STRATIGY FOR A NEW PEACE OFFENSIVE
Byt Hubert H., Humphrey
(United States Senator
for Minnesota)

The present struggle between the forces of freedom
and the forces of slavery is more than a military struggle. The
free world must arm i%#s3elf, but arms are not emough for the goals
of democragy. Auy strategy of the free nations which seecks to
achieve a goal in this world must be designed to win the mind,
heart, and soul of men everywhere. One loyal friend in France
is worth six basooka guns. One committed ally inside the Ulraine
is probably equal to fiwe Americen tenks. The more friends we
have the less arms and soldiers we need. The fewer our friends
the greater must be our reliance on arms. Free men need guns,
but more than guns, they need friends.

This truth is obvious and gemerally recognized, What
is not so obvious is whut we should do about it, American attitudes
range from a sulky rejection of Buropeans and Asiatics to elaborate
psychological schemes to win friemnde and influence people.

Thus, we have frecuent analysis of the "mind" of Europey
end the "mind" of Asia, We are presented with varying proposals to
quote bathtub statistics, stress the concept of freedom, hamer at
Commmist tyranny and others,. We hope thzt our programs of informstion
and persuasion will have the greztest vrossible success. But I am

firmly convinged that &ll our Voices of America will be weak and



~d-

ineffective unless we do nowv what we have woefully failed to do:
come to terms with the greatest need and aspiration of men everywhere -
the desire for peace.

The twentieth century desire for peace is universel,
transcendent, compelling, and overwhelming. We don't have to be
psychologists to understand this. Just talk, to your next door
neighbor, Like all men, he hag an abhorrence of sny kind of war.

But unlike men of earlier eemturbes, he has a stark, deep dread of
the consequences of atomic war in the twentieth century. Over and
over again, he has been told that the next war will spere no one,
soldier, civilian, man woman or child, Selentists and non-scientists
have used suéh phrases as “destruction of all mankind," and “the end
of eiviliszation," with such telling effect that the thing he dreads
moet above everything else in this world is an atomic war. In this,
your next door neighbor is universal., His mind and heart is like
that of every other man everyvhere else, The dread of atomic war
and the desire for peace is the single most important psychologiecal

fact of our time.
It is this elementary fact, this simple, universal desire

for peace, for survival, that American foreign policy bhas not umderstood,
met, or satisfied. It is this fact, above all others, vhich the
Comintern has manipulated and exploited with brutal brilliance.

The most important word in Commmist propaganda is the
word, "peace," By their mere repetition of the word, the Communists
show that, although we do noj,they do undergtand the most important
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paychological fact of our time, The Commnists and fellow travelers
are always sponsoring "peace meetings," "peace Conferences," and
"peace petitions.®” I am told that the pro-Communist artist, Pablo
Picasso, made a speciasl contribution to the party by painting a
dove of "peace,® 4&11 these uses of the word "peace" do not lack

a purpose, International Cormunism, which takes the offensive on
ell fronts, wants to be very sure that it sccures all the advantege
of a "peace® offensive.,

We may laygh, or better, ery to see that this ruthlese
gystem of slavery parades before the world as the partisan of peace,
But it is they, not us, who have taken thd "peace" offemsive; end
from it, ther have seeured a maximum advantage begause there have
been no counter peace movements to oppose thelr offensive.

It is a fact that, exeept for our few and noble pecifists,
snti-Commmists do not hold "peace" donferemnces. Our public debates
diseuss the question how best to defemd ourselves if, and yhen, wvar
comes., Our leaders say things like, "we want peace, but," or, "ve
will heve peace, if." The acdent in Americam speeches is always on
the "but,if and nevertheless." The accent is alweys on the like-
1lihood of war, The accent does not suggest to & waiting world of
men who yearn for peasce that we are about to lsunch a "peace offemnsive."



by

Is 1t any wonder that the rest of the world which sees
us through the mist of propagends and fourth hend reports gets the
impression that we have warlike aimg? Part of the world thinks we
vant war, another part, that we are & clumsy giant lumbering into
war, still another that we will not be able to avoid war, Is it any
wonder that in many parts of the world there iz little enthusiasm
for American poliey?

If you are a Buropean and you believe that the next war
means the destruction of everyome, including yourself, how can you
bring yourself to choose sides? Most Europeshs can distinguish be-
tween Communism and Bemocracy, and most of them prefer Bemoecracy.
But why should they exercise their preference in a war vwhich will
destroy them? If you are going to die perhaps it is better to choose
to die with your friemds, but it is not a choice which will stir men
to enthusiasm,.

We speak a great deal today about ereating a will to
sur¥fve, but how can we ereate the will, when, from the start, it is
sgreed that there is no prospect for survival? Men do not welcome
advice about how to die, but they would esgerly accept some words
about how to live. VWar means death, peace means life. Mem want to
live, they will struggle heroically for life; what they want is a
program for life, a program for peace, It does not have to be ironeclad,
one hundred per cent certain, but it must offer the possibility that
it can achieve and maintain peace: it must bring them what they so

Wmﬁmo
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The desire for peace can depress or arouse; it can be the
cause of apathy and despair or the source of powerful political dynamism,
When men want peace and feel that war is inevitable, they fall into
despair. Vhen they have a tangible hope for peace, they are aroused
to great effort and activity.

Our camtry does not appear to have a program for peace
and it reaps the bitter harvest of hostility, neutralism, and despair --
even among its own people. Talk to your neighbor, sgain, this time
about the "Great Debate.® If he suprorts the Hoover policy, he does
go because it recommends itself es a militexry strategy. The Hoover
proposal gnticipates & wer and argues that the war it anticipates
eould best be conducted from the Western Hemisphere. It is a policy
aimed at winning a war, not avoiding ore. It offers little consola-
tion to Americans, and much lese to non-Americeans, who want desperately
to escape a Third World Ver,

If your neighbor suprorts the administration's foreign poliey,
he may perhaps be a little more hopeful -- but not much, Militerily,
the containment policy erguds that the best strategy is to defend
ourgelves in VWestern Furope and at various other points sround the
Soviet Burasian perimeter. Politically, the containment poliecy
expreseds the hope thet if the Soviet rules are contained for a period
of time, they will "slow down® and let the rest of the world live at
peace. Yet we know thet there is little likellhood that the Soviet
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ruless will slow down. 8o for us and the people of the world,
the containment poligy is a grim proposal to heng on, hope for the
best, all the while waiting for what is much more likely -- the worst.
Whichever he supports, isolation or containment, the man

next door will do sc with little hope that either policy will avoid
war, Should he still possess the faintest glimmer of hope, it
will be buried under the kmowledge that both proposals in the Great
Dgbate call for turning the world into armed camps — with long
military service and meager civilian consumption -~ which face each other
in a state of terrible tension that blights &ll plans for the future.

If Americans are not inspired by the Great Debete
how much less so are the Buropeans whose countries are less able to
afford military expenditures, who suffered the most in the last war,
and whose fields will be the battleground of the next one?

The "Great Debate™ may clear the mind, but it does not
1ift the heart. It only furnishes further ground for apathy and
despair, Both proposals make the great mistake, Both fail to harmess
the wrld wide energies latent in the universal desires for peace.
Neither strike the true note of a valid program for peace. DBoth surrender
the peace offensive to Stalin and the Politbure.

The fault does not lie with Mr, Heover, Mr, Taft, nor
Mr, Acheson., They earnestly and devoutly desire peace. Fach of
them speske for a large section of the American people who share the
same semtiment. The fault lies with the vhole Westerm mind which has

so anxiously desired peace that it has submitted to the blackmail of



international Communiem,

It is not easy to do otherwise, Our dileama is thiss
the only conditions which might bring & permenent pesce to the world
are those conditions which might cause the Commmist elite to threatem
war. Thus we must either pronounce the true conditions and provoke
the threat — or -- ignore the true conditions of peace and be
preeisely in the position vhere Stalin wants us. Ve are thus left
without a peace offensive.

Let me explain in more detall why I believe that the
Communist elite has blackmsiled the Western World.

"Peace" is the most important word in the Communist
argenal. It is put to many uses by Commmist propagands. Many make
the mistake of believing that the Commmists use the word simply
as a smare for the gullible, No greater error could be made., If
the Commmnists used the word "peace" simply to convince gullible
people of their peaceful intentions, they would be as stupid as ve
foolishly suprose them to be. The world is not so gullible and
the Commumists know it. They use the word to convince , and vhere
they cannmot convince to neutralisze, and where they caunot neutralize
to terrify.

Take the word "peace." On one side of it there is the
desire for peace; on the other side thers is the dread of wvar, THE
COMINTERN CRY FOR PEACE ALVAYS CONTAINS THE THREAT OF VAR. Both
are together in Commnist propaganda. Vhile Pravda screams "peace"
1t shouts boasts about what the Red Army will do whem it gets its
hands on American soldiers. In his latest interview on the prospects
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for world "peace,” Stalin insinuated the threat of war,

The comintern which talks incegsantly about the war
hyste-ia of the West has with its brutsl genius created an hysteria
of its own -- & peace hysieria,

No hysteriesl attitude is likely to echieve its goal. And
"Peace hysteria” will not bring peace,

The Comintern objeet in its campaign of "peace hysteria®
has been to ereste in the Western world a blind, hysterical desire

to evoid war -- at sxy cost.

Now "peace™ ig an ellippical word. It should always contain
the question, "at vhat price?® This the Commmists never sayj but
their meaning is quite elear. It ist "Peace at our price."

Thus the Stockholm Peace Petitlon wents the peace in which
there 18 no kiliing by Apnerican atom bombs, but in which there is
killing by Scviet tanks.

The Comumist line is always the same., The strategy was
and ic guite clear: ‘"want peaee," saye the Comintern. Yant it
hystericelly, says the Comintern, aad when you are hysterieal emough,
when we have terrified you suf ficiently, you will sccept peace on our
terms -- peacc through eppeasement and then peace through surrender.

The peace of slavery -- thet is what we are offered. It
is a sickening bamgein, but st least it conteins a verbal offer for
peace, And since var is so terrible in the atomic ¢se, many people
2ll over the world seem willing to pay the bitter price.
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Anything besices appcasement means war, and wer is what
you must avoid et exy cost, says the Comintern.

This 1o the Stalinist blackmail, brillisntly successful
in the atomic age. 211 of us who have desperately desired peace
have paid the blackmsiler -- and the blackmaller clwaye returns.

In the year 1951 the road to hell is paved in a very
specicl way with good intentions. The Comintern suprlies the peving,
the peace loving peoples supply the good intentions,

The major victims of Stalinist black il have been the
anti-Communiats and the various sup orters of the neutral "third
camp.” This should not surprise. The Cominterm has no problem in
using its friemds. It demonstrates its genius in desling with its
enenles.

The Comrmmnists and fellow travelerg all over the world
believe that the Soviet elite wants peace, and so they work night and
day to aecomplish its peaceful aims. They belleve, they do not despair.
They are, therefore, a source of powerful energy. With them, inter-
natiossl Commmism has ereated the attitude negessary to conguer the

world,
The third eamp is not pro-Commmnist, but it has been

terrorized by Commmnist propeganda, It has not been taken in by

the Communict pesce line, but heither will it take up amms against
Commmism, It is neither for ror against Commmism, snd it is neither
for nor ageinst democracy. The third camp will not choose, because

it balieves that cholce meens war, and war, destruction. In vain, we
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tell the third eamp thet we are ethically superior to Commmism,.

Most of them know that, and all of them would imovit, if they were
not so terrified at the prospect of war. The third camp does not want
to dle for justice and freedom, it wants to struggle for peace., Since
we have no program for peace, the third camp remains neutral.

Communist propsganda has achieved exactly the effect
it desires in the third camp., The third camp will not resist, and
those who will not resist Communism arc easily conquered by it.

But what of the anti-Commumists, how have thgy been
victinised by the Comintern., Here the story is a little more compli-
oated, and to tell it, we must go back to the end of World War II,

When the war ended, the fact whigh was uppsmmost in our
minds wes Hiroshima, We were horrified and guilty and determined
that there would be no Third World War. The principal obstaecle to
peace seemed to be the Soviet Union -~ for the Soviet Unior, alone
of all other nations in the world, presented the threzt of war. But
in 1946, neither the obstacle nor the threat seemed very large,

In the warm afterglow of our war-time alliance and our enthusiasm

for the sacrifices of the Byssian people, we made allowances for

the Bussian regime, ¥e knew that it was strange, elearly a dictator-
ship, brutal and oppressive, and we knew that it would cause the world
gome diffioulty, but not too much, because we wanted to get along with
the Soviet Union. Ve had to get along with the Soviet Union, For we

were determined to have peace.
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At that moment of world history, a curious and fateful
thing happened in the psychology of the West. The overvhelming post-
var desire for peace brocame the exact equivalent of the desire to
get along with the Soviet Union. A reading of the editorials of many
conservative Americen newspepers will demonstrate how widespread this
attitude was.

Peace vas equated with an adjustment to international

Commmism. We, the free peoples, had to get along with Communism -
the slave system. We became the variable in international politics,
the Soviet Union was the constant. Yo could be reasoned with, but
not the Communists, The pressure of the desire for peace was turned
against us, the varisble, A grest part of the emergy in the desire
for pesce was spent in oriticiszing American poliey and blaming us
for the approach to war.

This wae mistake No. 1 — the mistake we made at Yalta,
Teheran, Poland, Czechoslovekia, and at Berlin, vhere we should
heve resisted not avoided, TH s mistake is still belng made,
especially today by some conservative leaders who urge that the way
to get along with Commmnism is to leave Burope defenseless.

Mistake No, 2 wae & companion error. Getting along with
the Soviet Union came to mean for muy getting along with the Rpssian
dictator snd the Commmist elite, This was very strange begause

history and political seiemnce show quite elearly that dictators are
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inevitably warlike, We had every good reason to suspeet that the
Commmist dictator would be especially so.

Our atteupt to get along with the Sommmist elite was even
nore gtrange because in every free nation in the world Commmist
parties were at war with legitimately elected democratic govermments.
We regpected the legitimacy of an inhumen diectatorial government,
vhile the internationzl movement of the dictatorship showed its
disrespect for the legitimagy of demceratic governments,

When stated so baldly, it sounds fantastioc. It shows the
enormous pover of the Stalinist blackmeil, Missing was the daring
suggestion that since Gommunism had opposition movements within
demoerstic countries, the democracies ought to have oprosition
movements within Communis=t countries.

There is smothing even stranger still in our Servent
effort to get along with the Russian Commmist elite. In the name
of our desire for peace, we elected to deal with a werlike dictator
and cut ourselves off from the peace-loving Russian people.

One more point must be adiled to the history o this error.
The Western World which is always measuréing the possibllities of
var has alvsys assumed that if war came, we would fight against a
Rugsian people united behind Stalin, 8inece we are doing nothing to
separate the Russian people from Stalin, we will make our assumption

valid, In other words, by cutting ourselves off from the Russian

we are increasing the mmmgm effectivenessy

people,
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Mistake No. 2 18 & crude companion of 1 and 2, Since
we must get along with the Soviet Union, and since that means getting
elong with the Soviet dictatorship, the problem becomes, how can we
get along with the Soviet dictator. This leads to all kinds of guess-
ing shout what Stelin is really like and what he really wants, The
guegeing is helped along by the néwspeper cartoons and certain
eminent men who zt some tine in their lives were given an audience
by Stalin, These men claim to have the answer to the problem of
peace, begause they claim to imow what Stalin really wants for Soviet
security. This guessing plsys direetly into Commmist hands. Since
no one has access to Stalin's mind, the number of possible guesses
is infinite, After each new Csdchoslovakia the guesses are rovised.
The Oomintern encourages the guessing by having Stalin issue a periodie
aysterious statement. As long as we keep guessing, we kesp believing
that we will heve peace if only we can find out whet Stalin wants,
Ve wish to find out the blacimailer's exaet price because we foolishly
pelieve that we can pay him off once and for all,

™he fourth mistake is algo a companion of 1 and 2, It is
dictated by hearts terrified by Communist threats. It says: since
we must get alony with internstional Commmnism in order to have peace,

then international Commmnism must be the Jkind of system we can get
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along with, This leads to a variety of interpretations of Commmnisam
ranging sll the way from the specious rationalizations of the fellow
travelers to, I am sorry to say, the forlorn hope expressed by the
conteinment volicy. Containment rests upon the yisgh that, even
though we lmow the leopard to be what he is, Communism will gomsqow
change its spots, settle down and let the world live at peace The
conteinment poliey is built upon the thin air of a pious myth, It
does not face up to the truth about Communism,

What is the truth about Communism? The truth is that
Stalin is not = whimsical end caprieious dictator with a mpsterious
mind, There is nothing mysterious about him. He is an orthodox
fanatie who is the head of a religious movement. The movement is
Marxigt-Leninisn. It came to power in Russia in 1917. It has been
at wer with the vest of the world ever since. It is at war with the
vhole non~fommnist world todsy.

If we will only look at vhat the Commmists say, tils will
all be clear to us, Leninist-Mardem is officially proclaimed as
the only true ideclogy — in Russia and everywhere else. It is not
a theory, but a religion. Its theology is historical-dialetical
materialisn. Its high prieste are the members of the Communist Party.
Its God is Stalin; its mission, to midwife the birth of the Commmist
world; its goal, an earthly paradise ruled by the Communist elite.

The Gommist relégion divides the world into two classess

believers and non-believers. To the believers, it promises earthly
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paradise; to the non-believers, eternal damnation, The Commumists
mean to establish the peradise; they mean to be alone on this earth,
All this the Communiste say. But one does not have to
rely upen their words, Their record is clu.'l"

Inside or outside the Soviet Uplon, wherever the Communist
movement hag held power -- in labor unions, in govemments, in
political parties, in front groups -~ it has never tolerated opposi-
tion, dissgreement, or even mild dissent, It makes no difference
vhether the oprosition comes from the right or left. Socialiste,
social democrats, anarchists, liberals, conservetives, —- if they
op oge Oommunism then they are heretics, infidels, and enemies of the
truth; end all have been suprressed wherever the Commmmnists hold pover,

Qurs is a bitter and painful lessont There will be no
peace as long as the foviet dictatorship continues in 1ts present form
and there will be no pesce until the internatione] Commumiet fifth
columns all over the world ere withdrewn, ebsndoned, or destroyed,

To work for pesce todsy, therefore, means to work for the
destruction of internaticnal Commumnisu and the alteration of the
Soviet dletatorship. To do otherwise is to igmore the true corditions
of peace,

Wnat are the true eonditions of Peace? I do not wish to be

dogmatic on tids point. They appear to me, however, to be something

like thiss
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The Soviet Union must agree to & program of international
control of atomic energy under United Nations' supervision; it must
egree to a similsr program of dissymement under United Nations'
supervision; it must agree to the free interchange of people and
ideas between Russie and the rost of the world; it must agree %o
the withdrawal of all Red soldiers and Communist agents from other
countries; it must agree to free elections in Czechoslovakia and
the Balkan countries — elections supervised by the United Nations;
and it must sgree to disband the Comintern -- the international Comm-
unist movement -- once and for all.

We must announce these eonditione -- the true conditions
of peace —- to the world, sgein and again end sgein. We must announce,
moreover, that all these conditions are bilatersl; any conditions we
impose uporn the Soviet Unien are conditions we are willing to impose
upon ourselves. And we should be willing to give tangible evidenge of
our honor and goodwill.

Snould we lay down these eonditions in the form of am
ultimatum to the Soviet elite? No, it wouldn't do amy good. Ve ave
interested in changin: the minds of the Russian people, the third
camp, end our own despeiring allies. The FEussisn people may be
interested in our bathtubs, but they are more interested in vhat vill
happen to them if they overthrow Stalin, or, if war comes, what help
and justice will be given to those who sebotage Stalin, The third
camp may believe in the writ of habeas corpus and freedom of speech,
but 1t believes more in the overvhelming necessify for peace. It
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vants 2 progran for peace. Our own despairing people and allies
arm themselves for defense with the grin conviction that they are on
the side of justice, but they want to know isn't there one last
chance for peace.

There is one last chanee, if we have the honesty to
face the facts and the courage to state them, Let us refuse to pay
the Soviet blackmailer any longer and stote the true conditions of
peace, to curselves, to our zllies, to the third camp, and, above all,
to the Russian people, Let us tell the Rysslans that we want
neither their lives, their land, nor their goods., Ve vant only teo
live at pesce. And we have & program for peace whose conditions we
solemmly svear to fulfill, Let them tum their gres on those who will
pot fulfill them, Let the eyes of the world be turned on the Soviet
dictator and the Communist elite. We will have stated = program for
peace which can bring peace, What is their progranmt

Let us take the offensive, the peace offensive, Let the
conditions of peace be the constant and the Soviet dictatorship the
gariable. Let us change the categories of the world mind, Let us
lead the world to ask, mot how can we get along with the Soviet
dictatorship, but how can the dictatorship get elong with the econditions
of peace?

Let us state the conditions ageim and egein end egein. Let

38 hold peace conferences all over the world. Let us harmess the
Memofmmhrpmomtﬂit exerts an overwhelming



pressure on those who can give the world peace. Let us release the
despairing enexgies of the men and women all over the world who pray
each night for pesce. Mem and vomen will be heroes for & great goal.
The great goal in our time is peace. Let us state the conditions.
Let the peoples of the world find thelr own wey to herolsm,
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