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REPUBLICAN RESPONSIBILITY

The Republican Party's responsibility is as great today as it was when
it saved the Union under the leadership of Abraham Lincoln.

As Republicans, we want to win the election of 1952. It is possible
that we could win the election by simply pointing up the failures of the
present Administration. Particularly in the field of foreign policy, this
Administration during the past five years has been responsible for the adoption
of a program which has led the nation virtuwally to the brink of disaster. As
a result, there has never been a time in our history when the people generally
lacked confidence in an administration as at present.

But while criticism of the present Administration, and particularly
criticism of its foreign policy, might bring vietory for the Republiecan Party,
in 1952, criticism alone is not good enough for the Party, and it is not good
enough for the nation.

The survivel of the nation, our way of life, and our very lives, is at
stake. The nation needs leadership, and the people are looking for leadership.
The Democratic Party is completely unable to furnish the leadership the nation
needs and, therefore, it is the responsibility and the opportunity of the
Republican Party to step into the breach and lead the forces of freedom and

democracy to victory.
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In 1860, Lincoln recognized that a Nation cannot be half slave and half
free. Today, we must recognize that our civilization cannot exist half slave
and half free. When freedom is lost an&pla.ce in the world, we run the risk of
losing it here in the United States. fhe Republican Party, therefore, again
has as great a mission as it had almost a hundred years ago. That mission is
to save not only the nation, but to provide hope for peoples all over the world
who are free and want to remain free or who are enslaved and want to become
free. As the Republican Party recognizes this issue and meets it, we not only
will win a great election vietory in 1952, but we will deserve to win that
vietory and we will be realizing the great destiny which Lincoln and the founders

of the Party envisioned so many years ago.

Constructive Criticism a Duty

VWhat course of action should the Republican Party follow during this
period of crisis? There are some who say that we must have unity at all costs
and that no criticism whatever of the policies of the Administration should be
tolerated. But too mmch emphasis has been placed upon the necessity of re-
quiring unity behind the Administration's leadership and its policy, and too
little emphasis upon the desirability of developing new leadership and new
policy which will command the unity and the support of a great majority of the
people. We need unity, but we can best obtain it by developing a policy in
the traditional American manner of constructive criticism and debate.

Today the Americasn people are angry, confused and bewildered because of
the failure of our past policy. People have lost confidence in the adminis-

tration because of those failures. The country wants unity, but it does not




want unity on a policy which has led to disaster or on the perpetuation and

power of those who made that policy and who cannot be expected to make good

on any other. In other words, the country does not want unity on defeat, or
unity on disaster. Disunity hurts our cause without question but unity on a
policy which was wrong could bring even greater disaster.

As Republicans, we should support the Administration's policy, when we
conclude that it is a policy which is in the best interests of the American
people. But we have a solemn duty to criticize that policy wherever we think
it is wrong and to do what we can to develop a new policy which will be more
effective to meet the problems which we face. We must never let the American
people forget the mistakes that have been made in the past in the field of
foreign policy, because only by recognizing those mistakes will we avoid making
the same mistakes in the future.

What kind of a policy can we as Republicans and Americans support? Our
policy must be one which is geared to meet the tactics and the strategy of
the enemy. For that reason it is essential that we analyze the Communist
strategy and meet it on all fronts. Unless we do, we may find that we will be
victorious in one phase of the struggle and defeated in another.

For our policy to be successful, it is essential that we develop programs
which will be effective in the following fields:

1. We must be militarily strong.

2. We must keep the economy of the United States strong.

3. We must have an effective program of internal security.

4o We must win the ideological struggle which is going on all

over the world.



Unless we develop effective programs in all these fields, we shall
wltimately fail. The Communists realize this. They have said over and over
again that they may not have to defeat the United States and the Capitalist
countries in a war--that they may be able to destroy us by subversion from
within--that they may be able to win our people to the Communist side in
the ideological battle.

Importance of Military Strength

Military strength is important because we are faced by the most realistie
men in the world. As long as the men in Moscow are convinced that because of
the military strength on our side as compared with the strength on their side,
if they begin a war they might lose it, they will not begin one. But once
they are convinced because of their strength as against our weekness, that if
they begin a war they might win, war will be inevitable.

Therefore, if we want peace, it is essential that we remain stronger
militarily than the Commumnists.

In recognizing the necessity for military strength, we must also recog-
nize that the United States cannot do the job alone. We do not have the men
nor the resources to wage a successful struggle ’against all the rest of the
people of the world. That is why it is essential for us to develop as many
allies as we can, both in Europe and in Asia.

If Furope were to fall under Soviet domination, it might not mean that
we would be faced with defeat in war during our time. But in the end, such

defeat would be inevitable. The odds in resources and in manpower would be

weighted too heavily on the other side.




The same conclusion must be reached when we look at the situation in
Asia. If all of Asia comes under Communist domination, the Soviet Union
would have the resources and the manpower which can eventually be developed
into military strength which we could not possibly match.

On the other hand, while we realize that it would be in our self-interest
to deny Europe to the Communists, we must also recognize that the United States
cannot do the job alone. Any future military aid to Europe must be conditioned
on the hard, realistic fact that the primary responsibility for furnishing the
ground troops for the defense of Europe must come from Europe itself. This

position is one which has solid support both in Congress and the country.

Sound Economy Necessary

In the great debate on foreign policy which is going on in the nation
today, the major emphasis, and properly so, has been placed upon the necessity
for rebuilding our military strength at home and abroad. We have failed to
give adequate consideration, however, to the fact that the economic and
ideological phases of the present world conflict can be just as decisive in
the long run as military strength. The Communists have long recognized this
fact and have built their whole strategy around it.

Marx, Lenin and Stalin have said over and over again that they may not
have to defeat the capitalist nations in a military conflict; that on the
contrary they may be able to force us to spend our way into bankruptcy in
our efforts to defend ourselves from our enemies abroad.

That is why it becomes necessary as we prepare ourselves militarily to

defend the nation against enemies abroad, that we declare war on waste and



inefficiency in our govermment at home. Otherwise, we will run the risk of
winning the war militarily and losing it economically.

In his State of the Unlon message, the President declared that he favored
reducing non-essential govermment expenditures, but his 71 billion dollar bud-
get on the contrary indicates that as far as he is concerned, it will be
"politics and govermment as usual® at a time when our soldiers abroad and our
people at home are asked to make sacrifices for the national security. A
study of the budget indicates no cut whatever in the overall mumber of Federal
employees in the non-military agencies. On the contrary, socialized medicine,
aid to education and the Brannan Farm Plan, have been sneaked into the budget
on the pretense that such programs "are essential to the war effort.”

It is now admitted that taxes cannot be, or will not be raised sufficiently
to balance the budget. Price control admittedly will only delay the day when
the inflationary forces will make themselves felt in reducing the value of the
dollar. A threatening danger signal is the fact that during the past two
months the public has cashed in govermment bonds worth millions of dollars
more than those purthased during the same period. This is easily understandable
vhen we consider what happened during the last war. Even with price controls,
the value of the dollar was cut almost in half during the war period.

The only effective answer is for the Congress to make some real cuts in
the President'!s budget. Since it is estimated that higher taxes and prices
will reduce the standard of living of the people by 25%, it would seem there
is m good reason why the non-military agencies should not be asked to reduce
their budgets by a similar amount. Now is the time also for both the Congress
and the Administration to make a really honest effort to put into effect the

Hoover Commission recommendations for economy in the Federal Govermment.




Before the current emergency developed, the Hoover recommendations were
receiving strong public support because of the desire to reduce taxes. They
should receive even stronger support now because of our recognition of the
unpleasant fact tha.t unless we do cut unessential spending, we shall run the

risk of losing the battle for our way of life itself.

Internal Security

It does not make sense to spend billions of dollars and thousands of
lives fighting Communism abroad and not to develop an effective program of
dealing with the Communist Fifth Column in the United States. It is essential
that the people have confidence in the loyalty and integrity of their govern-
ment officials during this eritical period. Whatever the cause and whether
justified or not, a substantial number of people do not have that confidence
today. There are some who c¢laim that this lack of confidence has been created
solely by alleged unfounded charges made by Senator McCarthy. On the other
hand, the Administration itself has contributed to the lack of confidence by
its refusal and failure to initiate a full-fledged non-partisan investigation
of the charges which have been made. The records in the Hiss, Remington and
Amerasia cases could not be expected to create any degree of public confidence
that the Administration is doing everything it can to remove disloyal people
from the payroll, regardless of political consequences.

The conviction of William Remington in Federal Court yesterday points up
the necessity for a complete overhauling of the Federal loyalty program.
Remington, it must be remembered, was cleared by the top loyalty review board
after a Senatorial Investigating Committee recommended his discharge. He had

a key position as a $10,000 a year executive in the Commerce Department



clearing exports to iron curtain countries, yet the record shows that in his
Civil Service file at the time he was employed was testimony which raised a
grave doubt as to whether he was a good security risk.

We must not forget that Remington's prosecution was not initiated by
the Loyalty Board nor by the Justice Department, but by the Committee on
Un-American Activities. Had it not been for the Committee on Un-American
Activities, Remington would still be a top Commerce Department employee.

This case points up the necessity for a thorough non-partisan investi-
gation of the whole loyalty program. It is to be hoped that the Nimitz
Commission will conduct such an investigation. In any such investigation,
the guiding principle should be that in determining eligibility for Federal
employment, any doubts as to whether the individual would be a security risk
should be resolved in favor of the Govermment rather than in favor of the
individual. In other words, the test in all instances should not be whether
the individual involved might be personally loyal, but whether his background
is such that he might constitute a security risk in the position to which he

is assigned.

Ideological Offensive Needed

The greatest failure of our policy today is in the ideological field.
Here where we should be the strongest, the Communists with an inferior product
to sell, have done a far better job selling it.

We should recognize that one of the greatest assets on our side in the
present struggle are the millions of people behind the iron curtein who are

not Communists. Recent reports have indicated that resistance groups are




growing in strength in the iron curtain countries, and that with additional
encouragement from abroad, they would be able to immobilize several divisions
of Commnist troops because of the threat they would present to the Communists
govermments.

We should quit talking about contaimment and defense and go on the offen-
sive in the ideological conflict. We must never write off the people behind
the iron curtain and must give them hope and encouragement in their struggle
to become free.

An indication of our failure in the ideological field becomes apparent
vhen we study the backgrounds of those who have become Communists in the
United States. If men like Hiss and Remington from good families, with top-
paying govermment jobs and the best educational backgrounds become Communists,
what can we expect abroad?

What is needed is a campaign of truth to combat the falsehoods of the
opposition on a scale far greater than any we have ever contemplated before.
The Voice of America organization is not competent to handle this assigmment.
The whole program should be taken out of the State Department and set up as a
separate agency similar to the ECA. It must be staffed with the best personnel
available. The amount of funds appropriated for this purpose should be at least
equal to that appropriated by the Communists rather than less which is the case
at present.

Our task is to prove to people everywhere on both sides of the iron curtain
that the hope of the world today does not 1ie in turning toward dictatorship of

any type but that it lies in the development of a strong, free and intelligent

democracy.
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REPUBLICAN KESPONSIBILITY

The Republican Party's responsibility is as great todey as it vas vhen
it saved the Union under the leadership of Abrsham Lincoln,

As Republicans, we want to vin the election of 1952, It is possible
that wve could win the election by simply pointing up the failures of the
present Administration., Particularly in the field of foreign policy, this
Administration during the past five years has been responsible for the adoption
of a program which has led the nation virtually to the brink of disaster. As
a result, there has never been a time in our history vhen the people generally
lacked confidence im an administration as at present.

But vhile eriticism of the present Administration, and particularly
eriticism of its foreign policy, might bring vietory for the Republican Party,
in 1952, eriticiss elome is not good emough for the Party, and it is not good
enough for the nation.

The survival of the nation, our way of life, and our very lives, is &t
stake, The nation needs leadership, and the people are looking for leadership.
The Democratic Party is completely unable to furmnish the leadership the nation
needs and, therefore, it is the responsibility and the opportunity of the
Republican Party to step into the breach and lesd the forces of freedom and
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uxm.nuuum@@ be half slave and half

free. Today, we must recognisze that our civilization cannot exiet half slave
and helf free, When freedom is lost anyplace in the world, we ruan the risk of
losing it here in the United States. mmmm. therefore, again
has as great a migesion sas it had almoet a hundred years sago. That miesion is
to save not oaly the nation, dut to provide hope for peoples all over the world
who are free and want to remain free or who are enslaved and want to become
free. As the Hepublican Party recognizes this 1seue and meets 1t, we not only
will win & great election victory in 1952, but we will deserve to win that
victory and we will be realiszing the great deetiny which Lincoln and the founders
of the Party envisioned 0 many years ago.

Constructive Criticism o Duty
What course of asction should the Jepudblican Party follow during this

period of erisie? There are some who say that we must have unity st sll cosis
and that no eriticism vhatever of the policies of the Administration should be
tolerated. But too much emphasis has deen placed upon the necessity of requir-
ing unity behind the Administration's leadership sad its policy, =ad too little
emphasis upon the desirability of developing new leadership snéd new polisy
which will command the unity and the support of a great mejority of the people,
Wo need unity, but we can best obtain it by developing a poliey ia the tradi-
tional Americsn manner of constructive criticism nnd dedate.

Today the American neople are sagry, confused and bewildered because of
the failure of our past policy. People have lost confidence in the Adminis-
tration becsuse of those failures. The country wants unity, but it does not




want unity on s policy which has led to disaster or on the perpetuation and

mo!&oummmupuqudm.mthwumnw

on aay other, In other werds, the ccuntry does not vant unity on defeat, or
unity on disaster. Disunity hurts our cause without gquestion but unity om a
poliocy vhieh was wrong could bring mgmm disaster.,

As Depublicans, ve should support the Admimistration's peliey, vhea we
senclude that it is a peliey vhich is in the Dest interests of the imeriean
people, But we bave a solemn duty to eritieise that poliey vherever we think
it is wrong and to do vhat we can to develop & nev poliey vhich will be more
offective to meet the pwodlems vhich we face. We must never let the Amerisan
people forget the mistakes that have been made in the past in the field of
foreign pelisy, becuuse caly bWy recognising those mistakes will we aveid making
the same mistakes in the future,

Vhat kind of a peliey can we as Repudlicans and Ameriocsns suppert? Our
pelicy must be one wvhich is geared to meet the tasties and the strategy of
the enemy. M that reason it is essentisl that ve smalyse the Communiat
strategy and meet it on all fronts. Unless ve do, we may find that ve will be
vistorious in one phase of the struggle and defeated in another,

For our poliey to De suceessful, it is essential that we develep programs
wvhich will be effective in the follewing fieldse:

1. Ve must be militarily strong.

2, Ve sust keep the economy of the United States strong.

3. Ve must have an effestive program of intermal security.

4Le Ve must win the ideclegical struggle which is goimg on all
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Unless we develsp effective programs in all these fislds, we shall
ultimately fail. The Communists realise this. They have said over and over
sgain that they may not have to defeat the United States and the Capitalist
ecuntries in a war-«that they may be able to destroy us by subversion from
vithin-~that they may be adle to wia m‘puph to the Communist side in
the ideclegicsl battle,

Importance of Military Strength
Military strength is impertant Decsuse we are faced by the most reslistis

men in the world, As long as the men in Mescov are eonvimeed that because of
the military strength on our side as compered with the strength on their side,
Af they begin a wvar they might lose it, they will mot begim one, But once
they are convinced because of thelir strength as against our weskness, that if
they begin a var they might win, var vill be inevitable,

Therefore, if we want peace, it is essential that ve remain stronger
militarily than the Communists,

In recognising the necessity for military stremgth, we must also reecog-
nise that the United States cannot do the job alene., Ve do not have the men
nor the rescurces to wage & sucscessful struggle against all the rest of the
pesple of the werld., That is why it is essential for us to develop as many
allies as ve ean, both in Burepe snd in Asia,

If Turope vere to fall under Soviet dominatiem, it might not mean that
ve wuld be faced with defeat in wer during our time. But in the end, sueh
defeat would be imevitable. The odds in resources and in manpower weuld de
weighted too heavily on the other alde,
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The same oonelusion must be reached when we look at the situation im
Asia, If all of Asia comes under Communist domination, the Soviet Uniom
would have the resources and the manpower vhich can eventually be develeped
into military strength wvhich we oould not possibly matah,

On the other hand, vhile we resalise that it would be in our sslf-interest
to deny Furope to the Communists, we must also reeognise that the United States
cannot do the jeob alene., Amy future military aid to Burope must be esonditioned
on the hard, realistic faet that the primery respensibility for furnishing the
ground treops feor the defense of Furope must come from Burope itself. This
pesition is one which has solid suppert both in Congress and the scountyy,

Scund fconomy Necessary
In the great debate on foreign policy vhich is golng on in the nation

today, the major emphasis, and properly se, has deen placed upon the necessity
for rebtuilding our military stremgth at home and abroad, Ve have falled to
give adequate eonsideration;, hovever, to the fast that the economic and
ideslogical phuses of the present world eonflict can be just 2s deolsive in
the long run as military stremgth., 7The Communists have leng resognised this
fact and have built their wvhole strategy srocund it,

Narx, Leain and Stalin have said over snd over agsin that they may not
have to defeat the capitalist nations in a military confliet; thet on the
soatrary they uay be able to forse us to spend ocur wvay into bankruptey in
our efferts to defend ourselves from our enemies abread.

That is vhy it b-gomes necessary as we prepare ourselves militarily to
defend the nation sgainst enemies abread, that ve declars war on wvaste and
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inefficiency in our govermment at home, Othervise, we will run the risk of
vinning the var militarily end losing it econcmically,

In his State of the Union message, the President declared thet he favored
reducing non-essential govermaent expenditures, but his 71 billion dollar bud-
got on the contrary indicates that as far as he is comcerned, it will be
"polities and govermment as usual® at a time vhen our soldiers abyoad and our
people at home are asked to make saorifices for the mationsl security, A
study of the budget indicates mo cut vhatever in the overall mumber of Federsl
employees in the non-military agencies, On the contrary, soeialised medicine,
aid to education and the Brannan Fara Plan, have been sneaked into the budget
on the pretense that such projrems "sre essentlsl to the war effort,®

It is nov aduitted that taxes camwt be, or will not be reised sufficiently
to balance the budget. Price comtrol aduittedly will only delay the day when
the inflationary forces will make themselves felt in reducing the value of the
dollar, A threatening danger signel is the fact that during the past two
monthe the public has cashed in government bonds worth millions of dollars
more than those purchased during the same period, This is easily understandable
vhen we consider vhat happened during the last war., Bven with price controls,
the value of the dollar was cut almost in half during the war period,

The enly effective answer is for the Congress to make some real cuts in
the President's budget. GSince it is estimated that higher taxes and prices
vill reduce the standard of living of the people by 25%, it would seem there
is no good ressen why the non-military agencies should not be asked to reduce
their tudgets by a similar smount, Now is the time also for both the Congress
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Before the current emergency developed, the Hoover recommendations were
receiving strong public support begsuse of the desire to reduce taxes, They
should recsive even stronger support now because of our reecognition of the
unpleesant fact thet unlese we do cut unessential spending, we shell run the
risk of losing the battle for our way of life itself,

Laternel Jeeurily
It does not make sense to gpend billions of dollars and thousends of

lives fighting Communism sbroad and not to develop an effective program of
dealing vith the Commmist Fifth Colwsn in the United States, It is essential
that the people have confidence in the loyalty and integrity of their govern-
ment officials dwring this eritical period, Whatever the cause and whether
Justified or mot, a substantial mmber of people do not have that confidence
today., There are some who claln that this lack of confidence has been created
solely by alleged unfounded charges made by Senator MeCarthy. On the other
hand, the Administrution itself has contriluted to the lack of confidence by
its refusal and failure to initiate a full-fledged mon~partisen investigation
of the charges vhich have been made. The records in the Hiss, Reamington snd
imerasia cases could not be expected to create any degree of public confidence
that the Administimtion is doing everything it can to remove disloyal people
from the payroll, regardless of political consequences,
mm-rmu-mummw up
the necessity for a complete overhauling of the Federsl loyalty program.
Hemington, it mist be remembeved, ves clesred by the top loyalty review board
after a Jenatorial
a key position ss a §10,000




clearing exports to ivon curtaln countries, yet the record shows that in his
Civil Service file at the time he ves employed wvas testimony which raised s
grave doubt as to vhether he wvas a good security risk,

Ve mist not forget that Nemington?s srosecution was not initiated by
the Loyalty Poard nor by the Justice Department, but by the Committes on
Un~imerican Activities, Had it not been for the Committee on Un-imerican
Activitiss, lemington would still be a top Commerce Departaent employee.

This case points up the necesslty for a thorough nonepartisen investi-
gation of the whole loyalty program, It is to be hoped that the Rimits
Commission will conduct such an inwvestigation., In any such investigation,
the guiding prineiple should be that in determining eligibility for Federal
eployment, any doubts as to vhether the individual would be a security risk
should be resolved in favor of the Govermsent rather than in favor of the
individual, In other words, the test in all instances should not be whether
the individual involved might be persomelly loyal, but vhether his background
is such that he night constitute a security risk in the position %o which he

. is assigned,

Jdecloydosl Offensive leeded 5
The greatest failure of our policy today is in the ideological field,

Here where we should be the strongest, the Comunists with an inferior product
to sell, have done a far better job selling it,

Yo should recognmise that one of the greatest assets on our side in the
present struggle are the millions of people bshind the iron curtain who are




greving in strength in the irom curtain countries, and thet with additiomal
encoursgement from adread, they would be able to immodilise several divisions
of Commnist troops because of the threat they would present to the Communists
govermments,

We should quit talking about contaimment end defense and go on the of fen-
sive in the ideslogiocsal conflict. Ve must never write off the peeple behind
the iron curtain and must give them hope snd emeouragement in their struggle
to become free,

An indication of our failure in the idesliogieal field becomes apperent
vhen ve study the backgrounds of those who have become Communists in the
United Statee, If men like Hiss and Remington frem good femilies, vith tope
peying govermment jobs and the best educational backgrounds beocome Communists,
vhet can we expect abroad? '

What is needed i3 a campaign of truth to eombat the falsshoods of the
oppesition on a seale far greater than any we bave ever contemplated defors.

The Volce of /mérim organisstion is not eompetent to handle this assigoment,

The vhole program should be taken out of the State Department and set up as a
separste agency similar to the ¥0A, It must be staffed with the best personnsl
available, The smount of funds apprepriated for this purpose should dDe at least
equal to that spprepriated by the Communists rather than less vhich is the canme
at present,

Our task is to prove to people everyvhere on both sides eof the iron curtain
that the hope of the world today does not lie in turming toward dietatorship of
any type but that it lies in the development of & strong, free and intelligemt
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