THE WAR A'D THE ROAD TC SERTFDONM

Leeture by lMr. Horst lendershausen
Bennington Collsge, April 17, 1945

The great loss ihat bLefell us last Thursday made all of
us feel helnless and swall. The nation did not pause in the
pursuit of the war; but nobody could aveild asking grave and
anxions questions about the future.,

We have %to find our bearings on & new gsituation, a situa-
tion that has been revealed and aggravated by the death of the
sreat president. We nust patiently examine how we got to
w here we are today, so that we can understand the dangers and
onnortunities of the new situstion.

Tor 15 years, the people of the world have lived in a state
of war and eivil war. The battlefield has rioved from lanchuria
to Madrid, then to London; fron Stalingrad to Berlin; from
Poarl farbor to Tolric. Soon it may be baelr in Hanchuria. The
fronts have been nanned by armies of a1l nationalitiess It has
beern nothing less than a war of humanity with itself.
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We 'mow that this tragic experience has shaned our lives.
Tt hasz presented us witu formidable albermatives, and great
dreisions heve been made by statesmen and by citizens. Equally
creat decisions are ahead.

“Ihen in the midst of this battle we are told that we are
on the road to ser. dom, we are inclined to recelve the ressage
with some indifferenece and a great deal of irritation; indife
forence, because propnecies of doom are cheap today; irritation,
Locsuse we ¢o not want to be on such a road, and we do not
really believe that we are.

But the argument that leads to such a prophecy rust be
denlt with., There has been so much excitement in this country
about Dr, Hayel:'s book. In England, where the book was written,
neonle reacted rather coolly. Dut here, Mr. John Chamberlain,
who as vou kmow appreciates boolts for us on a bis scale, praised
it to hich heavens. INortune iansazine® ealled 1t "dssuredly one
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of the greatest books of our time." And there is no end to
the eulogies coming from certain auarters.

1 could not resist to nlan a review of this book; but I
changed my minds If I reviewed it noint by point, I would have
to tall: about the strange reluctance of this social analyst to
exanine social Torces; his low opinion of people's intelligence
and the extraordinary hopes thet he nlaces on this sane intelli-
pence. 1 would have to tallr about Havek's devil theory of
propapanda, about low he accuses the socialists of stealing the
wora Treedon from the liberals in a big way, and then proceeds
to tale the word planning froum the socialists, in a small way.
All this would be out of place todaye

In iy opinion, Hayel's bool: is an elaborate hoax, or if
wou prefer, a serious contribution to our confusion. Sure, he
is capable of severe logieal reasoniug; bub what he reasons
severely about are nobgoblins; and when he tallzs about practi=-
ecal things, he does not reason severely but just tries to
pl@ase.ﬁ As far as the chasing of hobgoblins is concerned,
sood gocial aelentists meke poor Don Quixotes., Thelr confusion
is not enlighteninge

mherefore I shall not review Havelk's book point by pointe

T shall review his subject. lle says that we are imitating

the Germans. Why then, have we been fishting the Germansg He
suggests that we should go baek to yesterday's utopia of the
gellf=reculating narket eeononya Tt is more important to under-
atand the path we have glien during these years of roeovery
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war, and to sec whedher wo are in need of a desperate ro=

Surcly rmuch nore has boen at stake in this war than the
atternt of two nations, the Germans and Japanese, to conquer
£ho world and move the centors of nower from Washington, London,
and lMoseow to Berlin and TolilO. This attempt would have been
nipped in the bud if 1t nhad not been powered by revolublonary
foreces of world-wide 8€CODC. gince the Gorman-Janancse assault
was vowercd by such foreecs, it took a world war of six years
+o defeat it. And sinece the defcat of the armies of these two
nations does not noceegsarily elininate the worldwide forces
tlat propelled them, the battle cven now has not reached 1ts
conclusion.

Wwhat was the origin of thosc rovolutionary forces? The
Tazl eonquest of Burope grew out of the failurc of the great
wnorinent in liberal caplitalism, .an experiment that had pre-
occupiod the western world for about 150 vears. The failurc
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beeame apparent in the carly 1950!'s, when all the stratogic
institutions and harmonizing devices of liberal capitalism
proved unablc to ecope with the Great Deprossion. MNMass unemploy-
ment revealed the barkruptey of the market system that had

been rclied upon to keep pooplc eumployed. The parliamentary
gvsten failed to provide stable and effective governments. All
intcrnational stabilizers broke down, the Leaguc of Tations,
the Gold Standard, the world eanital market, the international
organizations of labor,

The excitement of this total breaikiown of the o0ld order
aspocars in that desporate speceh of Bernard Shaw, 12 years ago
in thc lietropolitan Opnera, which I hope you noticed in the
Yew Vork Tinmcs of April 12, 1933.% Shaw sald that western
civiTlization faced utter ruin, and standing risght besidc Thomas
¥W. Lanont of J. P. Morgan & Co. he ealled the finaneiers the
nationts lunabties, It appcarcd then to this Fabian gradualist
that nothing loss than a scrapping of our Constitution, aboll-
tion of what he called "the rotten Congross', was needed to
save Anerica snd to sot an example to tho world.

The 1lazi conguecst fod upon this total breakdown of the
old order. t was carried by nasses of desperate people, led
by mad and madly cleover leadera, and inspired by the visions
of tho Third Eeich and the New Order. How desperate the peoople
woere) In February 1934, one yoar after Hitler!s rise to power
in Gorneny, the soclal=-dumocratic workers of Vienna took up
srms againgt the rogime of Dollfus that was destroying theilr

ranizations. They pawelained & gonspsl strike., Then a

oo thing happoned; Among the mum that followed the call
to arms, many ¢id net ebsorve tho general strike. They feared
to losc their jobs. During tho day they went to work in the
plants and thus helpsd to kecp the povernnmoent in power, At
nirht they fought the gevernmont army on the barrieadcs, To
shom, death was less fearful than unomploynent.

The Japunese conquest of Eastorn Asia was a responsc to
the doadloek of white imperialism. It fsd upon the rebellion
of the Asiatie pooples against a rule that had compelled them
to sacrifice thelr old way of life to the world markoet, that
had kept thom from eshocking and counterbalancing the cepitalise
tie sconomy by donmoeratic institutions, and that finally let
the world market come erashing down on tholr heads. Japan's
drivo toward en "Dast-Asisz Co-Prospcrity Sphere" stood & chance
of bocorniing the spcarhead of the Aslatiec national movenonts.

*The llow Yorik Times of Anril 12, 1955 and Kpril 12, 1941 were
rocommiondod reading for his lecture,for April 12, 1945, but
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Both of these moves were ef revolutionary nature. The
Nazi's rise involved a fundamental reorientation of Ge rman
soclety, new principles of leadership, education, and terror.
The change was so deep and violent that even today, after we
have proved ourseclves able to comprehend the Nazi revolution
in a military way, we find it very hard to comprehend its
politics., When a few wecks ago, our armies on the Western front
captured the one millionth German war prisoner, he was asked
what he thought of the fact that he was the one millionth pri-
soner. He said: "I wish I had been the first." When asked
what he thought we should do first when moving into a German
town, he replied: "Hang two SS-men." If German soldiers
talk that way, and many do, why is there no German surrender?

The Japanese conquest did not spring from an internal
political revolution, For nany years, the Japanese had been
engaged in adjusting an old political order to a brand new
industrial capitalism. The move to ¢xpand was part of this
adjustment process. But the revolutlon was brewing in the
rest of Asia, in Indo~China, Burma, Thailand, India and the
Indiecg, and in China, Although they were wary of Japancse ime
perialism, the nationalist antli-imperialistic movements of
these countries found in it a powerful ally and trailblazer.

In Burma, the invading Japansese got the former legal premicr,
Dr., Ba Maw, out of a British jail, armed his party, and got
their full support in driving the British out of the country.

In conquered China, the Japanese found a top Kuomintang man and
pupil of Sun Yat Sen, Wang Chingweih, to form the puppet govern-
ment of Nanking=-the puppets will g0, together with the Japan-
ese, and Asia's national revolutions will look for new allies.
But for a while, in the past, they combined forces with the
fascist revolution; and they were influenced by it politically,
not always to the pleasure of the Japanese empire builders.

These two powerful revolutionary drives came closc to suce
ccss in 1941-42, when their armies were pushing toward Suez,
the Urals, India, and Australia. Then they were fought to a
standstill, turned back. Today, the Nazi armics are smashed,
and Japanese power is doomed.

What was it that beat the fascist world revolution? A com~
plex and labile world coalition arose against it and defeated
it. This coalition had the most startling content and shape.

When we call this coalition the United Nations, we use a
torm that is too wide and too narrow at the same time, It is
too wide bocause all of tho countries on the United Nations
list have harbored and still harbor in their midst men that
accept or tolerate the fascist revolution., The imitators and
allics of that revolution have cropped up everywhere, Some
are known as traitors, former leftists like the Prenchman
Doriot, or former rightists like Marshal Petain or Sir Oswald
lfosley in England; somc of the men described in Carlson's book
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Under Cover, in this country; and also a Red Army general, by
the name of Vlassov. But there are others that merely main-
tained neutrality in the battle, or did not grasp its meaning,
not because they lacked the brains, but because this or that
in the faselst revolution appeared to them as plausible, as a
Just punishment of the Jews, or the communists, or the British,
or clse as the spelling out of the politlcal logic of the
modern corporation,

The toerm United Nations is too narrow because the anti-
axis coalition includes people of all nations of the world, even
thosec that are not represented by governments on the United
Nations' 1ist, such as the Chinesc communists, the reforming
societics of Bulgaria, Rumania, Albania, Hungary, Italy, the
non-government Poles and the non-government Greeks. It includes
Spanish republicans, German and Austrian anti-fascists, Indians,
Koreans, Manchurians, and Japanese; industrial workers and
peasants, intellectuals and business men., These people have
sabotaged and harassed the armics of the fascist revolution.
Brief, the anti~fascist coalition is world wide. It cuts across
nations, classes, and individuals,

Did this coalition produce a central leadership, and a
pelitical program? It certainly did not have a central leader=
ghip. At the top of it there werc the Big Threc. They did
not form an cxecutive body. They werc a conference of execu=
tivese. Stalin and Churchill cre powerful state leaders. So
was Precsident Roosevelt, who enjoyed the widest popularity and
personal prostige of thé threc. But none of them 1s or ever
was the leader of the world coalition., The coalition had a
leadcrship only when the Big Three mot and agreed. That is
why thelr mectings were truly great events.

It is very hard to detect a politieal program of a funda=-
mental sorts Of course, programs of specific actions have becen
announced at Moscow, Teheran, Yelta, Cairo, and Quebecc. It is
fascinating to senrch thesc declarations and the Atlantic
Charter for cxpressions of a basic program. But for the pur-
pose of this talk I prefer a rough and ready tecst. What have
been the gonerally accopted banner words of the coalition?

What do they say?

They do net proclaim innovation, as the "Nocw Order" Or
"Asiatic Co~Prosperity" do. Nor do they proclaim return to the
status quo ante. They do not cmphasize forms of political
organization, neither a "world safc for domocracy", nor "the
Soviets ovorywhere.' It goes without saying that all of thesc
intents and slogans are put up by some peoplc within the great
coalitions But they do not find geneoral allegiance. The true
banner words of the coalition arc liberation and freedom,

These words strike a deep response everywhere, However
differently they are applied by different people, whether they
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gtand for 1iberation from the invader, liboration from imperial
rule, freedom from want, or free entocrprise, they carry a dis-
tinct message of nistorical and present=-day significanco. His=
toriecally, they 1link the present struggle to the great Westemm
liberation movemonts of the past, the battlcs with alien oppres=
sors and parasitical ruling classeSe What do the words mean
today, Or bettor what meaning do thoey have in common when

spoken Dby the Yugoslav partisan and the American business man,
the Chinocse peasant and tho Russian worker? They oXpress
rcjoction of the fascis?t revolubtion.

The worldwide anti-fascist coalition taken uS a whole,

nos a negative prografie Lot us not belittle 1t on account of
1ts nogativity. This program forms the link between the

hoross of all 1ands, the language in which they ¢xplain to cach
other why there is scnsc in what they are doing--in spite of
everything.

But boside this 1ink, within this wniformity, there 1is
tremendous diversity. What are the forces within the world=-wide
conlition? What arc they driving at?

Within tho conlition we can disbinguish a force that denies
rovolution in our time, the fascist revolution or any other.
As soon as we look more closely at this force, wo discover two
very different cloments in 1% 59&2329& and Conservation.

Along the linc of Reaction, you find the wnreformed rulers
and tho apologists of the old regins bugy to create & super=
1920ts or 2 super-18901s. To them, frusdom 1is the frecdom of
privilcgo. 1t implics allegiance %O quthority that has ceascd
to boe authority. This forcc tries to push back the Asiantilc
indepondoncs movenents, to resume tho "white man's burden" of
governing his 1littlc brown and yellow brothcrs, those porennial
children that neveT grow up; and it applles the same recipe to
the factory workers and the Negro at home

- In practice, Reaction played with fascism as long as fas=
cism sccned bto reinforce oOr tolerate the old rule. Reaction
turned anti-fascist whon rascism attacked the industrial or
imperial powor of thc old sete 1 'don't know whether you noticed
that small 1ltem in the Hew York Times of 12 years ago about
Alfred Hugenberg, the German reoctionary lendcr who had geized
power together with Hitler, in January 1933, The marriage had
not lastcd longer than 75 days, and Hugenberg was already pleade-
ing that the rovolution be stopped, that it was going too far.
He was sadly disappointed, as you know, and soO was Primc Mini-
ster Fosesd chamberlain in o similar situation, six years labers.

e din

Reaction deniles rovolution in the senseé that it demands &
countecr~revolutione In spite of all his omphasis on realism
and practicality, the man of Reaction ig as utoplan &8 the
most fervent Trotskyite,
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Then therc is Conservation. Conservation is concerned
with the safeguarding of human life and cultural substance that
arc incvitably and tragically endangered by any revolution.

It is not focused on the perfection or restitution of empty pri-
vilege, but on the avoidance of a general state of lawlessncss,
frcedom from terror. This force denies revolution in the sense
that it domands gradual change, continuity., Where it meeots
revolution it trics to slow down and to compromise. Somctimes
it has the virtue of moderation, sometimes it stifles cnter-
prise and renewal,

Thorce is another force in the great coslition that does
not deny rcvolution. It rcjects the fascist revolution because
of 1ts substance; but it drives at a fundamental transformation
of society. Herc freedom is the banner word of an zlternative
revolution.

This alternative rcvolution I will call socialist, al-
though I have misgivings about the namec. Anywhere outside the
United States I would think that the connotations of the word
fit fairly well the thing I am talking about. Ip the United
States, however, soclalism means to many people a Buropscan re=-
action to a European problem; and there is a lot of truth in
this if you look 2t the history of socialist thought. American
forces that are in line with foreign socialism, today define
themsclves in terms of "liberalism", the "common man",--and
even "free enterprise", particulsrly in the sense of freedom
to choose one's job. Behind this semantic puzzle you can find
one of the momst fasclnating problems of American history, name-
1y how, during the 19th century, cxpansion snd democracy kept
the self-rogulating market system from becoming =z full reality,
postponed its socially disruptive effects, and thus wmticipated
the socislist critique.¥% That 1s not what I want to talk about.
Speaking of a world-wide phenomenon, I think that it is less
confusing to call modsrn American liberzlism socialism, than
it would be to call foreign socialism liberalism,

What is this alternative revolution? Like fascism it was
born during the great depression. That is to say, it appcared
then as o powerful asnd «ffective social drive. Beforc that
time, 1t was forcshadowed by socialist theories, Marxian,
Fabian, Honry Georgien and others; but even when these theories
were cndorsed by broad popular movements, trade unions and
parties, thuy did not provoke deep changes in the ways of
soeicty., The socialist movements fitted thomselves into the
cconortic and parliamentary system, as in England, or recenacted
the familiar Jacobin revolution of 1792 with some new actors,
s In Russin, 1917, With the Creat Dopression, the socialist

i
¥ Sée Karl Polanyl, The Great Transformation, New York, 1944,
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drive became an effective force, whether it was symbolized by
old-time socialists like Stalin, or by people of entirely
different outlook like Lord Keynes or Franklin D. Roosevelt,

The economic manifestations of the socialist revolution ap-
peared in Russia's turn to Five-Year Plans and collective agri-
culture, in Britain's transition toward a controlled economy, in
our llew Deal. 1In politics, it led to the appearance of stable
governments, the undisputed rule of Stalin, the indefatigable
National Government in England, the precedent shattering four
terms for Franklin D. Roosevelt, with New Dealers appearing in
both parties. An important feature of these governments is that
they foster and depend upon the collaboration and political ac-
tivization of the working class, whether that means British labor
ministers, the growth of the CIO into a social and political
institution, or the staffing of Russia's hierarchy with workers
and peasants and their sons and daughters,

It is interesting that in all these appearances, the forces
of socialist revolution have been intertwined with forces of con~
servation. The New Deal can be understood as the salvation of
man and law from the ruin that Bernard Shaw was talking about.,
Stalin's Socialism in One Country became the saviour of the
Russian nation. In order to achieve these feats of conservation,
both the Roosevelt and Stalin regimes had to set a new revolu-
tionary course. Kt the same time, it is true that in order to
create innovation, both innovators had to fight the dominant
innovation dogmas of their respective countries: reliance on
the automatism of business here, reliance on the proletarian
world revolution there--Hoover!s "American Way of Life", and
Trotsky's "Permanent Revolution."

Few will deny that the course of the alternative revolution
distinguished it from liberal capitalism. Does the stock market
under the thumb of the SEC resemble its namesake of 1929 any more
than a Russian collective farm resembles a prerevolutionary
estate? The Russians have been more conscious of the great change
than we; and that has made a difference in matters of speed and
even direction. But in both nations, the change has been funda-
mental, quick, and I believe irreversible., There can be no doubt,
we have a revolution with respect to liberal capitalism.

But if that is so, what makes this revolution differ from
the faseist revolution? This is a vital question, and not an 6asy
one to answer. You dontt find the answer in the dictionary,
Just think of it! The German Nazis never accepted the name fage-
cists for themselves, They call themselves socialists, today
more loudly than ever. A few days ago, they baptized thelr new
underground and terror cadres the "froedom movenment." On the
other hand, various socialist planners, technocrats and Communist
politicians have turned fascist, Here 1is enough to confuse the
most sophisticated socisl scientist, TIf you have looked at the



-.9-

2=page cartoon story of Look Magazine,® Yyou heves &esen how in-
evitably you get from the WPB to the concentration camp, It is
all one night and all the cats look grey. Surs enough, the
fascist and socialist revolutions have something in common. They
both are responses to the brecakdown of liberal capitalism. Both
wrestle with the problem of reintegrating society, of developing
a new family, a new local community, a new nation, region, world.
As revolutionary moves, both are frankly concerned with power,
very government-conscious. Since they are alike on all these
counts, you can give them one name: totalitarianism. Having
given them one name, you can commit the ehoice fallacy of identi-
fying them altogether., You can do that naively, or with all the
sophistication of 2 Friedrich Hagek. In elther case, you lock
the deor to an understanding of our time.

Both revolutionary moves are out to find a new relation be-
twoeen individual man and complex society, a relation that is com-
patible with the ambivalent powers of our modemn technology; but
in thelr philosophical core as well as in the full picture of
their achievements they differ as much as life and death, The
Tascist recipe for the new rclation begins with technology, and
cnds with individual man; the socialist alternative beging with
individual man and ends with technology. The synthesis of fas-
cism shapes soclety in the image of the machine, and man in the
image of machine society. This synthesis is degenerative because
in achieving it, fascism destroys first the individual, then
socicty, and 1ts technology is blown to bits in the process.

The synthesis of soclalism shapes society in the image of indivi-
dual men, moral but fallible, given to the collectivity but also
very much concerned about his own welfare--and it makes technology
subservient to human society. I call this the viable synthesis,
the drive that permits survival.

Now, all this sounds too casy=--however strongly you may
beclieve In it. Let's try to get at the distinction cmpirically.
The destructive and self-dsstructive nature of Fascism beeomes
clear when we look at Germany, the debasement of the individual,
the transformation of society into a hollow shell, braced by
scilentific terror and confusion, the perdition of the stricken
people in the flames of war. It is equally clear in the Nazits
glorification of death and their low regard for life and human
labor,

1 found a strange oxpression of this in a book by a man of
the Polish underground, Story of a Sceret State by Jan Karski .
Ho wntches o gruesome scene in one of tho Nazl death camps for

¥ WA Pictorinl Roview of the Provocative Book by F. A. Hayek." =
Pebruary 6, 1945, page 28.

** Boston, 1944,
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Jews. The quick-lime train has pulled up beside the campe Before
being driven into it by the gunfire of the S8 guards, the Jews
hear an SS man shout: MAll the Joews will board the train to be
taken to a place where work eweits them."

Why did the henclman speak of work instead of death? I be=--
licve he wanted to express his contempt for this mob of naked,
crazed animals facing him. So before drawing his gun =nd firing
it into the first mant's face, he shouted the more contemptible
word: WIt's work that awaits you"

It is casior to definc death than to define life. The great
personal freedom end productivity in our changing society; the
peaccful prosperity of New Zealand and Sweden; the industrializa-
tion znd militury provess of Soviot Russila; the de-Balkanizotion
of the Balkans by the partisans; the formation of a new soclety
in orthwestern China; they all mecn to me great proofs of life.
I'o doubt, thelr survival is not gusranteed by thelr past perfor-
mancce. Bubt it is made possible. It now depcnds on our honcs and
our efforts,

Here o word about Dr. Hayek may be in order. Ho saya he was
twice witness of a nation uarching off toward serfdom, first in
Austria then in England. I wish he had paid more attention to
the difference in the two countrius! development. The Austrian
liberalists, of whom hs was o« promirént member~-and his teacher,
Ludomﬁé von liiscs, the splritual guide--were so deocply absorbed
in blocking social-domocratic reform legislation and in denouncing
tho trade unions that they did not resist the advent of Austrian
fascism, They did supply the Austro-fascist government of Dollfus
with a liberal minlster of economies. They did their full share
in blocking Austriat's road to sociazlism so thet in the crisis only
fascism could win, Fuascism won and blasted refornm legislation,
trade unions, the workers, and then the liborals. Then Hitler
took over,

In England, during the 1930's and 1940's, economic liboralism
woent out, with meny of the old liberalists repenting and reform-
ing. Keynesian heresy, Beveridge's soecizl seccurity triumphed,
and the trade unions =nd labor party become o permanent vnart of
govermment. To Hayek this may be 2ll the samej but I don't think
that eilther the people of Britain, or of Austria, or we for that
matter have any reason to fall for his colorblindncss,

We must roturn now to the great anti-faseist conlition. How
could so divergent forces cver combine and pull together? The
answer is simple. The faseist revolution was a deadly threat
to the status quo ante - or the mirage of it - and to the sociss
list revolution. Theo threat of fasc%sm cemented the allianco
and sct 1its course,

The great cdvantoge of our battle apgoinst faseism has been
that 1t gove us a. chauce to pursue the better integration of our
soclety without terror and death philosophy. Fascism became the
outlaw. By presenting itself as = foreign enemy, it pushed our
revolution in the altermative, socialist direction. That cnabled
us to procced without o violent rejection of our traditions. It
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encouragod us to sce in our modern transformation & new combina-
tion of traditional elements, Jacksonian and Hamiltonian, popu-
list and industrialist elements. As a result, many of the cone-
trol features of our economy grew out of traditional moves to
"regulate commerce" and shape our economic 1ife according to the
ambitions of the Amcrican pcople, Similarly we were induced to
develop strong administrative agencies without destroying popular
control of the administrators. Beside the old channcls of con-
trol, such as the vote, the press and voluntary c«ssociation, new ‘
channels came into existence. I am thinking of the decentraliza-
tion of administration, cxemplified by the draft boards, the
rationing boards, and thc many panels of fermors, busincss men,
consumers, citizens. Thus the transition toward 2 controlled
cconomy did not entail autoeracy, and the . identification of the
two was left to the imagination of people who oppose all control
exXcept that which is exereiscd through the dollar bill,

Sirilarly, the political behavior and philosophy of our
opronent provided the common target for us and for those forcign
nations that were able or compelled to scek frecdom and o new
mlty in the socialist direction. It furthered the growth of g
great-power combination, able to organize o peace of painstaking,
step for step negotiations, able to organize economic intercourse
botween sclf-dependent nations, unobstructed by the obsegsion of
total freoe-trade and the erratic world market; a power combination
that showed signs of turning imperialism into rogionalism. Apd
for the smill countrics, this outlook contained - measure of frec-
dom, frecdom from the grent danger of being torn to pieces in a
wer betweocn the glants, frocdom to develop democratic govermments,
agrorian roforms, and controllcd cconomies.,

Thosc are the temdwmelos that make us look back on our re-
cord of change in the 1830's and 40's with theo foeling that we
‘made headways Thoy make us fecl that we ean now turn to the con~
tinuation of the grest change with fuller awsreness of our coursecs
The prophets of doom mistook the ficrece struggle toward a new
state of health fov the convulsions of desth., May we nover get
closer to the road to scrfdom than we did during the last 12 years!

But the matter cannot rost here., Our hopes of yesterday,
and their partial fulfillment do not guarantee the futurc. 8inceo
vesterday, now conditions hove begun to take shape. When I say
sesterday, I speak of two different points of time. One is the
battlce of Stalingrad in the winter of 1942-43 that stopped the
Germons. The other is the death of Preosident Roosevelt last
Thursday.

ST

Since the battle of Stalingrad, tho military defeat of the
fiscist onemy has turned from probability into certainty. Today,
the threot of the common enomy 1s gonc. That means that the old
cozlition hus lost its reason for existence,

You romember that cven when the enemy armies were still quite
2 strong, the conlition showed seovere strains, a2t home and abroad,
R Again‘andvaga§n there was an outburst of talk cbout the future
= wWar with Russiae Here at home, when peace and reconversion were
talked cbout in Weshington, the fuctions began to fight violently,
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small business against big business, old business against new
business, the companics against the unions, the unions against
each other. Only last week the National Association of Manuface
turcrs accused Eric Johnston's Chamber of Commercc of getting too
close to labor,

Bofore last Thursday, the approaching end of the official war
in Burope found the Allics in = state of tonuous agreemont. The
shaping of the political face of Europe, of Poland, Czechoslovakia,
Austria, aend Germany, the economic arrangements between the Allies
were dlfficult and largely unsettled issues. The outlook on the
Socn Francisco Conference was sobering. In Asia, the winding up
of the Japanese war did not promisc great military surprises; but
1t offored very complex problems for the great powcrs and powers-
to-be, the place of England in India and China, the outcome of the
civil war in China, Russia's interost in Manchuria and Kores. At
home, major political battles were shaping up about full employment
policies and the fote of the veterans. The virtual destruction
of the encmy had brought the coalition to the brink of dissolution.

I do not think that the death of President Roosevelt weakeoned
the old coalition. On the contrary, the immediate effect was a
strengthening of that coalition under the impact of the worldwide
mourning. But this will not create a new lasting bond. We lost
the man whom we had trusted in the task of creating & new combinoe
tion of domestic and worldwide forces. We trusted his &bility to
give a now political mecaring to the great eoalition, once it was
not held together sny longer by the Germon-Japanese threat. His
power end popularity, his ability to achieve conservation through
innovotlion were so well suited to perform this supreme task of
statcsmanship., Now the tosk of finding the new objeetives, sym-
bols, and Institutions of pencetime co-oporation comcs to rest on
new men. They deserve our good will and the best of our cfforts.

It would be futile to try und solve in words the staggering
problem that is opening up before our eyes. The bost onc can do
today 1s to sce the world political fercss in their new saetting.

In the ncw sctting, reaction and conservation will be hard to
roconcilo., They will become irrecconcilable in Hong Kong, as well
as in Atlanta, Detrolt ond Washington. The political emancipation
of the Asiatic peoples will demand a now alignment of internation-
al forces, and that of the Negro, a ncw blending of domestic forces,
under the threat of foreign and racial war. To preserve peace,
to conserve man and law, will require a redistribution of power
and responsibility.

Roaction will oppose this. Reaction will t¢ll us that for
the sake of ncotional unity we must stop reform, obliterate reform,
that we must freozo labor cnd managoment=sand the racese=in o
functional sct-upe. It will demand = clagiifioation of responsi-
bilitics and culoglze the neat "organiz:ition chart", only to
croate do fueto irrcsponsibility and disorgenization. Reaction
will c¢mphasize the form of peacc and thus create the substance of
wore Such moves would doprive us of the frecdom of improvization
that hes been cssentlal in muking our transition to & new society
grodual ond smooth. One of the grout tasks of the conservative
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will be to rejecect the notion of returning to a nomaley that is
out of linc with the norm of the last 12 ycars,

In the international field we will sce attempts to create .
unity through the lmposition of rigid norms of good bohavior. Ine
tcrnational norms are worth a great deel of thought and cffort;
but should we¢ over becomo nore concorncd cbout them than about
the daysto-day collaboration of the chicf cxcecutives of the great
powers, the pcace would be lost. The rigld code of world law would
furmish the protexts for cetunl non-co-operations The British
or the Russians will rcjcet or break somc rulcs, Therefore, it
will bc sald, we cannot work with them. Out of the scheming for
n wcll=bchaved and unificd world would grow the ncow isolationism,
the now impcriclisme :

In the now setting, the foreces of conscrvation and socinlist
rovolution nced fregh conceptlons of their purposcs The soclallsts
show signs of overcoming tholr propoerty phobla, the conscrvatlves
show signs of getting over tholr phobia of the masscs. The
socinlists arc lcarning that in the wostern world we are beyond the
point where soclal control of industry prcesuppeses the expropria=-
tion of proporty cortificatess. The conservatives dlscover that
when o people turns into a shapeless multitude, tho masses, the
thing to do is to turn the masses back into o people--by glving
thom not only status but power. Along both of these rowsds, more
ruapid progress 1s nceded, unloss we let the art of finding solutions
to those problems beeomo ¢ Russicn monopolys If thet should hoap-
pen, most of Eurcpe and Asia would foll into the Russiun crbit,.

The other dny, peuplo were dancing in the strects of Vienna,
“They were daneing Vicnnosc waltzcs, The nmusie came from Red Army
gound trucks. Roed Arny fiecld kiltehens wepre dlstributing food in
the strocts. Thils 1s good ncws; but it also is « warning, The
Russians seonm Hc have a pesitive poliey for o now Austria, a
"slovie oricntotion® and industrinl co-cperntion with the Balkans,
Will we como %0 neecopt 2 scelaledomoeratle Gormony before the
Rugsloneg prescent us with ¢ compmunist Germany? And on the other
gidc of the glcbe, will we ally oursclves with tho Chincsc cone
runists before the Russiuns got busy there, or will we get stuck
with Chiang Kuil Chek?

Here at home, Anerican llberalisn is in seareh of @ ncw sube
atonee and a new leadership, In the labor moverient, therc is o
tundoney to cxehange the cmphasls on pressurc group competition
agoingt on emphasis on imdustrizcl and netional poliey makinge Cone
sorvatives will do well to accopt this tendencye. Walther Reutherts
linc 18 bettor than that of John L. Lewls, and less eonduelve to
clugs ware.

This brings mo to the conclusion. The threct of foselsn nay
arise once morce It will, i1f we foil in taming the powsr of the
nachine over cur lives, if soelal innovation is blocked, and if the
curion pecple are divorced from power., But fascism can threaten
us only 1f we nisrcead our recont history and destroy the progress
that we have nadee Thils progress has led us from the desgpalr of
depression te the achicvonent of vietorye The words with which
Prcsident Roosevelt opencd this recad of progress, cn March 4, 1933,
have o now nmooning todaye He saild: ™We ncoed not shrink fron
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henestly faeing eonditions in cur country today. This great
naotion will endurc as it has ondured, will revive and will pros-
PCrees Lot ne assertd mg firm bellef that the only thing we have
to fear 18 fear Ltaclf,




