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I am very happy to be at Grinnell College today as a 

member of your symposium on "Row to Prevent \'forld i'lar I II" , 

particularly happy, because here in the great Midwest in that 

area which has been traditionally called a center of isolation-

ism, you are calling together a nationwide conference to con-

sider the great and awful problems of foreign policy and inter-

national politics that confront ~s today. You give the lie to 

that stale, flat untruth that the Midwest still possesses an 

isolationist mentality. Although we are gathered here to~ay in 

solemn conference to ask how the world ,. civilization can live , 
Vt\tl•~4 

we are at least celebrating th~urial 
• I 

of isolationism. And So 

it is particularly ~ TfV that thinkers from all over our 

nation should be called here today .. , 
U!."tl~J!. f.l t11} b Af,q-W I 11 

lams of~~ 
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h-~·~wua to discuss the prob-

The question to which I am to speak is : What kind of a 

future do we want? I realize that the whole conference will be 

discussing the question of whether we are going to have a future , 
-- . 4&1fS/114fi Tit 

and that I am given.a more optimistic subject which afHims 1Jha ' 

there will b e .. ~~. Nevertheless our themes are connected 

~"""'- _ .. ~ . .. . ~ Vfl.tu . . 
and related~ u.e~~ou answer the question 11 \'l'hat Kind 

HELP 
of a Future · J) o We ''~'ant? n, you will i~ determine whether you 

will have a future . This I can say: That those who cling sel-

fishly and stubbornly to the past will have no future . If we 

want a future, we must be prepared to give up some of the past. 

When I speak of the future, I am not speaking of the long-

run future . I am not speaking of that glorious day when we all 

own helicopters , live in glass houses, and do our work by push 

buttons ; partly because I . would ,find that kind of future uninteresting 
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and partly because I am no Utopian. I am not going to sketch 

that bluepri~ of that happy world without conflict or problems . 

I wish rather to speak of certain short-term goals. John 

Maynard Keynes once said that in the long run we'll all be dead. 

He was saying this in answer to the classical economists who 

assured hungry people the economic system 

would right itself. obsession with far 

distant and impractical goals usually keeps us from doing any-
~6W A-

thing at all.~f~ Chinese proverb says that a journey of a 

thousand miles begins with one step. Those who have their .eyes 

glued to the far horizon find that their legs are paralyzed at · ~v1 IJO 1 

IJ I) It [., the prospect of the enormous distance before them. Today, with ~ 

the atom bomb, problems of an industrial civilization, the 

terrible upheaval of a post-war world, and the resultant moral 

confusion, many men and women find that they cannot take the 

first step. The goal of freedom, peace, prosperity and happiness 

seems too distant. Let us remember that the journey of a thousand 

miles begins with one step and that the proce s s of living is in 
- d . ~t '1/l/(f 6VI.. the journey and not in reaching the g oal. f~o6H~! ft,;O ''1G- (JfJAt. I. · • 

ft~lf fo/lfllJ{: 
I should like to discuss with you some of the begi~ning ff~Pf 

steps we must take. They are hard and painful, but they will 

push us on the way. 

We won the war; we are not winning the peace. This is 

the simple proposition which confounds and bewilders every one 

~of us. What we mean is the thing we fought and were killed for 

is now being lost. Why war--if not for peace? lid' if peace. does 

not follow the war, then why war? Why the terrible destruction, 

killing and misery, poverty and disease and infinite human suf-
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fering? This is the simple and terrible riddle that mystifies 

us. 

· Th~ mystery becomes even greater when we realize that our 
1sw'r 

will to win the peace ~as strong as vas our will to win the war. 

We lack the energy, the drive, the imagination, and capacity for 

sacrifice that characterized our successful campaigns in the second 

World War. We do not wage peace with the same passionate intensity 

with which we wage war. We have lost our uni\Y of purpose--the sense 

of belonging to the same community with the same goal. Let us face 
w~ • "',..';, . 
~~t\~~~~ the facts frankly. The end of the war found us · living in a moral 
ttf?"'\. 

0 ~tl'- or :v vac\lwn. The peace which should have been a climax to the war e; ~ 
f;.' • :A ~ was really an anti-c~imax, and when peace came we did not know ";tJ 0 '\~"..fi:i& 

112 "\ what to do with it because we did not know what we wanted to do ot) ~ o 
tv~"' " ~. ~0~ rith it. Many of the men and women who risked their lives for " flO' ') 
·~f~e~ . ~ the community would no~ c even take time out to vote for the com-

munity. Men--yellow, black and white--~ equally risked their 

lives on the battlefield now became me mbers of minority groups 

with second class privileges. The citizens who worked pvertime 

and double time to feed the arsenals of warfare now took vaca-

tions. To the war we gave our all; to peace we give considerably 

le ss. 

Now I know that we can explain this in terms of fatigue. 

I know that we can say we wanted to resume our interrupted lives. 

In fac~ the slogan was "back to normalcy"• But that is exactly 

~he point. A movement going back to normal will only find the 
:.._ 
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Today the airplane, the telephone , telegrap~ and radio 

have brought all the inhabitants so close to each other that the 
I 

' :Biblical question "''iho is my neighbor?" can be rephrased to ask, 

"Who is not my neighbor?" And in this small world we are being 

cro'\'tded and pushed by hostile philos.ophy--the philosophy of Com-

munism. One of the most grievous errors of our time has been to 

regard Communism as an economic doctrine . It is not. It is an 

economic , social and political doctrine. As such it offers a 

moral, no~ merely an econo~ic, challenge to the Vest . It is easy 

to say that there is little morality in Communism. That is true . 

Lenin himself argued that the end justifies the means, and that 

fraud, deceit, and cruelty are legitimate weapons in the revolu-

tionary struggle . The Communist movement tod~y is a movement ut-

terly lacking in principle . In the name of social justice it 

has terrorized and brutalized its own people and those of other 

nations . It has deleuched. its ar-t and literature . It has produced 

· greater inequalities than the capitalistic system. It has revived 

pagan worship of its temporal ruler~ and finally given to the 

world the definitive example of what we today call the police 

state. 

:But even though all these things are true about Com-

munism, it still presents a moral challenge . For it is a faith--

a religious faith--a dogmatic faith--and it is always on the move. 

I~ cannot b~ met , it cannot be stopped by simple conservatism. 

A conservative is right when he says our society and all its faults 

is better than any Communist society. :But he is wrong if he thinks 

just saying that is sufficient to defeat the spiritual challenge of 
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Communism. In sports we say the best· defense is a good offense. 

And this is also true for politics. Wherever there is injustice--

social , economic or political--there is a political vacuum into 

which the organized resources of the Communist group go. Wherever· 

there is injustice, there are potential Communists waiting to be 

converted to the "faith"• Because the Communist answer to injustice 

is a ~ood answer? No, but because it is an answer. And if 

there is no other answer, then the Communist answer will win. If 

all other claimants to the position of moral leadership default, 

then Communism will take undisputed possession of the field. 

The only way Communism can win is by democratic d~fault. That 

,__ 
is just the way in which . it can win. 

If later history records the victory of Communism, it 

will not say tha( Communism won. You cannot win if there is no 

opposition • 
• 

It will say that democracy defaulted. Let me give 

you an example. 

The inability of western civilization 'to meet a. moral" 

challenge was demonstrated by the Maginot Line philos'ophy. This 

philosophy said: The best defense :i.s simply to maintain what we 

have. It was a philosophy which permeated all of Europe. Its 

slogan was "do nothing." It glorified inaction, and it maintained 

the only good change was to go back farther into the past. History 

tells us only too clearly that the Maginot Line philosophy was no 

match for the dynamics of German warfare. German fascism was 

barbaric and evil, but it was inventive and imaginative. It 

created so many new techniques of w~ rfare that the French never 

knew what hit them. In the competition of mili~ry warfare Germany 
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I am very happ y to be at Grinnell col l ege today to seriously 

seek wit h y ou the "ho'" of preventing lorld War three . I am especially 

happy, in fact , that this particulr stmposium is being held in Grinnell , 

Iowa . Iowa, as part of the great Midwest , has been traditionally 

termed the center of American isolationism. ~ur invitation here is 

further proof that Iowa's mental iron curtain is a tradition long dead. 

Here today in Iowa, we gather from all over the nation to discuss the 

porblems of internationalism. Hhat used to be the stamping grcrounds 

of isolationists is now the meeting place for int e rnationalists . 

And as •-Je meet , .. ri h each other in this crnference to discuss the 

great and t errifying problems that beset us, we can at least start 

with confidence that America is moving forward : we have le f t behind 

the horse-and-buggy age of isolationism. 

--dU-1 I am starting more adva)ltaKeously jhn.n most of t _.p_ pro~ram ppeakers . 
,.-a~ ~~I(~~,~-,-" r~~"6~1(.+-f~~~ ~~ 
~ ~he question to which I have been asked to form some answ~~~ ::~~ 
presupposes optimism. It asks: "What kind of future do we want 1 "~' 

that we are really going t o have a future 
-----. 

after all . of future we want .. not only necessitates 

our having a future. 

1ay around. Knowing the kind of future we want is also necessary if 

we are to have that future at all . For this should be clear to 

ev e rybody--that if we try to make our tomorrows look like some vag ue 

and nostalgic remembrance of our yesterdays, we shall make nothing 

at all . If we want a future , we must be prepared to give up s omething 

of the past . 

I 

ic 

ru1l7. ~}J 
'djrl1// 
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But we, toda t , have no goal and w-at is mor generally in 

a moral stalremte that keeps us from even moving the small steps 

ahead that lead upon the long journey toward world peace. )J 
\ 

Yet we.are the same people who stepped out boldmy, with assurahce , 
I 

energy and with imagination to wi:h the greatest war in world history. 

The moral conviction behind that energy, that assu~ance, that courage 
l 

great effort must ~urel v have carried over to the peac~, must 

be with us now in pur great task to painfully build a new, €?00d 

world. But it is not. Our moral conv~ction that ~rove us to uictory 
..i \ Wf 4(1 ,. AliT /)IJ I J) It 441f1'11AI~ -- tl/1 • IJ fl. ).I r"' ~~ is no longer with us , (and we are not buildinr a g:m:m .new world.c nd 

~ what's more if our wartime morality was with us, we would nevertheless 

fail. lt would not ~e enough.l . 

JA' • 6 :_:j \t[Jll1 g""~ For look bauk andfnal yz eJyour wartime S.!_lf.. Examine and 

if~::: ( disseQt)attitudes and remember what you fel1 L rfhat you will find, 

~~ I'm sure, is a simple morality of compariso~ youx will find a "l' decision based simply on necessity. ~ou will find a forcred decision, 

one that was born of a sneak attack against us, one that put the 

issue to us point blank: do you let our civilization go under or 
' alternative to action 

do you move dynami6ally to protect it. ~nd the e/tjexzx EN EEB x~de 

was concentration camps, and murder of minorities, and dictatorship 

supremacy of a few nations over the world. And the evidence on the 
by defendinP' it 

other side--for maintaining our civilization ~hx0:mgkzxtx military , 

~BfEEXB~~ was a high standard of living, a hi~h degree of perianal 

liberty and a reasonably high degree of governmental responsibility 

to the people. To most Americans , the decision was not diffic ult. 

laced with a "conquer or be conquered" choice, Americans conciously 

and uncounscio sly weighed the values of the two civilizbti n * ~~~~~=;}.!:~~ and Americans consciously or unconsciously decide hat our 

living was worth a de v astating war to protect. 
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Given the nature of that decision--its simple negativeness--that 

forced to choose between a· fascist civilization and our own , we chose 
the 

our own--also forced ~ whome attitude ~0waraxtkexwax which we held 

toward the war. That at~itude can be pictured in the xim often-

repeated sloga n or battle cry that we held on to, the battle cry 

of "unconditional surrender". E~zks~i»gxm~ax ~or we made the 

decision,0~z~ax the choice of civilizations;~--the choice of the 

1 sser of two evils, if you will----not when we were prepared to 

make a decision, and not when we c u ld say, "Our way of life is 

-=----prepared to stand judgement 'Ill.. ~ and we are proud to stand for 

its code of ethics and its standard of values." No; we ·made t h e 

choice betJWe en Americanism a ,nd Germanism or J a panes ei sm when they 

forced us to make it. And our choice was a siwple weighing in of 

evidence. And , having decided that the cdmparison favored what we 
a dyna ic civilization of evil having forced us to s t and judegement , 

had,/it was natural for us to feel that the only evil im we had to 

face, the only threat to pe-ace and to the good life was. German, 

Italian and Japa n iese fascism . And so the cry for "unconditional 

rurrender"--if that was all we had to fear, we better tear it out 

by the roots and tra~ple down every possible vestige of its being . 

And so we did' . They forced us to make a chomme between ruthless 

fascism and our own kind of be±ing , we made tha t ~hoice and wiped 
. I 

out the particular ruthlesi fascism that forced our decision . And 

we wi~eazmxx find now that we are impelled beyond our power to resist 

~pparently , toward the same kind of decision ~x we were forced to make 

-tin 1941. 

. ~ 

~p;At~tJ!' 
-:- 0rtf 

We ar.e doing little or nothing to build a civilization right 

~,;o~ ~/ r ere that we can at any time put to a decision--that we can at any 
l'=.l~ 

OJilfLE:l time say to the world : the values our world lives by are• ~he gre a t 
(. / '(ll -
e~cK~~.tJ and true values of mankind . 

"
t.~A~ 

the years of our nationhood , 

ff'" 

Instead, we wait as we have waited all 

We wait for a dynamb c, constantly moving , 

constant l y challenging civilization to say to us: Make a decision , my 
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