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STA~2t.mN'r OF CARL OGLESBY, PRESID~~·!~ OF STGDE~!TS FOR !-.. D~: :c~::~'.::,:; 
SOCIETY 
Harch on VJashington, November 27, 19G5 

Seven months ago a t the April March~on i. fashinct,on, PauJ 
Potter, then President of Students for a Uemocratic Society, 
stood in approximately this spot and said that we must name the 
system that·creates and·sustains the uar in Vie tno~--name it, 
describe it, analyze it, understand it, and change it. 

Today I nill· try to name it --to sugeest an analysis wh;L c~•, 
to ":Je quite frank, may disturb some of you--and to sugges t 
what changing it may require of us. 

tfe are here again to protest acain a groning war. Since 
it is a very bad war, we acquire the habit of thinking that 
it must ' be caused by very bad men. But YJe only conceal reality, 
I think, to denounce on such grounds the men a cing coalition of 
indus tria 1 ond military por1er, or the brutality of the blitz­
krieg ~e are uaging against Vietnam, or the ominous signs around 
us that'heresy may soon no longer be permitted. ;Je·must simply 
observe, end quite plainly say, that this coalition, this blitz­
krieg, oncl thts demand for acquiescence are cre atures, all of 
them, of a government that s:Lnce 1932 hss con~id erecl itself to 
be fundamentally liberal. 

The ori6inal con~itment in Vietnam ~as made by President 
Tru.."tllan, a ·mainstream liberal. It YJas seconded by President 
Eisenhoner, a moderate liberal. It Das intens i f i ed by t he late 
President Kennedy, a flaming liberal. Think of t he men uho now 
eng ineer that vJar--those who study the maps; g ive t he · conu:1ands, 
pus h the but tons, and tally the dead: Bundy, ticNamar a , Rusk, 
Lodge, Goldb erg, the President himself. 

They are not moral monsters. 
They are all honorable menD 
They are all liberals. 
Not so, It m sure, are many of us V!ho are~'many of us Ylho are 

here today in protest. To understand the ~ar, then , it seems 
necessary to take c. closer look at this ~\.merico :~. :i:.;eral:l.sm. 
Haybe v1e are in for some surprises. !:~aybe r'e 1:ave here tv1o 
~'..'ite different liberalisms: one authent:Lcally humanist; the 
other not so human at all. 

Not lons ago, I considered myself a liberal. And if someone 
had a sked me v1hat I meant· by that, I'd perhs.ps hove quot ed Thomas 
Jefferson or Thomas Paine, who first made plain our nation's un­
provisi onal corr!mitment to human rights. But Y!hat do you think 
uould happen if these two heroes could sit down now for a chat 
uith President Jo~nson and i':icGeorge Bunc.1y? 

They v1ou1c1 surely talk of the V:Letnem Y:ar o Our dead revol­
utionaries v1ould soon VJonder '.':hy their country Vias fir;httn13 
against uhat appeared to be a revolution. The living l iberals 
would hotly deny that it is one: there ere troops· comin8 in from 
outside, the r'ebels get arms· from other cou~1tr:i.es, r.:ost of the 
people are not on their side, and they practice terror against 
their oTin. Therefore, not a revolution~ 



Vhat would ou~ dead revolutionnries cnsner? They mir~t s ay: 
t1·7hat fool s Bnd bandits, sir, you -:-nal:.e t~1e1. o"L 1:.s . Cut s :!.dc ·_-:e::..p ? 
Do 70u renember Lafayette? Or the 2,000 Driti::: h freighters the 
v~~e:.!ch nr:vy s~mk for o-ur side? Or the arms and r.1en YJe got from 
France and Spain? And ~hat's this about terror? Did you never 
l:.ear what v1e ::lid to our ann loyal:ists? Or about the- thous~mds of 
rich Amel~:tcan Tories v:ho fled for their live s t o Can ada? And as 
for popular support, do you not know t ha t ~e had less than one­
third of our !)Caple Yli th us? That, in fact, the colony of N e1-;• 
Yo::.'k rec!:'uited mor e troops for• the British th3n fo r the revclu­
tio:l'? Should we: g:L ve it- [',ll back? 11 

Rovolutions . do no~ taku ~lace in .velvet boxes • . They n c7er 
:_.-1a ve. It is only the poGt s who make them lo·vely. '.":h8t the ::a1·­
ional Liberation F'ront is fighting in Vietnam is a co1::plex ~-r:cl 
VlCJ.OUS! \'Jar , Tbis naris also a revolutior;, 3S h0'1 ef:!t ~ r e '.~OJ.­
ut ion as you ce~ find any~here in hist ory. Lnd this is a fnct 
~hich all our intricate deniala will never change . 

But it doesn ' t make a ny differenc e tG our l e aders any~ay , 
T·heir aim in Vietna~n i s real ly 1nuch sim:Jler than tihis implies . 
It is to s:af.eGuard r;ha t they take to b e Arnerica~; i-::1t e!:'ests around 
the r;orld BBainst revolution or revolutionary cl:ange, r:::!ich tr.ey 
~l1"J i!Y~ c all colm;mnisr::--as if i t •:;ere that . I11 t he c3se of Vietna: 
this interest is , first, the principle that revolut ion s~all not 
be tolerated any~here, and second , thst South Vietnam shall never 
sell its rice t o Ch~na--or even to North Vietn am . 

- ... • .._. ,,., . . J.:.J- """ ~ \.) ., .. 0 , I 1 ..... \.- ~ ' Gi .._. 4,. V . •._ \.t ... Y ~ The-r.e ·t., q·lll.l"',Y no Qucl"' ~-liJ"nrr- no'" 1"or 'l 'l ..,., ,, J·,.,+- l"'e"ro,-
ution--n ev er mind thot for t~o-thi~d s of t~e ~o~ ld 1 s neonle the 
20th centur y 1;1:l.gl,t r·ls weJ.:.. be the Stone A[ ej neve:t' m:i.ncl the mel­
ti~g poverty and hopelessness that are the bas i c facts of life 
fo-:- :·:os i: u od err1 n:en; end never r.:incl that for t :'..es e ~ i1:t l l:i_ on~ t h ere 
is n o'.'' S!:) t n cr eas :!.ngly pe)' cept:i. ble relat ior:s h i p · ·:: ···-: cc l~ t~:eir !':or-
ro1:1 ar:d our conten~:ment. · 

Can v·e und err t:: nd r1hy the F egroe s of 1."~a tt s re:)e lled? Then 
v(. ~.,. do ~:Je need a devil t~1.eory to explain the 1?cbe llion o~ the Sout 
Vietrame s c? Con ·:•e understand the opnres 2iOY"J i n I.: iss iss :i.rYr.)i, or 
the angui s h tho. t ou::: 1~orthcrn ghettoes ·::1al:c~ ep :Lderilic? Then why 
can't we see t ha t our proper htumm ~tru;;gle i!? not \'lith Communism 
or l'evolutionaPies, but v<th the socie:l clesye ::.::.Yl:j_on that drives 
good men to violence, bot t here and abroad? 

To be sure, -r!e have been most generou~ '::i th our aid , c:nd 
i n Dest er n Europe , a mature i~dustrial society, that aid norked~ 
aut there are al~ays noliti cal and financial s trin~s . And we 
have never sho~n ours~lvea capable of allo~inJ ot~;~s ~ o uake 
tho~e traumatic institut:i.onal change a that ar e often the pre-
requisi te& of !)rogress in colonial societtes. For ~ lJ. our offic - i 
ial feeliq~ f or the Conmnniet tyranny, r:e 1;lake no I'eal effort 
at all to crack through the much more vicious right -Tiin~ tyrannie~ 
that our businessmen traffic nith and our ~ation profits from 
everyday. And. for all our cries al.)out t h e in~uernat:l.onnl Hed con­
spir-acy t o t alee over the rJorld, v1e tal{e only pride ~-11 the fact 
our 6,000 milit ary bases on foreign !:Oil. 

We gave Rhodesia a grave look just nor--but Tie kee p on buy­
ing her chroi.ni um , ~·1b:i. ch is cheap because black s lave labor mines 
i t . 

n e deplo: •e t }:e racisr.: of Ver~:Joert' s fasc ist Soutl-: Africa-­
but cur banks r.!a l·:e big loans t o tha t country ar..d oul~ pri 'rate tech­
noloe;y ::naJ.:es i t a nuclea r poYJer. , .. 
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revolt i n thi s or tha t La tin American stat e --but· a i e convin ced by 
a feTI prett y photos . ln the 3unda y supn lement that thin~s are 
g ettinG bett er, tha t t h e ~orld i s coming our ~ ay , t hat chan~c 
from disorder ~ -~on"" lie Ol' d e rly, that our ben e ,.rolence v!i l l paci fy 
t he cistl'e3sed; that our mi c;h t will intimidate the an~ry . 

Optimi s t s , may I s uggest tha t t hese are q u ite unlikely ff.m­
to&ie~. They are fant a~ies b e c ··use we have lost tha t mys t e r :1...o-:..ul 
social des ire fo r human equity that fr om t ime t o time has · r) .ven 
us .c;ent;.in e mora l drive . ~-Ie have 1J e come a n a tion of y ou n g , ·· 
~n·i_:;ht - eyed, hard-heax•ted , s l i m- '.'laist e c1, bullet -head ed make-o t.:t 
artist s . A nation--may I say i t ? --of b eardless liberals . 

You say I am· bei11g har d? Only t h ink. 
:rh is country , ':Ji t h its thi rty - some year s of l:i. l; er~:l L:: :~:, can 

s end 2 00,000 youn g men t o Vietnam to kil l an d die i n t he 7ost du­
bious o f u ars, bu t i t c annot g et 1 00 voter regis trar s t o go i n to 
i.iissis ~ ippi . 

' '!h a t d o you make o f it? 
The fin ancial burd en of the r1ar obliGe!'! us to c·ut n i1lions 

frou~ an a l ready · pathetic War on Poverty .oud[;e t. But i1'1 almos t 
t he sa~ne breath, Congress appr opriates (;140 million for t h e 
Lockhe e d ancl Boeing COl':lpanies to compet e \T:i. th e a ch other on the 
supersonic tr?nsport pro ject--that Di sneyland creat i on ~ill cost 
'J.S all about (~2billion before it t s done . 

Dha t do you make of it? 
l.iany of us h a ve b ee n earnestly r esistine fo:' some year's non 

t h e i d ea of putt:i.ng at o J.r:ic v1enpons into ;·:est Ge r man 'h.ar.6s, an 
action that would perpetuate t he division o f Eur ope and thus 
the Cold ·~·iar . No'.'l jus t this -r1 eek r1e fin d out t l:.at , \'!i th ~he 
neagerest of s e curity sys te~s, Dest Germany h oe had n uclear ~eap­
ons in her hands f or t he pe st six years ~ 

~ha t do you mak e of it ? 
Some v1ill roake of i t that I over-dr aY! t h e ma t ter. Liany \'Jill 

ask: V!hat ab out the ot her side? To be su~: e, there is t h e bitter 
ugliness of Czechoslov akia, Poland , those infa mous Russi an 
t anks in the streets of Bud apes t. ·:ut my anger only ri ::es t o 
hea r some 8 ;;1y that s orrov-1 cane e ls s orror1 , or that th:Is one 's shame 
depo s it £! i n that one 's a ccount the ri13h t t;o s ha~:1e fulness . 

And· o thers-:·!:!.11 make of i t that I sound mi ghty ant :i. - . .:;.:meries. n :.. 
To t h e s e, I say: Don't blame me f or tha.!,t Blame t hose v1 ho liiouthed 
my liberal v a lues a nd broke my. American h e a r t. 

Just uho micht they b e, by tte Qay ? Let 's t ake a brief f act ­
u a l inventory of the l atter- day Cold Bar. 

In 1953 our Cen tral Intelliaence Agency ma~ a ~od to overthrow 
i'.los saclegh in Iran , t he c o~'1p laint be i ng bis n eutral ism in t h e Cold 
Us ~ nn d h i s plans to n a tionaliz e t he country ' s oi l res ource s to 
improve hi s p eop le' s l ives. ~ost e vi l aims , mos t evil man. In 
rds pl ~ ce v1e put in Gen eral Zahedi.1 a \'.'orld ·.:a r I I Na zi collab­
or ator . 1'~ €\'! arrangement s on I r an • 8 oil 8 Dve 25 y e o.r l e as e s on 
4 0% of it t o th1•ee US firms, one of r:hich YJaf! Gulf Oj.l . The CIA' s 
l ea cl e r f or t h i s coup nas Ke rmit Roos ev e 1 t. I n 1060 Xenni t J:oos e ­
v e lt b e came a v i ce ~~eaident of Gu lf Oil. 

In 1954 1 the d e~ocra t ically ele c ted Arben~ of Guat emala ~an ­
t ed t o n a t ionalize a·portion o f United li'ruit Company's plar'lta­
tions in h is count ~oy, l an d he hadly r: eeded for a mode :: -:: iJroc ra:n 
of agrar ian r e f orm.. E:i. s g ovePnment nas · over t b r oFn :i~; a CIA- suppor1 
ed r i ght - VJing coup o 'l'he f o l l o•:.·ing year , Gen .. ' .':;lt e !" Bedell Sllli t h , 
di~ector of t he CIA ~hen t h e Gua temala ventur e ~as b ein g p lanne d , 
joined t h e boa rd o f dil~ e ct or s of the Ur~ :i. t ecl Fr uit Company. 

Comes 1960 and Castro c r:I.e s we ar e ab owt to invade C".J.b a . Th e 



;t.d::ninistration sneers, 11 pll!)py·cock, 11 an d y; e i'..:ne:-ic9n:: ~!eli e·;e :!.. t . 
Comes 1961 and the invasion. Comes ~ith i t the auful realizetion 
t hat the Ur:ited State~ Government had lied. 
. Comea 1962 and the missile crisis, and our ~dmi~istrotion 

st:::nds pre;parecl to fi~ht global atomic v1ar on ·t~1e cu:::::!.ous prin­
ciple that · :rnother stnte does not have the right to its own for­
eign poJ.:i.cy o 

Come s 1963 and British Guiana, where Cl:edd5. Jasan ·Y:ants inde­
penden ce from England and a labor law modelled on the ;·:ae;'!1er i\ct ,. 
:·-.nd .Jay Love stone, the AFL-CIO foreign policy cl1ief, ·act i!l~, ~::! 
ai~ays, quite independently of l abor's rank and file, arrsne ea 
with ·our government to finance an eleven-Tieek docJ! strike t~ot 
b rinGs · J a13a n dorm, ensu rinr; that the state r!:i.l l r c~·:, .. ; :i.n : :.0 : . ~ : ·'. :-: ~:. 
Guiana, and t~·wt any norkin3man r!ho uants a r1 a~e better than 50 
cc . :s a day is a d1.1pe of con!rr!unism. 

Comes 1964. Two ~eeks after Undersecretary Tho~as Lann an­
nounces that ne have abondoned the Alianza 1s principle of n o aid 
to tyrants, Brazil 1 s Groulart is overthrovm by the vicious right­
\'Jinger, Ad ernar Barros, supportt'~d by :.1 shew of :\1-:1erlcan gunboats 
at Rio de Janeiro. '·.'!ithin 24 hours, the ne\"I he:.~d of state,· 
~:Iazzilli, re. ce:i.ves a c ongra tul.at ory vtire from our President. 

Comes 1965. The Dominican Republic. Rebellion in the 
streets. ;:!e scurry to the s pot •:Jith 20,000 T}eutral I:Ia rines ·and 
our net:.t1•a l pe a cemakers --like Ell~worth Bunker Jr o, Arnbas sa d or 
to the Orggnization of Americ an States. ~ost of us knou that 
our neut ral }.Iarine~ follf~ht openl~.r on the sicle of the junta, a 
f <.1 ct that thb Administ~a~ion still clenies o But hov1 many Dlso 
kncY: that whO. t'-·r:as at stake r;as our new Carribe an Sugar BovJl? 
'l1l:a t this same neutral peacemaking Bunker is o board member 
and stock oY:ne r• of the rational SUBer .R efininG Company, a firm 
his fatber f ounded in the good old days, and one v1hic~1 ha s o ma­
jor inte r es t :Lr. maintaininG the statu::: quo in the Dominican 
aepu1Jl:!.c? Or that t h e Pres ident 1 ~ close pcrooilal friend and sd­
v :L sor, our new Supreme Court J'ust ice Ab e Forb :! s , has sot .. for t he 
pest 19 years on tt>.e boHrd of the Sucrest CO!~pan~r, ~<Jhich i mno:ets 
bl l;\ ckstrap molasses from ti1e DominicDn Repub ::!.ic? Or ~ hat t he 
rhetorician of corporat e liberali sm and the lnt e President 
Kennedy 's clbse f r iend Adolf Berle, was ch oi~man of that same 
"oo a~:a ? Or that our l;'O"ving amb ass ad or iwer:i.ll Ea rriman 1 f! !)!•other 
n o land is o~ the board of i,\!ation a l SuGar? Or t't:: -: our fc:::ne r 
nra1bass ad or t o toe Dominican Republic, Jos eph Fa r:[.;r.d , is f\ board 
mel-:-Jber of the South Puerto Hi co ·sugar Co., \'I hi ch orms 27 5, 000 
ac: l'es o f ric h J.snd i!'! the 'Jomj.ni ~an Hepublic 8nc1 ).s the largest 
employer on the island--at :Jbout one dollar a da:r? -

Neutralis t s! God s ave ' the hu.ngrJ people of t he '·"orld f rom 
s uch neutralists! 

i'/e cio not scy these men are evil 1.'.'e •1.,,,- r a··~ e'~" t -....'='t _ 0 ._ ~ ._. J c.; .... L.:.. - ' L. ... (;.ll .,~ 

good men c~n be divided fron their compassion by the institutional 
sys tem t h a t i nherits us all. Gene~ at i on j~ c n6 o~t, ~e ar e put 
to use~ People become j_n&trument ,g . J enerals do not hear the .. 
~ creams of the bombed; sugar executivE!~ do not dee the nli!?e r y of 
the t ane .cutters! for to clo s o is to 1)e thnt r:!t:eh less the c;en-
er~l, t hat much 2-ess the execut ive. --

The for egoinG f a cts of rec ent hi~tory clescrib e one main 
aspect of ;·fest ern l ibe!'ali sm. \'There is our i:.mel'i can humanism 
her e? ~hat u ent nr ong? Let's st3re our situation co l dy in the 
f oce . ~11 of us are b orn to the colo~ sus of our h ist ory , our 
A~er i c n corporate s ystem--in many ~aye, on a~esome orsan i sm . 

. 
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·Thore·is:one !s~t thtt describe ~ i t : ~1~n obout · 5~ of th~ r0rl~ 1 r 
:;co ~)le, YJC c o~1 sm:te 3bout llo1f t he •:JOl."' ld 1 s g ood r.: . ~ :c ti ol<e a ri ch -
ness·that is in cood part not ou r o~n, and ~e put i t in ou~ ~oc­
k ets, our Garages , our·split-levels , our ~ e ll i es, an d cur l utur es 4 

On the f:;; ce o f it, it :l.s ·, cr:i.rne that so f ev• s hould h.r.-1 ve ~ o 

mu e! h 8t tb.e oxpense of so mony. ':!here is the l'llo ro l i magin2.tion 
so abused sst~ ~e ll thi s just ? · Perhops many of us feel obit 
ur:e asy in our s lee :? . ··:e ore not , oft e:;: a l l , a cruel p e opl e . 
i .nd perhaps r1e don 1 t really need this s u.:?e:!:-do-.·n ~_nanc e rhnt de for mr 
others . But what c n ne do? The inve ~trnent s are made . The 
fin~ncia l ties er e e s t~blished. The plants abrond a~e b~i ~t, 
·c,ur ~ ys t em exist s. One i::: ::mept up :l.nt o it. Hov! in t o l erable--
to beuborn moral , but a ddfcted to ~ s tolen and rnoybe ~ur,lus 
J.uxury. Our goodn e ss thl"' e:::.tens t o become cou n terfeit beto;:-2 o·.;.::.> 
e yos --unles ~ r1e chon c:;e . But change threat e n~ us 1:::U:h un-
cer t -a inty--ot leas t., · 

Our prob lem , ~hen, is to justi f y this system and cive i ts 
theft anothe r none--to make kind and moral whQ t is neither 3 t o 
perforrr1 ~ o1ne alcl-..em:i r ith l angu:::ge thot ni l l m.:l}-:e t h if: inju~tice 
seem to b e a most ma e nanimcus g i ft . 

A hard pro~ lem . But the Western de~ocra ci es , i n the hey­
da y of their colonial expans). o~ ism , prod"J.ced a hero r:or t hy of 
the ts s k . 

Its n ame was free enterprise, and its part~ er ~ os a~ illib­
eral li 'bel"'ali sm t ha t said to the poor and di sp os s e2 2 ed: '"!hat vie 
acquire of your re{J ources vJe repay ~-11 civili z ation,. The YJh1.to 
1r.a n Y s burden. But thi s v1 a e t oo poetic . So a much more hard ­
headed t h eory vJas p roduced . This t heory said that coloni al stat u.s 
is i n f a ct a ·Joon to the colo"nized. ''.'e Give t~1em techn o lOGY sn d 
bring them into modern times, 

But this d ece :i.ve d no on e but our·selv es . ·::e v:e!'e delig ht e d 
nith thi s ne~ theory . Th e poor saw in it merely an admission 
th~t t heir c laims nere irr·e futableo They stood u p to us, Yii t hout 
g r atitude . ~e ~ere shocked --but e l os confused, f or the p oor 
s eemed aga in to be r ight. Ho~ lon3 i s i t ~oin: to be the cas e, 
,·:e \'londere d, that the poor ··.vil:L be r iGht 8nd t h e rich v!i l l be 
v:rong? 

Libe ralism faced a c r i s is. In t he f ace of t h e collapse o f 
the Europe an empires , ho~·! could it c0ntinue to hold tnc;etber our 
t vdn ne e d for ri chnes s and r ir;h t eousnes s? Hm·1 c an rJe con tinue 
t o sa ck the port s of Asia and still dr eam of J e sus? 

The challence wa s met uith a most inaenious solution: the 
ideolo,:sy of anti-Cmm~n.mism . Thl s vJDs the b i nd: ~·:e cannot cal l 
r evolut i on b ad, becaus e we s tarted that ~ay ours e lve2 , and because 
i t is all too easy to s ee why the dispo8se ssed s hould re~ : el . Sc­
v! e v1i ll call revolution Comrnu~"'! i sm . t nd we wi 12. res erve :'or our­
selves the r i ght to say r:hat Cor1nnunisnl mea ns. r:e tal-~e note of 
revolut ion I e enor~ni t ies, ':·fr (: nchiYJg them nhel"'e necessary from the :tr 
historical context and often exag8erat ina t h em, and E a~ 3ehold , 
Col11!!1.unis m is 3 blootlba th. ·::e take not o f these react:to::1ari es 
who s tO l e t he revo lution's ne ed to cons olidate i t self, nnd say: 
Behold, Cor.1rmmi~ m is a tyranny. · 

It h a s been nl 1 t hese things, and i t will b e these t h ings 
u-~ in, and ~ e ui ll ~e ver be a t a loss f or t hose tales of etroc ~t y 
t ha t comfort us so in our self-r i 0hte ousness . 'fiuns \!il l be 
Nll')ed and bure euc~~ ~ t s Yli ll b e dis embov1elled . I n d e ed , revolution 
i s a f u r :r. For it is a l ett i ng loose of outr~1c, e s pen t up s ome ­
time s over centuries . But the li10re bru'.:al onrl l on_::er-ls s tin "5 t l:).c':} 
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~UP!'re ss ~.on of thi~: energy , ol l the MO!'e fer ocious ,·: i ll be ; '· ~ 
exnlo~ ive rel ~ a~e . 

Far fr·om hel"?inr; ~:.-;ne·ricans de:1l uith this truth, the nnt:i.­
Co::r.n'..mi::t id eolocy !!'lerely tries to disgui se it so that t~1:l.nGs 
may stny the way they are . Thus , it depicts our presence i n 
othe r lands not as a coercion , ,but a protection . ·It allo~s us 
e .. '=;-: to s n~,. t~~t nopn l m in Vietnam :!.8 only another aspect of our 
hu:~nita~ion love -- like those exorci~ms in the ~iddle Age s that 
so often ~illed the patient •. So we say to the Vietnamese pe~~~~t ~ 
tbe Cubs'n intellectual, the Peruvian worker: You ere bette::: ·aoa.:i 
t :~etn P eo . If it hurts or if you . ." don't understc.nd r!h~·-- sc:::-':~ c-
':.:; c '.:t t t hat • 

This is the actiono f cornorate liberalism. It pcrfor~s fc~ 
the corpor::1 ·te ::tate ::; function ~uite like r:h:.1t the Ch:urc·h o'!1c e 
perfor~ed for the feudal state. It seeks to justify its burdens 
and ~rot e ct it from chonce. As the Church exaGgerat ed this o~fice 
in the Inquieition , so with liberal ism in · tbe ~cCarthy time-­
~hich, if it ~as a reactionary phenomenon, uas still m2de possible 
by ou.r ant :i.-Communist corporate libc'r nlis m. 

LET I!~ T!II:r: SPTo;iJ( directly to 1"~tmwni::: t }j_bero ls. If t'ly 
f' ·· ct !: ere v:rong, I Y.'ill soon '!Je corrected. 3ut if they :1re r ight , 
then you n o;r fs ce n crisis of conscience e Co::cDorati en or human ­
ism: ~hich?' For it b&s con~ to that. ~ill yo~ let your dre ams 
b e used? ~ill you be a grud~ins epoloaist for the corpt rcte 
' state? Or will you help try to chan8e it--not in the na~:te of 
this or that ·a lueprint or ism, but. in the name of s ::.:r.ple h uman 
decency and democracy arid the vi~ion that wise and ~rave men saw 
in the time of our or:n revolution? 

:\nd :l.f your cotlll!'d. tment ·to human value is u:nconcl:i. t ional, t'ten 
disaDuse yourselves of the notion that statements ~ill bring 
change, if only the right statements can be written, or that int­
ervievis v1i th the michty vlill bring chang e if only t:1e mit,;hty can 
be reached, or that·march es will ~ring change if only we can make 
them mass ive enoueh, or that policy proposals uill ~ring chanBe 
if only v!e ca~1 make the:n responsible ehough. 

We ore dealing ~ow ~ith a colossu~ that doesn't ~ant to be 
ch::,ne,:ed. It \"!ill not chcmge itsel f ., I t •::ill il ot cooperate with 
those vtho V!ant to change it . . Tt:o.se all:tes o:f ours in the Govern­
ment--arc they really o.ur a.llies? If they~' then they don't 
need advj_ce, they need cons tituencies; they don't need study 
groups, they need a movement. And if t hey a r e not, tten a ll the 
m?re. reason for 'Juilding th3t j ~novement \'lith a most relentless con-· 
VJ. ctJ. on. 

There ar-e people in this 19oilntry today . uho are trying ~o 
buiJ.d that movement, \'!hO aim at nothing les s than a hu .. 'l11anist 
reformation.. Lnd the humanist l i 'ber a·ls must underst and t hot it 
is this movement v:i th 'Nhich their O\'i 'fl ~Je st hopes a r e most in 
tune. ~'! e radicala know the s ame history tha t you lj.berals 1mm11 , 
and we can understand your occasional ~yniciam, exas p eration, and 
even dis~rust. But we ask you to put these as ide and help us 
risk a ~eDp. Help us find enough time for t~e en ormous ~ork t~at 
needs doinG here. Help us build. Help us shape the f'-'t1:ure in 
the na~·:1e of plain htm1an hope.· 
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