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before the City Club of Rochester, Inc.,Rochester,N.Y.
Saturday, March 5, 1955

It is a privilege for me to be present with you
today. Your reputation as a forum for the expression of
opinion is known throughout the country. For years you
have made a valuable contribution to public understanding
by encouraging interest in and discussion of public
questions. 8o it is understandsble that I should welcome
mopwwtommmmmmsw
m@éﬂm%msmwmm
issues of our day.

Yours is a nonpartisan tradition. Your
interest, very rightly, is in opinions worth hearing
-~regardless of the politiel persuassion of the one
who deliveres those opinions to you. This is in the

great tradition of democratic decision making.
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I am comnitted and persuaded to the proposition that
the best interests of ocur country will be served by
the program and leadership provided by the Democratic
Party.

But that is not the purpose of my appeargfce
before you today. It is my only hope that my words
and thoughts, such as they are, will stimulate the
expression of further thought and discussion so that
we in the United States may soon come to the
crystallization of opinion which will help us meet
the greatest danger to our freedom that our nation
has ever faced in its history.

I speak, therefore, not only as a Democrat,
but as an American -- and one fortunate enough to
have been selected by the fellow citizens of my state

to play a part in the vital decisions that may determine



the fate of

soclety. It is a heavy responsibility, in which
partisan considerations must remain secondary.

All of our hopes and aspirations are bound
up in the one dord "freedom". Our country was founded
on that dream -- the dream of free men, living in a
free society. That is still our vision and our goal
today, not only for ourselves but for all mankind.

Unfortunately, it is a vision rudely
blunted by harsh realities today. Of necessity,
ve are more immediately concerned with preserving
the freedom we have, rather than expanding its
scope to embrace others, Yet, the challenge and
goal of freedom for all mankind must not be ignored
if we hope to preserve freedom for ourselves.

I know of no member of the United States
Senate -- be he Democrat or Republican, liberal or

consgrvative -~ who is not deeply comscious of the



of the aggressive threat from the worldwide conspiracy
of imperialistic Soviet totalitarianism, And, I know
of none not sharing deep concern over vigorously and
effectively meeting thatthreat, to assure preservation
of our freedom.

I am proud to regard myself as a liberal
in politics. Yet I recognize that there are many
differing definitions of a "liberal”, and different
interpretations of what we who regard ourselves as
liberals really stand for. Let me make it clear
at the outset of these remarks that I am convinced
real liberals shald, and must be, in the vanguard
of the fight for preserving freedom at all c@st,

for without it liberalism cannot survive.
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based on the assumption that freedom is essential

for the full development of the human personality
and that, therefore, men should be free. This has
mmmmwmmrmm
period of its birth -- in the words of the Hebrew
prophets, down through its development in our modern
industrial era.

This Qtrivm for freedom, this appeal
to reason, is the hallmark of the liberal tradition.
Those of us who have associlated ourselves with that
tradition must recognize our responsibility to free
ourselves as individuals from the shackles of fixed
dogma and from the restrictions of conformity.

We have all heaxd and read much about the
muotmmﬁy. We have pointed to the increasing

growth of conformity in modern society. Liberals



that the free expression of individualism depends

upon the rightful plate of non-conformity of ideas
and attitudes.

I have baen quite frank in suggesting
to my liberal friemds, however, that the liberal
movement itself is not free from this drive to
conformity.

Unfortunately, there has been a growing
"liberal line" with regard to many socisl, economic,
and politicel problems which is Just as rigid in its
application, and just as brutal in its demand for
conformity as other evidences of intellectual

straight-jacket thinking.



with my brand of liberalism, nor with the
rightful attitude of free men in a free
soclety.

Such rigidity, such dogma, such
inflexibility has no place in the real liberal
tradition. Beyond a baslc commitmeqt to the
dignity and worth of the individual, the
content of liberalism from age to age and from
nation to mation will wvary with varying conditions.
Liberalism mey one day challenge, and another day
cherish govermment mt*.ﬁ.‘..ty in the lives of men;
at once time it may welcome the specific interests
of the business commnity, and at another time it
may regard those interests as hostile %o the coammon
good. In one era it may seek expression through one

political party, and in another era it may choose



mubmwmsnw,
and its solutions mist be temtetive, e must
constantly be willing to re-examine and reconstruct
institutions in the light of new needs.

Liberalism lacks the fimality of a creed
and it is thus handicapped, because 1t is without
the allure of those dogmas which attract the minds
of men by purporting to embody final tyuths. This
1samtwslnnliupmuwmm.ngmﬁy
and finality. Whether liberalism can survive in
such a world can not now be predicted. We do
koow, however, that if such freedom of thought
and expression does not survive, our eivilization will
perish with it. Our task, thereZore, is to
strengthen and support such freedem, with all our

energles and intelligence. We must release ourselves



today's dogmas, and, in the words of a great Justice,
"Let cur minds be bold."

In order for liberalism to survive,
democratic self-goverment must survive, The liberal
mst, therefore, dedicate his energy to the protection
of democracy against its totalitarian enemies from
without and from within. It is my deep conviction
that liberalism, even as it recognizes the
necessity to preserve the spirit and fact of
dissent in the political commmnity, must also
recognize, above all, its ultimate loyalty to
a democratic soclety and to the preservation of
our aation.

For free men to live in a free society,
ve must first assure preservation of the free

society.



wmmwbmmmimwwm
at this hour, It is a danger not only from within,
but, more important; a danger from without. This
external danger is represented by the military might
and comspiratorial intrigue of an internmational com~-
mnistic movement dirvected and manipulated by the men
of the Kremlin in the Soviet Union.

For years we have utilized and fought for

© the traditional means of negotiation in order to achieve

understanding and to eliminate conflict. We have played
a mjor role in creating the United Nations to help
develop a universally acceptable concept of inter-
pational morality and law. We have shared our wealth
and technology to feed the starving, clothe the naked,

and help the underprivileged.



us in the vorld, friends we urgently needed. DBut
they have not alone suceeeded in eliminating the
danger of the intermational commnist mensce. .It
does not mesn they have failedto improve the climete
for peace in the world. It does mean, however, that
we have awakened U0 the harsh reality of living in a world
vhere we have learned power must be matched with
power -- that the power to preserve peace and the
vwill and determinatiocn to use it must matech or
exceed the povwer in the hands of tyrents who have
made clear their willingness and intent to use it
twmsiaa.

As a result, we have served notice of our
intention to resist all aggression by force, if

necessary.



nndmgiruﬂmﬂetwimm.

We accepted the challenge in Greece, Turkey,
and Iran, and we prevented the march of Russian
exmies.

We accepted the challenge of Koree, and
we prevented at great cost and sacrifice the invaslon
of South Korea.

We pramoted a North Atlantic Treaty
Organization to strengthen the will and ability of
our friends to joln with us in mutual defense.

We found that a firm decision, followed
through meticulously, ylelds results in our relations
anddealings with the Soviet Union.

We did all this and much more -- not as

Democrats or as Republicans, but as Americans.
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and 160 million like us who paid the taxes, manned
the armies, and suffered the casualties,

What we gained for ourselves was Lime --
time to further stremgthen curselves; tfme to
strengthen our allies; time to build a will to
resist -- and time during which we hoped that the
inner contraditions of the Soviet totalitarian
soclety would begin to tear that dictatorship and
its empire assunder.

But the international situation is s%ill
threatening and critica}.

The uncertainty following Stalin's death
nov shows itself to be erystallized into the greatest
concentration of power in the Commmnist Party. Mr,
Kruschev, Secretary of the Commmnist Party, emerges

as a new powsrful figuwre -- with all of his potential



in subservient roles in the Soviet hierarciy.

Itwmﬂ#.he'ﬁmwins -~ yes, and
dangerous and foolish policy -- to assume that these
recent shuffies in the Kremlin are amy sign of
veakness, It would be far safer to assume that the
recmtpouummmammmwm
are not weakness, but rather a demcustration of
power of the Commnist Party. Today we see the
Communist Party and its hiersrchy in camplete
and total control of the physical and human re-
sources of the Soviet Unlon and her satellites.

Any American official who even harbors the hope
that some mtm.nw spirit will supercede the
pover dynamics of communist rule and control is

guilty of baving the wish become fsther of the 3

thought .



themselves -~ or allow themselves to be lulled ~-

into a dangerous complacency with regard to our
international problems. Marshall Zhukov is now the
Minister of Defense, and he and General Eisenhower
developed a fine friendship in Burope. But Marshall
7hukov is nothing but a pevn in the Soviet hierarchy,
a pavn of the powerful Communist Party, a pawn to be
used on the international front so that the Commmnists
can have the lure of his name %o help bring complacency
to our shores.

Experts on Communist strategy advise us
there is good reason to believe that the Soviet Unlon
has decided that the year 1955 is the eritical and
crucial year of decision, both in Eurcpe and Asia.

The Soviet Union has no reason to hold back

Peiping from engaging in a provocative attack. On the



contrary, mQ . mem

if the United States becomes involved, at a time of
Soviet choosing, in a war on the China mainland. We
can, therefore, expect more trouble, even seriocus
trouble; in Asia.

But it would be a sad mistake to let that
threat turn our eyes away from Burope.

With our eyes focused on the crisis surrounding
Formosa and with the junior partner of the Soviet, namely
Red China, acting more aggressively every hour; Communist
Russia has carefully, methodically changed its policy and
propaganda from one of coexistence under Malenkov to a
policy of toughness, firmness, and increased armament
under Marshall Bulganin.

Make no mistake about their intentions, and about

their goal.



and Japan as the primary objectives of their conspiratorial
plans.

While our attention is directed towards Formosa
and the off-shore islands, the Kremlin makes overtures to
Japan with an offer of a peace treaty and a trade pact.
To Germany came expressions of German reunification at
the price of German neutrality, or a permanent divided
Gexmany as the price of Westeran German alliance with other
countifles of the west.

Adenauer's govermment is in greater danger by
the hour, due to this Soviet pressure.

This is the candid, realistic picture that I
now see as a result of recent developments in the Soviet

Union. It is not a pretiy picture.

Vhat are we to do in the face of this crisis?
What can we best do to preserve the opportunity for free

men to live in a free society?
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cannot meet a world-wide communist conspiracy by a pro-
vincial, parochial mentality. Democracy is world-wide
in its implications, and it must be backed up with a
varld-vide strategy.

e should be prepared to meet these difficulties
and these strategic and tactical moves, by anticipating
them. We can best meet them if we first understand them.
The decline of Mr. Malenkov and the ascendancy of Mr.
Kruschchev is not a new development and should not have
taken us by surprise. tudents and scholars of the
Commnist world have written and warned us againt these
developments.

But such information, such understanding of
Soviet maneuvers, should be available to the members of
the Congress and to the American people ~-- and should most

certainly be available to committees of Congress with



Senate Foreign Relations Committee appoint a special
subcommittee with specific respomsibility to keep
informed of Communist strategy, and help advise the
Senate and the Congress as to develojments as they
oceur -~ and preferably before they cccur. This does
not requre an espionage system; it is a matter of
understanding, analysis, and expertness. These scholars
are avallasble. Congress should make use of them.
Today it does mot. If we spent but a fraction of vhat
we spend to expose neurotic domesticommmists on studying
what the real rulers of the Communist party are up to we
would be far better prepared to cope with our respon-

s8ibilities in this world.
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preparedness so that we can negotiate from strength, not
weskness, ﬁomtm&ﬂﬁamﬂaﬁtmm
letting budgetary considerations endanger our security
by unwise reductions in military power. This is no
time to reduce our armed forces.

We are already cammitted to the defense of 900
million people. What are we going to back up those
commitments with? Budgetary considerations are important
to a pation; just as they are important in a family.
But bedgetary considerstions must never be allowed to
interfere with the security of owr nmation. I am bired
m'MthatMmmutoﬂ;atmemv'a
economy can stand, in the long pull of preparedness. Are
we saying that we can not take it over a long period of

time, but they can?



institutions than that, Freedom is not free, and if
we cherish it we must be willing to pay the price,
The economic capacity of this mation to maintain
tested, We can take whatever the coste are of a world
war, for an indefinite time.

Hext, it is time we started substituting
substance for slogans, and eliminate all signs of
bluster from our foreign policy. There is no need for
us to brandish the sword. Bupty threats and ambignity
weaken our strength with our allies, and do not fool
the enemy.

Fourth, we must recognize the importance of
international trede as s vital pert of our duel with Commnism.
While our country in the last two years has not emgaged in

any new trade agreements, the Soviet Union has undertaken



an essential

party to the world market. At this very moment, the
Soviet Union is meeting with the leaders of Japan con-
cluding arrangements for a trade pact. We are losing
the initiative to the Soviet world in international
trade. I am proud to join with President Eisenhower
in his policy to strengthen ocur reciprocal trade progranm.
We have lost two years of valuable time, We have lost
two years making concessions -~ we have spent too much
time making non-aggression pacts with our own political
leaders at home, and too little making trade pacts with
other countries of the world. But with alertness and
agility, we can regain the leadership we should and must
have in world trade.

Fifth, we must strengthen the United Natioms,

vather than permit it Yo be undermined.



as 1t may seem in view of loud criticisms against the
United Nations, American foreign policy has been
eminently effective in this great international institution.
wa-mummmmwqum.wm
or substantive proposal. The /oviet leaders know that
they cannot win in the United Netions without the use of
the veto. The majority of the nation states in the United
Hations in every instance have overvhelmingly rebuked the
Commnist proposals. I would say this is a pretty good
batting averege -- and you do not desert a ball club
with that kind of a batting average.

But why must we remain on the defensive, in
the U.N., instead of taking the offemsive curselves with
proposals for meking it even more effective?

I have proposed revision of the United Nations

Charter to give India the disputed seat of China, as a



of that Council to also include Japan and Western Germany,
It is a reflection of a very rapidly disappearing
past for the United Nations to continmue To seat China as a
perm@aent member of the Security Council.
matmmwmmmnmam
ally. The Commnist China of today is an enemy. The
nationalist China of today on Formosa is not only weal,
but it Just .ts not representative of the new Asia.
Our proposal for seating India on the Security
Council can be a positive rather than a negative answer
to the constant Soviet harrangue for the seating of
Red China.
Such a dramatic move would atiract the attention

and support of our friends all over the world.
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suggestion, our position in Asia would be strengthendd.

If our suggestion is accepted, we would have a strong,
democratic Asian nation sitting in its rzmm place
of leadership in the councils of the world.

Ve mist be equally realistic about Japan
and Western Germany. At a time vhen the Kremlin is
trying to woo them from cur side, why do not we take
the initiative in proposing a greater voice for these
countries in world affairs?

We fully recognize the importance of Western
Germany's participation in the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization for the defense of Western Burope.
Likewise, the importance of Japan as a major military
and industrisl power in Asia cannot be lgnored. A

United Netions that does not include these two powerful
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countries wia@

Both of these pations are now closely allied with the

non-Commnist forces. They can better play their part
in establishing peace by being full-fledged participants
in the collevtive security machinery of the United
Nations.

The offer for a U.N.Security Council seat
for India can and should be part of a more dynamic bid for
Mm#awtwmﬁummwsemmiw
program of econmmic and technical assitance, both on
our own and through the U.N. It is time we made
nore dramatic use of owr food and fiber reserves as
weapons for peace in & world of hunger, by calling
for an international food and fiber conference through
the U.N., and being prepared to dedlcate America's
agricultural production to vorld needs. It is time

ve also took the offensive ideologically through increasing



and African countries.

There is little time to waste, in making
known our interest in Asia and our intention to help
Asia. The greatest conference im 200 years is just
about to take place in Indonesia, the Afro-Asian
Con¥erence, to which caucasian nations are excluded.
What are we dolng to see that our friends among
Aslan pations go ilnto that conference with fimm
backing and support?

The Kremlin is not overlocking this
opportunity, you can be sure. The provocative
mwmm&mmmtmamnm
China to go into that conference with bluster and
strength. And Soviet offers of help to India are

being blown up there as showing her aild and



We need boldness and decisiveness, not
dalliance and ambiguity.

mm foreign policy is nmot built
on hesitation. While We hesitate, the Soviet
Union is able to announce that she is going to
bulld a large steel plant in Eidla . The Commursts
are concentrating their technicisns into Asian
countries, while we are uncertain as to our plans
vith regard to technical assistance to the under-
privileged nations.

Our hope in aveiding war must lie in our
strength, and we need alllies to exert our maximum

strength.



injustice and poverty in the world that breed
Compmmniem. Through strength we can afford to
negotiate, and know that we are negotiating
without sacrificing our principles of honor,
The lessons we have learned from modern history
tell us that negotlation from strengh is the
only possibility of averting wer and ultimate
}dateat.

It has been my sttempt teo present to
you a realistic pleture of the vorld as I see
it today, in contrast to our vision of the world
ve desire of free men living in a free soclety.
It is not an attractive picture, or a bopeful
oue., But it is by no means a hopsless one.

With determination and strength, ve

can defeat the Commnist conspiracy. Comminism is



Yzﬁilooophy
because our principles of freedom and democracy
are more attrective to men than the principles
of slavery and subjugation.

Commnism 1s also a system of power,
backed by divisions; by ruthless state planning,
by unscrupulous use of rescurces and econcmics.
We can defeat Communism as a power by being more
poweriul ourselves, by showing that there is
greater strength in the mobilization of free men
end free institutions than there is in the
mobilization of a tobtalitarian society.

I have concentrated on the threat of
Communicm from without, because I feel that threat
is the far greatest of the dangers confronting us.

I do not minimize, however, the internal dangers.



vigilance against the forces of subversion., Yet
we still face the unresolved problem of adeguately
reconciling the needs of the natiomal security with
the traditional American concepts of political
liberty, justice, and fair play.

It is far from a simple problem. It is
from being hurt. We also have the problem of pro-
tecting our America from being hurt. But in so doing
ve mist erect safeguarde to protect the basic rights
of free men from being sacrificed in the hysteria
surrcunding threats to our free soclety. That I have
endeavored to help do by proposing a high level, bipar-
tisan Security Commission to review workings of our

entire securlity program, both as to its effectiveness



for mational sdvafit

in view of our basic American principles of justice.
Hearings will be opened on that proposal next week,
with the aim of assuring that traditiomal American
rights will not be curtailed needlessly in the name
of a false concept of security -- yet that adequate
protection will be afforded our national security
to assure continuation of a free soclety in which
free men can live and work.

Perhaps all of us need to reappraise our
attitudes and code of conduct in view of the internal
ond axternal problems confronbing us.

As a suggestion, I leave you with my ' own

quiding principles for these troubled times.
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Now, if ever, we need calm confidence in
the political and moral strength of ocur cause.

Now, if ever, we need consistent courage
in the face of ever-present danger.

Now, if ever, we need persevering patience,
both in defense of our areas of freedom and the
pursuit of honorable efforts toward negotiation
vhen ever such is possible.

In my opinion, only by such a course

can we preserve the free men in a free society.
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