not be directed against anyone, TIts whole em-
prhasis should be positive end affirmative with the objectives of progress of all
inenkind and of our own future peeace end proasperity.

Coupled with the maintenance of a modern imerican defense force, s&nd
with sound domestic measures, including a new nationel leabor policy, economy in
the domestic activities of government, and encouragement to small new business
at home, w#e can #ell afford such a program. In fact we cennot afford not to
engsage in such a progrem.

Properly carried out it would be one of the greatest single assurances
against depression or economic crises in imerica. Properly carried out it would
be one of the greatest safeguards egainst a descending spirzl of regimented
economy, lo#er production, want and misery and suffering around the globe.

It must have its priority list of projects carefully worked out. I
believe that Number One on that priority list would need to be the redevelopment
of the Ruhr area in Germany to get more coal out of the ground so as to meke it
possible for the industries of the rest of Europe to get underwsy. Without coal,
factories closed, schools closed, churches closed, and the people half froze
throughout Europe this past desperate winter, This cosal production is now# in-
excusebly tow, at only about 40 percent of presar. It is a problem that is not
caused by any failure to agree on the overall peace treety for all of Germany.

It rests entirely w«ithin the scope of agreements between the British eand our-
gselves and the proper use of our own productive resources. Ruhr coal is the key-
stone to a heelthy Burope. The kuhr should be redeveloped under vrivete owner-
ship #ithout monopolies or cartels, It should not be socislized. Former Nazis
should be barred from ownership, Provision must be made for incentives to pro-
duce for workers and mensgers and owners. Cepital from other countries should

be permitted, but strict limitations must be placed upon its extent and its terms.
The long term governmental supervision should be provided by the United Nations
through its Economic and Social Couneil, which acts without vetoes, end without
complete detachment from Germany.

Second in priority should be the encouragement of the Belgian, Neth-
erlends and Luxembourg customs and economic union to sccelerate this determined

end desirable development of a free economy for 18 millions of industrious peo-
ple.

Third in priority should be the agreement with Fngland of the necessary
steps end egreements for their long-term sound future as a free economy. Te
should not postpone a frank and friendly enalysis wit: England of both.the emer-

gency end long term aspects of their situation erising from the extreme sacrifices
and losses in the wer.

A dozen other projects should follow, the order determined by careful
study by the outstanding men of our country on a bipartisan open bhasis.,
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Phese are sweeping propos#ls thet I have made this evening. I kave
made $hem W6t as Republican proposdhe, bus #ather in a desire to see § truly
tmerican doctrine developed after this war that is worthy of the strength and
inspiration of the dynamic ideas, the poserful position, end the great stake
of America.

I am convinced that the people of our country know we are fscing a
situation that cannot be met by small programs, nor by extreme impractical mea-
sures, nor by drifting. The people went to know how their leadership appraises
the world situation, and after frank discussion, the people will decide.

I welcome disegreement and criticism openly expressed. I suggest that
it teke the form of including definite counfter proposals for the future long-
term policy of America,

Let me make 1t crystal clear that I recognize in full the tremendous
difficulties in the postwar world, I do not underestimate the clash of ideo-
logies, the depth of misunderstandings, the thickness of suspicion, the bitter-
ness of hatreds, I realize the size of the task of obtaining egreement and
action on so broad a progrem in Amerieca. But what I propose is not vague or
hazily idealistic or a dream. It is & praecticel, hardheaded, businesslike,
sound approach to the situation in which we find ourselves. The long term cost
#ill be less than the alternetive cost of the negative current patchwork and
pertielly misdirected loan epproach w#ith huge ermements end unemployment and
economic instability.

The obstacles are not grounds for dismey and inaction. This is not
a time for timidity, or evasion, or delay. This is a time for courage, for
fronkness, for action.

I have great faith. I have great faith in the people of America.
I have great faith thet we cen win a future of peace &and of vlenty and of free-
dom for Americe and for menkind. '
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