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It has been the practice here for nearly everyone opposed to 

this legislation to arise, declare firmly that he supports the prin-

ciple of Mutual Security, and then come forth with a list of specious 

arguments whiCh, if true, make the entire principle meaningless. It 1 s 

easy to carp about our allies; they don1 t vote in the coming election. 

It 1 s easy to convince some people that a cut in aid funds will save 

money when we know in our hearts that, in the long run, it won1 t save 

a cent. It's easy to talk about waste and extravagance, because we 

know there will always be waste in any big operation. But what the 

opponents of this program have sternl7 refused to face is the issue 

of American securit7. 

Throughout this debate, the main tl:leme of the opponents haE;been 

to repeat over and over that the United States can1 t afford this 

program. They tell us that the American econo.r is teetering on the 

br~ of collapse. They advise us to "keep .America strong" and forget 

what happens to the rest of the world. 

' I have one question to ask these gentlemen. If we can t afford 

this program, what in the name of God~ we affordt 

Most of us agree that the survival of Western Europe is essential 

to our own survival. We know that our allies already have larger 

ground forces in uniform than we do, ready to stand by our sides if 

we help them get the weapons and supplies. We have heard our militaq 

experts tell us that a dollar spent for European defense bUTs from 

~ two to three times as much real protection as a dollar spent in this 

countryt 

What 
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What do the opponents of this bill mean? Do the7 mean that the 

United States can 1t afford securit7? Do the7 uan that survival has 

become too expensive for us? Do they mean that even the cheapest 

way to protect ourselves costs too much? 

I can hear in _, mind the sardonic laughter echoing through the 

Kremlin. They have always believed that the Western democracies are 

soft and decadent. '!he7 Jeered at us during the war for our reluc-

tance to sacrifice the lives of our bo,-a. "Our people", the7 sa,-. 

•are tough and can take it". "But the Americans love luxury too much. 

When the chips are down, the7 will cave in. Even with the highest 

standard of living in the world, they will not make the sacrifices 

necessary to defend themselves. The7 love their television, their 

automobiles and their ~lon stockings too much to build up their 

defenses". 

I profoundly disagree with what the Soviet radio and newspapers 

sa7 about us. Anybod,- who thinks we have gotten soft and are putting 

caviar before guns has another guess coming. And I think the Congress 

of the United States is going to prove that fact during the next few 

da.,.s. 

If the Soviet Union launched an all-out war tomorrow, I haven 1 t 

a shadow of a doubt that this Oongress would vote every cent needed 

to defend this country. One hundred billion, two hundred billion,eve 

five hundred billion, if necessary. We would sacrifice, pay higher 

taxes, sweat and bleed to protect our national survival. There is 

no doubt about this fact, and I hope the Soviet leaders will realize it. 

But 
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:But is this the way we want to do iU Do ve want to pinch 

pennies 'til war comes and then shoot the works'l Or do we want 

to make the best possible effort to prevent war from coming, and 

to guarantee ourselves strong allies if it ~ come? 

!he horrible truth is that if the Soviet Union gained control 

of Western IUrope, even the hundreds of billions we would spend 

then might prove worthless. With Western Europe, Bussia would have 

four times the US manpower, not even counting China. Ber industrial 

plant would be bigger than ours. She would have bases to strangle 

our shipping lines, and airfields with which to bomb American cities. 

We would face a long uphill fight for survival, 

we could do might not be enough. 

If we are going to spend money to protect our security, I want 

to spend it before it 1 s too late. I want to get the guns in the 

production lines and the armies on the field. If we do this soon 

enough, we have a good chance to save the billions that a war would 

cost us. And even if war comes, we will stand a far, far better chance 

of winning it with minimum loss of life and property. I believe 

American can afford to survive. 

Jlo one can deny that this program is expensive. Ho one can 

deny that it involves an economic strain that is felt throughout 

the country. But I most certainly deny the statements of the calamity 

howlers who suggest that. our national econom;y is on the 'brink of 

collapse. 

.As Al Smith 



As Al Smith used to ~. let 1 s look at the record: 

We 1ve heard a lot about the national debt. Back .in 1932, our 

~- ~-· 
total governmental debt~ federal, state and localA was about $38 

billion. Our national inpome that year was about $39 billion. Today, 

after a severe depression, after the greatest war in histor,y, and 

after sho~Jing the burdens of rearmament and post-war reconstrue-
~ dL~ 

tion, our~governmental debt has risen to ~$285 billion. But let's 

also remember that our national income this year will be around 

$300 billion dollars. Thus, the relationShip between debt and in-

come has stayed fairly constant. Is this an indication that we are 

Our total output today is $55 billion per year above the 1947 

level. Even after foreign aid and huge domestic defense expenditures, 

the amount left for civilian consumption in 1951 was 8~ above what 

it was in 1947. Does this mean we are going broke? Is this the sign 

of a dying econo.,? Does this indicate that we can1 t "afford" security? 

us 
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US corporation profits have remained at a high level through-

out the period of foreign aid and defense build-up. In spite of 

higher taxes, total corporate earnings during the foreign aid period 

have been $78 billion dollars -- six times the amount spent on all 

foreign aid up to the end of last year • . Total dividends paid b;r 

corporations have climbed steadily each ;year. Is this the mrk of 

a country that is going bankru.pt1 

Do ;rou know that the amount we Americans spent, just !!!1. zear 

alone. for liquor and tobacco is almost exactl;r equal to the total 

spent on economic aid and military assistance during the four :rears 

of the Marshall Plant Do :rou know that the a1110unt Americans have 

spent for tobacco alone since 1948 is nearl;r $4 billion more than all 

foreign aid expenditures during this same period? I aa not ~st-
.., ;::;;w...wf~-~ ...... ~ .......... -~~ ........ ~____... 

ing that &n7one give up either liquor or tobacco. :Bilt I certainl:r 

believe that it 1 s nonsense to sa:r that a .countr:r which can afford 

such expenditures is at the end of its financial rope. I think a 

country like this can also afford security. 

The opponents of this legislation have brought .forth the hoar:r 

old chestnut that Russian strategy aims at forcing the United States 

to bankruptcy b;r excessive spending. To prove this fantastic theor,y, 

the:r are fond of quoting something that Lenin said back in the earl:r 

1920's. 

Well, the CoiJIDI11nist leadership has said a lot of different thimgs 

at different times, most of them contradictory. I, for one, don't 

believe every statement I hear from a Russian dictator, whether living 

or dead. 
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or dead. I am more interested in their actions. And I want to ask 

you a question: Did Bnssia take Poland b7 driving Poland to bank­

ruptcy? Did it launch a financial offensive against Greece? Did 

it take over ]Ulgaria and Bamania by forcing them to excessive 

spending? Did it driTe l:orea to bankruptcy? Or - M7 ·I ask - was 

there a Bnseian arm;,y around soEwhere? 

Gentlemen, we are facing a grave military threat. I do not 

de117 - I would be the last to de117 - that we JN.st also keep our 

econo~ strong, and mnst help our allies keep their economies strong. 

We all know that Communism can seize a countr.r b7 undermining its 

econoJq, and thereby paving the way for local OoaJm.D.ists to aeile 

control of the government, Just as it can seize a country b7 mili­

tary force. However, ve need to view these issues in their true 

perspectiTe. 

As far as the United States is concerned, our econoJq is the 

most powerful on earth. Despite certain social injustices and hard­

ships caused by inflation, the economic position of the average 

American citizen is near an all-time high. The domestic Commnnist 

Part7 and its fellow-travellers have little political influence, 

and this influence is declining day b7 da7. The idea of Commu.niaa 

taking control of this country from the inside is absurd. AnTone 

who harps on sueh a fear is merely distracting attention 1l"om the real 

danger. 

v 

The real danger to .AIIerican is the danger of creeping aggression -

the dan&er 
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the danger that Soviet imperialism will gradually take over one 

colll'ltcy after another - one area after another - until it is so 

powerful that even the full etrength of the American econo~ will 

be in~fficient to stand a~inst it. The real danger is that our 

friends and allies, either through militar.r weakness or economic 

distrees, will be unable to offer effective resistance to the threat 

of OoiDIDtllliem -- that they wil~ crumble and fall before Soviet blows 

and that the United States will be left to stand alone against the 

most formidable militar.r power that human civilization has ever known. 

Together, we have the means to make the free world so strong 

that Russian propagandists will be laughed at and that a Russian 

armed attack would be suicidal. But we have to 9:2. it, and we have 

to do it now. We can't do it by sitting around talking about what 

an awful thing Communism i s. We can1t do it by declaiming from 

public platforms that America should 11get tough" with Russia. Least 

of all can we do it by sending out propaganda pamphlets trying to pin 

the Communist label on decent, patriotic American citizens. We have 

to build some real strength - in this countey and in other parts of 

the world, and every day we try to stretch out this process of build-

ing strength, we are adding to the danger and adding to the cost. 

~rEvery dollar we cut from this program is just building up a bigger 

~ill for future years. 

An opponent of the foreign aid measure said earlier this week 

that this country and this Congress are now standing at a crossroad. 

I agree 
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I agree with all ~ heart. The time has come to separate those who 

'"ant to do something about Communism from those who just want to 

talk about it. The time has come to focus the spotlight of national 

attention on the men who have forgotten Teddy Roosevelt's adTice 

to walk softly and carry a big stick -- these so-called anti­

Communists who prefer to s,eak with the voice of a rusty foghorn 

and to whittle the big stick down to a toothpick. The time has 

come to stand up and be counted. 

••M•. I prefer to talre the advice, 

in this case, of a Bepublican candidate for the presidency who -­

whatever his Tirtues or defects in other respects -- at least knows 

what he 1 s talking about when he recently gave the Congress his views 

on this mutual defense program. I do not choose to gamble with the 

surviTal of J1J1' countl7• 

May 27' 1952 
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