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President Kennedy, who now so prematurely and tragically
belongs to history, not only made history himself but
wrote it with depth and eloquence. His heightened
perceptions of it pervaded his actions and his public
papers. Astonishingly in so busy a man, he could even
find time in the White House to keep up his intellectual
interests, to read good books, and to write prefaces and
occasional pieces. Last year he was kind enough, at our
request, to furnish an introduction to a sixteen-volume
set of books that we created, The American Heritage New
Hllustrated History of the United States, recently published
by the Dell Publishing Company. It would have been easy
enough to muster a few bland platitudes, and dash them
off, as so many people do in such circumstances, but that
was not his way. Instead he sent us this moving essay. It
compresses into brief compass much of the philosophy
that animates the historical profession. We are proud to
reprint it here.

—Oliver Jensen, Editor,
American Heritage Magazine

here is little that is more important for an American

citizen to know than the history and traditions of his

country. Without such knowledge, he stands uncertain
and defenseless before the world, knowing neither where he has
come from nor where he is going. With such knowledge, he is no
longer alone but draws a strength far greater than his own from
the cumulative experience of the past and a cumulative vision of
the future.

Knowledge of our history is, first of all, a pleasure for its own
sake. The American past is a record of stirring achievement in the
face of stubborn difficulty. It is a record filled with figures larger
than life, with high drama and hard decision, with valor and with
tragedy, with incidents both poignant and picturesque, and with
the excitement and hope involved in the conquest of a wilderness
and the settlement of a continent. For the true historian—and for
the true student of history—history is an end in itself. It fulfills
a deep human need for understanding, and the satisfaction it
provides requires no further justification.

Yet, though no further justification is required for the study of
history, it would not be correct to say that history serves no further
use than the satisfaction of the historian. History, after all, is the
memory of a nation. Just as memory enables the individual to

President Kennedy surveyed the Gettysburg battlefield from
Little Round Top on March 31, 1963. “We have a responsibility,”
he wrote, to those who “struggled and sacrificed to pass
on to us our precious inheritance of freedom.”

learn, to choose goals and stick to them, to avoid making the same
mistake twice—in short, to grow—so history is the means by which
a nation establishes its sense of identity and purpose. The future
arises out of the past, and a country’s history is a statement of the
values and hopes which, having forged what has gone before, will
now forecast what is to come.

As means of knowledge, history becomes a means of judgment.
It offers an understanding of both the variety and unity of a nation
whose motto is £ Pluribus Unum—out of many, one. It reminds us
of the diverse abundance of our people, coming from all races and
all parts of the world, of our fields and mountain ranges, deserts
and great rivers, our green farmlands and the thousand voices
of our cities. No revolution in communication or transportation
can destroy the fact that this continent 1s, as Walt Whitman said,
“a nation of nations.” Yet it also reminds us that, in spite of the
diversity of ethnic origin, of geographic locale, of occupation,
of social status, of religious creed, of political commitment,
Americans are united by an ancient and encompassing faith in
progress, justice, and freedom.

Our history thus tests our policy: Our past judges our present. Of
all the disciplines, the study of the folly and achievements of man is
best calculated to foster the critical sense of what is permanent and
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meaningful amid the mass of superficial and
transient questions which make up the
day-to-day clamor. The history of our
nation tells us that every action taken
against the freedoms of conscience and
expression, against equality before the
law and equality of opportunity, aganst
the ordinary men and women of the
country is an action taken agamnst the
American tradition. And it tells us that
every action taken for a larger freedom
and a more equal and spacious society is
one more step toward realization of what
Herbert Croly once called “the promise of
American life.”

A knowledge of history is more than a means of judgment: It is
also a means of sympathy—a means of relating our own experience
with the experience of other peoples and lands struggling for
national fulfillment. We may sometimes forget, for example, that
the United States began as an underdeveloped nation which seized
its independence by carrying out a successful revolution against
a colonial empire. We may forget that, in the first years of the
new republic, George Washington laid down the principle of no
“permanent alliances” and enjoined the
United States to a course of neutralism in
the face of the great-power conflicts then
dividing the civilized world. We may forget
that, in the first stages of our economic
development, our national growth was
stimulated to a considerable degree by
“foreign aid”—that is, investment from
abroad—and by public investment and
direction on the part of our state and
local as well as our national government.
We may forget that our own process of economic change was
often accompanied by the issue of wildcat paper money, by the
repudiation of bonds, by disorder, fraud, and violence. If we recall
the facts of our own past, we may better understand the problems
and predicaments of contemporary “new nations” laboring for
national development in circumstances far less favorable than
our own— and we will, in consequence, become less liable to the

A KNOWLEDGE
OF HISTORY IS
A MEANS OF
STRENGTH.

self-righteousness which 1s both unworthy
of our own traditions and a bane of
international relations.

A knowledge of history is, in
addition, a means of strength. “In
times of change and danger,” John
Dos Passos wrote just before World
War II, “when there is a quicksand
of fear under men’s reasoning, a sense

of continuity with generations gone
before can stretch like a life line across
the scary present.” Dos Passos called
his book The Ground We Stand On—and
the title concisely defines the role of the
past in preparing us for the crisis of the
present and the challenge of the future. When Americans fight for
individual liberty, they have Thomas Jefferson and James Madison
beside them; when they strive for social justice, they strive alongside
Andrew Jackson and Franklin Roosevelt; when they work for peace
and a world community, they work with Woodrow Wilson; when
they fight and die in wars to make men free, they fight and die
with Abraham Lincoln. Historic continuity with the past, as Justice
Oliver Wendell Holmes said, “is not a duty; it is only a necessity.”
A knowledge of history is, above all, a
means of responsibility—of responsibility
to the past and of responsibility to the
future ... of responsibility to those who
came before us and struggled and sacrificed
to pass on to us our precious inheritance of
freedom ... and of responsibility to those
who will come after us and to whom we
must pass on that inheritance with what
new strength and substance it is within our
power to add. “Fellow citizens,” Abraham
Lincoln said, “we cannot escape history.... The fiery trial through
which we pass will light us down, in honor or dishonor, to the latest
generation.” American history is not something dead and over.
It is always alive, always growing, always unfinished—and every
American today has his own contribution to make to the great fabric
of tradition and hope which binds all Americans, dead and living
and yet to be born, in a common faith and a common destiny. &
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istorians are often asked: what is
the use or relevance of studying
(the  capital
signalling the academic field of study)?
Why on earth does it matter what happened
long ago? The answer is that History is
inescapable. It studies the past and the
legacies of the past in the present. Far from

History letter

being a ‘dead’ subject, it connects things
through time and encourages its students to
take a long view of such connections.

All people and peoples are living histories.
To take a few obvious examples: communities
speak languages that are inherited from the
past. They live in societies with complex
cultures, traditions and religions that have
not been created on the spur of the moment.
People use technologies that they have not
themselves invented. And each individual is
born with a personal variant of an inherited
genetic template, known as the genome,
which has evolved during the entire life-span
of the human species.

So understanding the linkages between
past and present is absolutely basic for
a good understanding of the condition
of being human. That, in a nutshell, is
why History matters. It is not just ‘useful’,
it is essential.

The study of the past is essential for
‘rooting’ people in time. And why should that

Penelope J. Corfield studies urban, social and cultural history, plus approaches

to Time and History. She is Emeritus Professor at Royal Holloway, London
University; Visiting Professor at Newcastle University; and has held visiting
posts in Australia, Hungary, Japan, Sweden and the USA. Publications include
The Impact of English Towns, 1700-1800 (1982), Power and the Professions
in Britain, 1700-1850 (1995; 1999); and Time and the Shape of History (2007).
Currently, she is Vice-President of the International Society for Eighteenth-

Century Studies, reflecting her commitment to international scholarship. For

YE“ELOPEJ CORFIELD 7/ more information, see www.penelopejcorfield.co.uk/.

matter? The answer is that people who feel
themselves to be rootless live rootless lives,
often causing a lot of damage to themselves
and others in the process. Indeed, at the
most extreme end of the
out-of-history  spectrum,
those with
the distressing experience

individuals
of complete memory
loss cannot manage on
their own at all. In fact,
all people
historical

have a full
But
some, generally for reasons

context.

that are no fault of their
own, grow up with a weak
or troubled sense of their
own placing, whether within their families
or within the wider world. They lack a
sense of roots. For others, by contrast, the
inherited legacy may even be too powerful
and outright oppressive.

In all cases, understanding History is
mtegral to a good understanding of the
condition of being human. That allows
people to build, and, as may well be
necessary, also to change, upon a secure
foundation. Neither of these options can be
undertaken well without understanding the
context and starting points. All living people
live in the here-and-now but it took a long

unfolding history to get everything to NOW.
And that history is located in Time-space,
which holds this cosmos together, and which
frames both the past and the present.

ALL LIVING PEOPLE LIVE
IN THE HERE-AND-NOW
BUT IT TOOK A LONG
UNFOLDING HISTORY TO
GET EVERYTHING TO NOW.

The discussion is amplified under the
following headings:
I-Answering Two Objections to History
-Noting Two Weak Arguments in Favor of
Studying History
III-Celebrating the Strong Case for Hustory
IV-The Repentance of Henry Ford: History is
not Bunk
V—=Summary

I-ANSWERING TWO

OBJECTIONS TO HISTORY

One common objection that historians
encounter is the instant put-down that is
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derived from Henry Ford I, the impresario
of the mass automobile. In 1916 he stated
sweepingly: ‘History is bunk’. Actually,
Ford’s original comment was not so well
phrased and it was a journalist who boiled
it down to three unforgettable words.
Nonetheless, this is the phrasing that is
attributed to Ford and it is this dictum
that is often quoted by people wishing to
express their scepticism about the subject.

Well, then, what is the use of History, if it
is only bunk? This rousingly old-fashioned
term, for those who have not come across it
before, is derived from the Dutch bunkum,
meaning rubbish or nonsense.

Inwardly groaning, historians deploy
various tactics in response. One obvious
reaction is to challenge the terms of the
question, in order to make questioners
think again about the implications of their
terminology. To demand an accountant-
style audit of the instant usefulness of every
subject smacks of a very crude model of
education indeed. It implies that people
learn only very specific things, for very
specific purposes. For example, a would-be
voyager to Irance, intending to work in that
country, can readily
identify the utility
the
language.

of learning
French
However, since
no-one can travel
back in time to live
in an earlier era,
it might appear—
following the logic
of ‘immediate
application’—
that studying anything other
than the present-day would
be ‘useless’.

But not so. The ‘immediate
utility’ formula i1s a deeply
flawed proposition. Humans
do not just learn gobbets of
information for an immediate
task at hand. And, much more
fundamentally, the past and the

— CONTINUED —

present are not separated off into separate
time-ghettos. Thus the would-be travellers
who learn the French language are also
learning French history, since the language
was not invented today but has evolved for
centuries into the present. And the same
point applies all round. The would-be
travellers who learn French have not
appeared out of the void but are themselves
historical beings. Their own capacity to
understand language has been nurtured in
the past, and, if they remember and repeat
what they are learning, they are helping to
transmit (and, if needs be, to adapt) a living
language from the past into the future.

Education 1s not ‘ust’ concerned
with teaching specific tasks but it entails
forming and informing the whole person,
for and through the experience of living
through time.

Learning the French language is a
valuable human enterprise, and not just for
people who live in France or who intend
to travel to Irance. Similarly, people learn
about astronomy without journeying in
space, about marine biology without deep-
without

sea about

diving,

genetics
cloning an animal,
about economics
without running
a bank, about
History without
journeying
physically  into
the past, and
so forth. The
human mind can
and does explore
much wider terrain
than does the human body (though
in fact human minds and bodies do
undoubtedly have an impressive
track record in physical exploration
too). Huge amounts of what people
learnis drawn from the past that has
not been forgotten. Furthermore,
humans display great ingenuity
in trying to recover information
about lost languages and departed

civilisations, so that everything possible can
be retained within humanity’s collective
memory banks.

Very well, the critics then sniff; let’s accept
that History has a role. But the second
criticism levelled at the subject is that it is
basic and boring. In other words, if History
1s not meaningless bunk, it is nonetheless
poor fare, consisting of soul-sapping lists of
facts and dates.

Further weary sighs come from historians
when they hear this criticism. It often comes
from people who do not care much for the
subject but who simultaneously complain
that schoolchildren do not know key dates,
usually drawn from their national history.
Perhaps the critics who complain that
History-is-so-boring had the misfortune
to be taught by uninspired teachers who
dictated ‘teacher’s notes’ or who inculcated
the subject as a compendium of data to
be learned by heart. Such pedagogic
styles are best outlawed, although the
information that they intended to convey
is far from irrelevant.

Facts and dates provide some of the basic
building blocks of History as a field of study,
but on their own they have limited meaning,
Take a specific case. It would be impossible
to comprehend 20th-century world history
if given nothing but a list of key dates,
supplemented by information about
(say) population growth rates, economic
resources and church attendance. And even
if further evidence were provided, relating to
(say) the size of armies, the cost of oil, and
comparative literacy levels, this cornucopia
of data would still not furnish nearly enough
clues to reconstruct a century’s worth of
world experience.

On its
knowledge. That great truth cannot be

own, information is not
repeated too often. Having access to
abundant information, whether varnished
or unvarnished, does not in itself mean that
people can make sense of the data.
Charles Dickens long ago satirised the
‘facts and nothing but the facts’ school

of thought. In his novel Hard Times(1), he
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invented the hard-nosed businessman,
Thomas Gradgrind, who believes that
knowledge 1s sub-divided into nuggets
of information. Children should then be
given ‘Facts’ and taught to avoid Fancy—
or any form of independent thought and
imagination. In the Dickens novel, the
Gradgrindian system comes to grief, and so
it does in real life, if attempts are ever made
to found education upon this theory.
People need mental frameworks that are
primed to understand and to assess the
available data and—as often happens—to
challenge and update both the frameworks
and the So the task of

educationalists 1s to help their students

details too.

to develop adaptable and critical minds,
as well as to gain specific expertise in
specific subjects.

Returning to the case of someone first
trying to understand 20th-century world
history, the notional list of key dates and
facts would need to be framed by reading
(say) Eric Hobsbawm’s Age of Extremes: the
Short Twentieth Century (2) or, better still,
by contrasting this study with (say) Mark
Mazower’s Dark Continent (3) or Bernard
Wasserstein’s Barbarism and Civilization (4) on
20th-century Europe, and/or Alexander
Woodside’s Lost Modernities: China, Vietnam,
Korea and the Hazards of World History (5) or
Ramachandra Guha’s India afler Gandhi: the
History of the World’s Largest Democracy (6)—
to name but a few recent overview studies.

Or, better again, students can examine
critically the views and sources that underpin
these historians’ big arguments, as well as
debate all of this material (facts and ideas)
with others. Above all, History students
expect to study for themselves some of the
original sources from the past; and, for their
own independent projects, they are asked to
find new sources and new arguments or to
think of new ways of re-evaluating known
sources to generate new arguments.

Such educational processes are a long,
long way from memorising lists of facts.
It follows therefore that History students’
understanding of the subject cannot be

— CONTINUED —

properly assessed by asking single questions
that require yes/no responses or by offering
multiple-choice questions that have to be
answered by ticking boxes. Such exercises
are memory tests but not ways of evaluating
an understanding of History.

II-NOTING TWO WEAK
ARGUMENTS IN FAVOUR

OF STUDYING HISTORY

Some arguments in favour of studying
History also turn out, on close inspection,
to be disappointingly weak. These do not
need lengthy discussion but may be noted

in passing.

For example, some people semi-concede
the critics’ case by saying things like: “Well,
History is not obviously useful but its study
provides a means of learning useful skills’.

DROPPING
HISTORY AS
A UNIVERSAL
SUBJECT WILL
ONLY INCREASE
ROOTLESSNESS
AMONG YOUNG
PEOPLE.

But that says absolutely nothing about
the content of the subject. Of course, the
ability to analyse a diverse array of often
discrepant data, to provide a reasoned
interpretation of the said data, and to give
areasoned critique of one’s own and other
people’s interpretations are invaluable life-
and work-skills. These are abilities that
History as a field of study is particularly
good at inculcating.  Nevertheless,
the possession of analytical
interpretative skills is not a quality that is

and

exclusivetohistorians. Thechief pointabout
studying History is to study the subject
for the invaluable in-depth analysis and
the
upon the entire human experience—the
component  skills
ingredient of the process but not the

long-term perspective it confers

being an essential
prime justification.

Meanwhile, another variant reply to
‘What is the use of History?’ is often given
in the following form: ‘History is not useful
but it is still worthwhile as a humane subject
of study’. That response says something
but the first phrase is wrong and the
conclusion is far too weak. It implies that
understanding the past and the legacies
of the past is an optional extra within the
educational system, with cultural value for
those who are interested but without any
general relevance. Such reasoning was
behind the recent and highly controversial
decision in Britain to remove History from
the required curriculum for schoolchildren
aged 14-16.

Yet, viewing the subject as an optional
extra, to add cultural gloss, seriously
the foundational
human awareness that is derived from

underrates role for
understanding the past and its legacies.
Dropping History as a universal subject
will only increase rootlessness among young
people. The decision points entirely in the
wrong direction. Instead, educationalists
should be planning for more interesting
and powerful ways of teaching the subject.
Otherwise it risks becoming too fragmented,
including too many miscellaneous skills
sessions, thereby obscuring the big ‘human
story’ and depriving children of a vital
collective resource.

III-CELEBRATING THE

STRONG CASE FOR HISTORY
Much more can be said—not just in
defence of History but in terms of its

positive advocacy. The best response is the
simplest, as noted right at the start of this
conversation. When asked ‘Why History?’
the answer is that History is inescapable.
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Here it should be reiterated that the subject
is being defined broadly. The word ‘History’
in English usage has many applications. It
can refer to ‘the past’; or ‘the study of the
past’; and/or sometimes ‘the meaning(s) of
the past’. In this discussion, History with
a capital H means the academic field of

— CONTINUED —

generation transmits them to the following
one. Sometimes, too, there are mighty
upheavals, which also need to be navigated
and comprehended. And there is loss.
Not every tradition continues unbroken.
But humans can and do learn also from
information about vanished cultures—and

IF EDUCATIONAL SYSTEMS DO
NOT PROVIDE THE STUDY OF HISTORY,
THEN PEOPLE WILL GLEAN SOME
PICTURE OF THE PAST FROM A
MEDLEY OF OTHER RESOURCES.

study; and the subject of such study, the
past, is huge. In practice, of course, people
specialise. The past/present of the globe is
studied by geographers and geologists; the
biological past/present by biologists and
zoologists; the astronomical past/present
by astrophysicists; and so forth.

Among professional historians, the prime
focusis upon the past/present of the human
species, although there are some who are
studying the history of climate and/or the
environmental history of the globe. Indeed,
the boundaries between the specialist
academic subjects are never rigid. So from
a historian’s point of view, much of what is
studied under the rubric of (for example)
Anthropology or Politics or Sociology or
Law can be regarded as specialist sub-sets
of History, which takes as its remit the
whole of the human experience, or any
section of that experience.

Certainly, studying the past in depth
while simultancously reviewing the long-
term past/present of the human species
directs people’s attention to the mixture of
continuities and different forms of change
in human history, including revolution as
well as evolution. Legacies from the past
are preserved but also adapted, as each

from pathways that were not followed.
Understanding all this helps people
to establish a secure footing or ‘location’
within the unfolding saga of time, which
by definition both duration
and change. The metaphor is not one

includes

of fixation, like dropping an anchor or
trying to halt the flow of time. Instead, it
1s the ability to keep a firm footing within
history’s rollercoaster that is so important.
Another way of putting it is to have secure
roots that will allow for continuity but also
for growth and change.

Nothing, indeed, can be more relevant
to successful functioning in the here-and-
now. The immediate moment, known as
the synchronic, is always located within
the long-term unfolding of time: the
diachronic. And the converse is also true.
The long term of history always contributes
to the immediate moment. Hence my twin
maxims, the synchronic is always in the
diachronic. The present moment is always
part of an unfolding long term, which
needs to be understood. And vice versa.
The diachronic is always in the synchronic:
the long term, the past, always contributes
to the immediate moment.

As living creatures, humans have an

instinctive synchro-mesh, that gears people
into the present moment. But, in addition to
that, having a perspective upon longitudinal
time, and history within that, is one of the
strengths of the alert human consciousness.
It may be defined as a parallel process of
diachro-mesh, to coin a new term. On the
strength of that experience, societies and
individuals assess the long-term passage of
events from past to present—and, in many
cases, manage to measure time not just in
terms of nanoseconds but also in terms
of millennia. Humans are exceptional
animals for their ability to think ‘long’ as
well as ‘immediate’; and those abilities
need to be cultivated.

If educational systems do not provide
a systematic grounding in the study of
History, then people will glean some picture
of the past and the role of themselves, their
families, and their significant associations
(which include everything from nations and
religions to local clubs and neighbourhood
networks) from a medley of other
resources—from cultural traditions, from
collective memories, from myths, rumours,
songs, sagas, from political and religious
teachings and customs, from their families,
their friends, and from every form of
human communication from gossip to the
printing press and on to the web.

People do learn, in other words, from a
miscellany of resources that are assimilated
both consciously and unconsciously. But
what is learned may be patchy or confused,
leaving some feeling rootless; or it may
be simplified and partisan, leaving others
feeling embattled or embittered. A good
educational system should help people
to study History more formally, more
systematically,

more accurately,

critically and more longitudinally. By that

more

means, people will have access to a great
human resource, compiled over many
generations, which is the collective set of
studies of the past, and the human story
within that.

Humans do not learn from the past,
people sometimes say. An extraordinary
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remark! People certainly do not learn from
the future. And the present is so fleeting that
everything that is learned in the present
has already passed into the past by the
time it is consolidated. Of course humans
learn from the past—and that is why it
1s studied. History is thus not just about
things ‘long ago and far away—though it
includes that—but it is about all that makes
humanity human—up close and personal.

IV-THE REPENTANCE OF HENRY
FORD: HISTORY IS NOT BUNK
Interestingly, Henry Ford’s dictum that

‘History is bunk’ now itself forms part of
human history. It has remained in circulation
for 90 years since it was first coined. And it
exemplifies a certain no-nonsense approach
of the stereotypical go-ahead businessman,
unwilling to be hide-bound by old ways.
But Ford himself repented. He faced much
derision for his apparent endorsement of
know-nothingism. ‘I did not say it [History]
was bunk’, he elaborated: ‘It was bunk

to me’. Some business

leaders may
perhaps affect History is Bunk.
contempt for
what has gone

before, but the wisest
among them look to the past, to
understand the foundations, as well

as to the future, in order to build.
Indeed, all leaders should reflect
that arbitrary changes, imposed willy-
nilly without any understanding of the
historical context, generally fail. There
are plenty of recent examples as well as
long-ago case-histories to substantiate this
observation. Politicians and generals in Iraq
today—on all sides—should certainly take
heed.

After all, Ford’s pioneering Model T
motor-car did not arrive out of the blue in
1908. He had spent the previous 15 years
testing a variety of horseless carriages.
Furthermore, the Model T relied upon an
advanced steel industry to supply the car’s
novel frame of light steel alloy, as well as the

— CONTINUED —

L

1910 Ford Model T and a 2013 Ford Mustang.

honed skills of the engineers who built the
cars, and the savvy of the oil prospectors
who refined petroleum for fuel, just as Ford’s
own novel design for electrical ignition drew
upon the systematic study of electricity
mitiated in the 18th century, while the
mvention of the wheel was a human staple
dating back some 5,000 years.

It took a lot of human history to create
the automobile.

And the process by no means halted
with Henry Ford I. So the next invention
that followed upon his innovations
provided synchro-mesh gearing for

these new motorised
vehicles—and

that change
itself  occurred
within the

diachro-
mesh process
of shared
adaptations,

major and

minor, that were
7 being developed,
sustained,
transmitted and

HENRY Fogp,

revolutionised  through

time.

Later in life, Henry Ford himself became
a keen collector of early American antique
furniture, as well as of classic automobiles.
In this way, he paid tribute both to his
cultural ancestry and to the cumulative as
well as revolutionary transformations in
human transportation to which he had so
notably contributed.

Moreover, for the
company, there was a further twist in the tale.

Ford automobile

In his old age, the once-radical Henry Ford I
turned into an out-of-touch despot. He failed
to adapt with the changing industry and left
his pioneering business almost bankrupt, to
be saved only by new measures introduced
by his grandson Henry Ford II. Time and
history had the last laugh—outlasting even
fast cars and scoffers at History.

V-SUMMARY

Because humans are rooted in time, people

do by one means or another pick up ideas
about the past and its linkages with the
present, even if these ideas are sketchy or
uninformed or outright mythological. But
it is best to gain access to the ideas and
evidence of History as an integral part of
normal education.

The broad span of human experience,
viewed both in depth and longitudinally
over time, is the subject of History as a field
of study.

Therefore the true question is not: ‘What
is the use or relevance of History?” but
rather: ‘Given that all people are living
histories, how can we all best learn about
the long-unfolding human story in which
all participate?” ¢
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TEXT:

hen in the course of human events, it
becomes necessary for one people to dissolve
the political bands which have connected them
with another, and to assume among the powers of the
carth, the separate and equal station to which the laws
of nature and of nature’s God entitle them, a decent respect to the
opinions of mankind requires that they should declare the causes
which impel them to the separation.
We hold these truths to be self-evident:
That all men are created equal; that they are endowed by their
Creator with certain unalienable rights; that among
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these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness; that, to secure
these rights, governments are instituted among men, deriving their
just powers from the consent of the governed; that whenever any
form of government becomes destructive of these ends, it is the
right of the people to alter or to abolish it, and to institute new
government, laying its foundation on such principles, and organizing
its powers in such form, as to them shall seem most likely to effect
their safety and happiness. Prudence, indeed, will dictate that
governments long established should not be changed for light and
transient causes; and accordingly all experience hath shown that
mankind are more disposed to suffer, while evils are sufferable than
to right themselves by abolishing the forms to which they
are accustomed. But when a long train of abuses and
usurpations, pursuing invariably the same object, evinces
a design to reduce them under absolute despotism, it is
their right, it is their duty, to throw off such government,
and to provide new guards for their future security. Such
has been the patient sufferance of these colonies; and
such is now the necessity which constrains them to alter
their former systems of government. The history of the
present King of Great Britain is a history of repeated
injuries and usurpations, all having in direct object the
establishment of an absolute tyranny over
these states. To prove this, let facts be
submitted to a candid world.

He has refused his assent to laws, the most
wholesome and necessary for the public good.

He has forbidden his governors to pass laws
of immediate and pressing importance, unless
suspended in their operation till his assent should
be obtained; and, when so suspended, he has utterly
neglected to attend to them.

He has refused to pass other laws for the
accommodation of large districts of people,
unless those people would relinquish the right of
representation in the legislature, a right inestimable
to them, and formidable to tyrants only.

He has called together legislative bodies at

oyer Boniony

places unusual uncomfortable, and distant from
the depository of their public records, for the

sole purpose of fatiguing them into compliance
with his measures.
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He has
representative

dissolved

houses
repeatedly, for opposing,
with manly firmness, his
mvasions on the rights
of the people.

He has refused for
a long time, after such
dissolutions, to cause

Painting by Jean Leon Gerome Ferris,
1900, depicting Franklin, Adams,
and Jefferson working on the
Declaration of Independence.

others to be elected;
whereby the legislative
powers, incapable of
annihilation,
returnedtothepeopleatlargefortheir exercise; thestateremaining, in

have

themeantime,exposedtoallthedangersof invasionsfromwithoutand
convulsions within.

He has endeavored to prevent the population of these states; for
that purpose obstructing the laws for naturalization of foreigners;
refusing to pass others to encourage their migration hither, and
raising the conditions of new appropriations of lands.

He has obstructed the administration of justice, by refusing his
assent to laws for establishing judiciary powers.

He has made judges dependent on his will alone, for the tenure of
their offices, and the amount and payment of their salaries.

He has erected a multitude of new offices, and sent hither swarms
of officers to harass our people and eat out their substance.

He has kept among us, in times of peace, standing armies, without
the consent of our legislatures.

He has affected to render the military independent of, and
superior to, the civil power.

He has combined with others to subject us to a jurisdiction foreign
to our Constitution and unacknowledged by our laws, giving his
assent to their acts of pretended legislation:

For quartering large bodies of armed troops among us;

For protecting them, by a mock trial, from punishment for
any murders which they should commit on the inhabitants of
these states;

For cutting off our trade with all parts of the world;

For imposing taxes on us without our consent;

For depriving us, in many cases, of the benefits of trial by jury;

For transporting us beyond seas, to be tried for pretended offenses;

For abolishing the free system of English laws in a neighboring
province, establishing therein an arbitrary government, and
enlarging its boundaries, so as to render it at once an example and fit
instrument for introducing the same absolute rule into these colonies;

For taking away our charters, abolishing our most valuable laws,
and altering fundamentally the forms of our governments;

For suspending our own legislatures, and declaring themselves
invested with power to legislate for us in all cases whatsoever.

— CONTINUED —

He has abdicated government here, by declaring us out of his
protection and waging war against us.

He has plundered our seas, ravaged our coasts, burned our towns,
and destroyed the lives of our people.

He is at this time transporting large armies of foreign
mercenaries to complete the works of death, desolation, and
tyranny already begun with circumstances of cruelty and perfidy
scarcely paralleled in the most barbarous ages, and totally
unworthy the head of a civilized nation.

He has constrained our fellow-citizens, taken captive on the high
seas, to bear arms against their country, to become the executioners
of their friends and brethren, or to fall themselves by their hands.

He has excited domestic insurrection among us, and has
endeavored to bring on the inhabitants of our frontiers the merciless
Indian savages, whose known rule of warfare is an undistinguished
destruction of all ages, sexes, and conditions.

In every stage of these oppressions we have petitioned for
redress in the most humble terms; our repeated petitions have
been answered only by repeated injury. A prince, whose character
1s thus marked by every act which may define a tyrant, is unfit to
be the ruler of a free people.

Nor have we been wanting in our attentions to our British
brethren. We have warned them, from time to time, of attempts by
their legislature to extend an unwarrantable jurisdiction over us.
We have reminded them of the circumstances of our emigration
and settlement here. We have appealed to their native justice
and magnanimity; and we have conjured them, by the ties of
our common kindred, to disavow these usurpations which would
inevitably interrupt our connections and correspondence. They
too, have been deaf to the voice of justice and of consanguinity.
We must, therefore, acquiesce in the necessity which denounces
our separation, and hold them as we hold the rest of mankind,
enemies in war, in peace friends.

We, therefore, the representatives of the United States of
America, in General Congress assembled, appealing to the
Supreme Judge of the world for the rectitude of our intentions,
do, in the name and by the authority of the good people of
these colonies solemnly publish and declare, That these
United Colonies are, and of right ought to be, FREE AND
INDEPENDENT STATES; that they are absolved from all
allegiance to the British crown and that all political connection
between them and the state of Great Britain is, and ought to
be, totally dissolved; and that, as free and independent states, they
have full power to levy war, conclude peace, contract alliances,
establish commerce, and do all other acts and things which
independent states may of right do. And for the support of this
declaration, with a firm reliance on the protection of Divine
Providence, we mutually pledge to each other our lives, our
fortunes, and our sacred honor.” &
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The period for a new election of a citizen ¢ administer the
executive government of the United States being not far
distant, and the time actually arrived when your thoughts must
be employed in designating the person who is to be clothed
with that important trust, it appears to me proper, especially
as it may conduce to a more distinct expression of the public
voice, that I should now apprise you of the resolution I have
formed, to decline being considered among the number of
those out of whom a choice is to be made.

I beg you, at the same time, to do me the justice to
be assured that this resolution has not been taken
without a strict regard to all the considerations
appertaining to the relation which binds a
dutiful citizen to his country; and that in
withdrawing the tender of service, which
silence in my situation might imply, I
am influenced by no diminution of zeal
for your future interest, no deficiency of
grateful respect for your past kindness, but
am supported by a full conviction that the
step 1s compatible with both.

The acceptance of, and continuance hitherto
in, the office to which your suffrages have
twice called me have been a uniform sacrifice
of inclination to the opinion of duty and to a deference for
what appeared to be your desire. I constantly hoped that it
would have been much earlier in my power, consistently with
motives which I was not at liberty to disregard, to return to
that retirement from which I had been reluctantly drawn.
The strength of my inclination to do this, previous to the last
election, had even led to the preparation of an address to
declare it to you; but mature reflection on the then perplexed
and critical posture of our affairs with foreign nations, and
the unanimous advice of persons entitled to my confidence,
impelled me to abandon the idea.

I rejoice that the state of your concerns, external as well
as internal, no longer renders the pursuit of inclination
incompatible with the sentiment of duty or propriety, and
am persuaded, whatever partiality may be retained for my
services, that, in the present circumstances of our country,

FORGE WASHINGT on

you will not disapprove my determination to retire.

The impressions with which I first undertook the arduous
trust were explained on the proper occasion. In the discharge
of this trust, I will only say that I have, with good intentions,
contributed towards the organization and administration of
the government the best exertions of which a very fallible
judgment was capable. Not unconscious in the outset of the
inferiority of my qualifications, experience in my own eyes,
perhaps still more in the eyes of others, has strengthened the
motives to diffidence of myself; and every day the increasing
weight of years admonishes me more and more that the

shade of retirement is as necessary to me as it will be
welcome. Satisfied that if any circumstances have
given peculiar value to my services, they were
temporary, I have the consolation to believe
that, while choice and prudence invite me to
quit the political scene, patriotism does not
forbid it.

In looking forward to the moment which
is intended to terminate the career of my
public life, my feelings do not permit me

to suspend the deep acknowledgment of

that debt of gratitude which I owe to my
beloved country for the many honors it has
conferred upon me; still more for the steadfast
confidence with which it has supported me;
and for the opportunities I have thence enjoyed of manifesting
my inviolable attachment, by services faithful and persevering,
though in usefulness unequal to my zeal. If benefits have
resulted to our country from these services, let it always be
remembered to your praise, and as an instructive example in
our annals, that under circumstances in which the passions,
agitated in every direction, were liable to mislead, amidst
appearances sometimes dubious, vicissitudes of fortune
often discouraging, in situations in which not unfrequently
want of success has countenanced the spirit of criticism,
the constancy of your support was the essential prop of the
efforts, and a guarantee of the plans by which they were
effected. Profoundly penetrated with this idea, I shall carry it
with me to my grave, as a strong incitement to unceasing vows
that heaven may continue to you the choicest tokens of its
beneficence; that your union and brotherly affection may be
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perpetual; that the free Constitution, which is the work of your
hands, may be sacredly maintained; that its administration in
every department may be stamped with wisdom and virtue;
that, in fine, the happiness of the people of these States, under
the auspices of liberty, may be made complete by so careful
a preservation and so prudent a use of this blessing as will
acquire to them the glory of recommending it to the applause,
the affection, and adoption of every nation which is yet a
stranger to it.

Here, perhaps, I ought to stop. But a solicitude for
your welfare, which cannot end but with my life, and the
apprehension of danger, natural to that solicitude, urge
me, on an occasion like the present, to offer to your solemn
contemplation, and to recommend to your frequent review,
some sentiments which are the result of much reflection,
of no inconsiderable observation, and which appear to me
all-important to the permanency of your felicity as a people.
These will be offered to you with the more freedom, as you
can only see in them the disinterested warnings of a parting
friend, who can possibly have no personal motive to bias his
counsel. Nor can I forget, as an encouragement to it, your
indulgent reception of my sentiments on a former and not
dissimilar occasion.

Interwoven as is the love of liberty with every ligament
of your hearts, no recommendation of mine is necessary to
fortify or confirm the attachment.

The unity of government which constitutes you one people
is also now dear to you. It is justly so, for it is a main pillar
in the edifice of your real independence, the support of
your tranquility at home, your peace abroad; of your safety;
of your prosperity; of that very liberty which you so highly
prize. But as it is easy to foresee that, from different causes
and from different quarters, much pains will be taken, many
artifices employed to weaken in your minds the conviction of
this truth; as this is the point in your political fortress against
which the batteries of internal and external enemies will
be most constantly and actively (though often covertly and
insidiously) directed, it is of infinite moment that you should
properly estimate the immense value of your national union
to your collective and individual happiness; that you should
cherish a cordial, habitual, and immovable attachment to
it; accustoming yourselves to think and speak of it as of the
palladium of your political safety and prosperity; watching
for its preservation with jealous anxiety; discountenancing
whatever may suggest even a suspicion that it can in any
event be abandoned; and indignantly frowning upon the
first dawning of every attempt to alienate any portion of our
country from the rest, or to enfeeble the sacred ties which now

link together the various parts.

For this you have every inducement of sympathy and
interest. Citizens, by birth or choice, of a common country, that
country has a right to concentrate your affections. The name
of American, which belongs to you in your national capacity,
must always exalt the just pride of patriotism more than any
appellation derived from local discriminations. With slight
shades of difference, you have the same religion, manners,
habits, and political principles. You have in a common cause
fought and triumphed together; the independence and liberty
you possess are the work of joint counsels, and joint efforts of
common dangers, sufferings, and successes.

But these considerations, however powerfully they address
themselves to your sensibility, are greatly outweighed by those
which apply more immediately to your interest. Here every
portion of our country finds the most commanding motives
for carefully guarding and preserving the union of the whole.

The North, in an unrestrained intercourse with the South,
protected by the equal laws of a common government, finds
in the productions of the latter great additional resources
of maritime and commercial enterprise and precious
materials of manufacturing industry. The South, in the same
intercourse, benefiting by the agency of the North, sees its
agriculture grow and its commerce expand. Turning partly
into its own channels the seamen of the North, it finds its
particular navigation invigorated; and, while it contributes,
in different ways, to nourish and increase the general mass
of the national navigation, it looks forward to the protection
of a maritime strength, to which itself is unequally adapted.
The East, in a like intercourse with the West, already
finds, and in the progressive improvement of interior
communications by land and water, will more and more find
a valuable vent for the commodities which it brings from
abroad, or manufactures at home. The West derives from the
East supplies requisite to its growth and comfort, and, what
is perhaps of still greater consequence, it must of necessity
owe the secure enjoyment of indispensable outlets for its own
productions to the weight, influence, and the future maritime
strength of the Atlantic side of the Union, directed by an
indissoluble community of interest as one nation. Any other
tenure by which the West can hold this essential advantage,
whether derived from its own separate strength, or from an
apostate and unnatural connection with any foreign power,
must be intrinsically precarious.

While, then, every part of our country thus feels an immediate
and particular interest in union, all the parts combined cannot
fail to find in the united mass of means and efforts greater
strength, greater resource, proportionably greater security from
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external danger, a less frequent interruption of their peace by
foreign nations; and, what 1s of inestimable value, they must
derive from union an exemption from those broils and wars
between themselves, which so frequently afflict neighboring
countries not tied together by the same governments, which
their own rival ships alone would be sufficient to produce, but
which opposite foreign alliances, attachments, and intrigues
would stimulate and embitter. Hence, likewise, they will avoid
the necessity of those overgrown military establishments which,
under any form of government, are inauspicious to liberty, and
which are to be regarded as particularly hostile to republican
liberty. In this sense it is that your union ought to be considered
as a main prop of your liberty, and that the love of the one
ought to endear to you the preservation of the other.

These considerations speak a persuasive language to every
reflecting and virtuous mind, and exhibit the continuance of
the Union as a primary object of patriotic desire. Is there a
doubt whether a common government can embrace so large a
sphere? Let experience solve it. To listen to mere speculation
in such a case were criminal. We are authorized to hope that
a proper organization of the whole with the auxiliary agency
of governments for the respective subdivisions, will afford
a happy issue to the experiment. It is well worth a fair and
full experiment. With such powerful and obvious motives to
union, affecting all parts of our country, while experience shall
not have demonstrated its impracticability, there will always be
reason to distrust the patriotism of those who in any quarter
may endeavor to weaken its bands.

In contemplating the causes which may disturb our Union,
it occurs as matter of serious concern that any ground should
have been furnished for characterizing parties by geographical
discriminations, Northern and Southern, Atlantic and Western;
whence designing men may endeavor to excite a belief that
there 1s a real difference of local interests and views. One of
the expedients of party to acquire influence within particular
districts is to misrepresent the opinions and aims of other
districts. You cannot shield yourselves too much against
the jealousies and heartburnings which spring from these
misrepresentations; they tend to render alien to each other
those who ought to be bound together by fraternal affection.
The mhabitants of our Western country have lately had a useful
lesson on this head; they have seen, in the negotiation by the
Executive, and in the unanimous ratification by the Senate, of
the treaty with Spain, and in the universal satisfaction at that
event, throughout the United States, a decisive proof how
unfounded were the suspicions propagated among them of a
policy in the General Government and in the Atlantic States
unfriendly to their interests in regard to the Mississippi; they

have been witnesses to the formation of two treaties, that with
Great Britain, and that with Spain, which secure to them
everything they could desire, in respect to our foreign relations,
towards confirming their prosperity. Will it not be their wisdom
to rely for the preservation of these advantages on the Union by
which they were procured ? Will they not henceforth be deaf
to those advisers, if such there are, who would sever them from
their brethren and connect them with aliens?

Totheefficacyand permanency of your Union, a government
for the whole is indispensable. No alliance, however strict,
between the parts can be an adequate substitute; they must
inevitably experience the infractions and interruptions which
all alliances in all times have experienced. Sensible of this
momentous truth, you have improved upon your first essay, by
the adoption of a constitution of government better calculated
than your former for an intimate union, and for the efficacious
management of your common concerns. This government,
the offspring of our own choice, uninfluenced and unawed,
adopted upon full investigation and mature deliberation,
completely free in its principles, in the distribution of its
powers, uniting security with energy, and containing within
itself a provision for its own amendment, has a just claim to
your confidence and your support. Respect for its authority,
compliance with its laws, acquiescence in its measures, are
duties enjoined by the fundamental maxims of true liberty.
The basis of our political systems is the right of the people
to make and to alter their constitutions of government. But
the Constitution which at any time exists, till changed by an
explicit and authentic act of the whole people, is sacredly
obligatory upon all. The very idea of the power and the right
of the people to establish government presupposes the duty of
every individual to obey the established government.

All obstructions
combinations and associations, under whatever plausible
character, with the real design to direct, control, counteract,
or awe the regular deliberation and action of the constituted
authorities, are destructive of this fundamental principle, and
of fatal tendency. They serve to organize faction, to give it an

to the execution of the laws, all

artificial and extraordinary force; to put, in the place of the
delegated will of the nation the will of a party, often a small
but artful and enterprising minority of the community; and,
according to the alternate triumphs of different parties, to
make the public administration the mirror of the ill-concerted
and incongruous projects of faction, rather than the organ of
consistent and wholesome plans digested by common counsels
and modified by mutual interests.

However combinations or associations of the above
description may now and then answer popular ends, they
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are likely, in the course of time and things, to become potent
engines, by which cunning, ambitious, and unprincipled men
will be enabled to subvert the power of the people and to usurp
for themselves the reins of government, destroying afterwards
the very engines which have lifted them to unjust dominion.

Towards the preservation of your government, and the
permanency of your present happy state, it is requisite, not
only that you steadily discountenance irregular oppositions to
its acknowledged authority, but also that you resist with care
the spirit of innovation upon its principles, however specious
the pretexts. One method of assault may be to effect, in the
forms of the Constitution, alterations which will impair the
energy of the system, and thus to undermine what cannot be
directly overthrown. In all the changes to which you may be
invited, remember that time and habit are at least as necessary
to fix the true character of governments as of other human
nstitutions; that experience is the surest standard by which to
test the real tendency of the existing constitution of a country;
that facility in changes, upon the credit of mere hypothesis
and opinion, exposes to perpetual change, from the endless
variety of hypothesis and opinion; and remember, especially,
that for the efficient management of your common interests,
in a country so extensive as ours, a government of as much
vigor as is consistent with the perfect security of liberty is
indispensable. Liberty itself will find in such a government, with
powers properly distributed and adjusted, its surest guardian.
It 15, indeed, little else than a name, where the government 1s
too feeble to withstand the enterprises of faction, to confine
each member of the society within the limits prescribed by the
laws, and to maintain all in the secure and tranquil enjoyment
of the rights of person and property.

I have already intimated to you the danger of parties in
the State, with particular reference to the founding of them
on geographical discriminations. Let me now take a more
comprehensive view, and warn you in the most solemn manner
against the baneful effects of the spirit of party generally.

This spirit, unfortunately, is inseparable from our nature,
having its root in the strongest passions of the human mind.
It exists under different shapes in all governments, more
or less stifled, controlled, or repressed; but, in those of the
popular form, it is seen in its greatest rankness, and is truly
their worst enemy.

The alternate domination of one faction over another,
sharpened by the spirit of revenge, natural to party dissension,
which in different ages and countries has perpetrated the most
horrid enormities, is itself a frightful despotism. But this leads
at length to a more formal and permanent despotism. The
disorders and miseries which result gradually incline the minds

of men to seek security and repose in the absolute power of
an individual; and sooner or later the chief of some prevailing
faction, more able or more fortunate than his competitors,
turns this disposition to the purposes of his own elevation, on
the ruins of public liberty.

Without looking forward to an extremity of this kind (which
nevertheless ought not to be entirely out of sight), the common
and continual mischiefs of the spirit of party are sufficient to
make it the interest and duty of a wise people to discourage
and restrain it.

It serves always to distract the public councils and enfeeble
the public administration. It agitates the community with
ill-founded jealousies and false alarms, kindles the animosity
of one part against another, foments occasionally riot and
insurrection. It opens the door to foreign influence and
corruption, which finds a facilitated access to the government
itself through the channels of party passions. Thus the policy
and the will of one country are subjected to the policy and
will of another.

There is an opinion that parties in free countries are useful
checks upon the administration of the government and serve
to keep alive the spirit of liberty. This within certain limits is
probably true; and in governments of a monarchical cast,
patriotism may look with indulgence, if not with favor, upon
the spirit of party. But in those of the popular character, in
governments purely elective, it is a spirit not to be encouraged.
From their natural tendency, it is certain there will always be
enough of that spirit for every salutary purpose. And there
being constant danger of excess, the effort ought to be by force
of public opinion, to mitigate and assuage it. A fire not to be
quenched, it demands a uniform vigilance to preventits bursting
into a flame, lest, instead of warming, it should consume.

It 1s important, likewise, that the habits of thinking in a
free country should inspire caution in those entrusted with its
administration, to confine themselves within their respective
constitutional spheres, avoiding in the exercise of the powers
of one department to encroach upon another. The spirit
of encroachment tends to consolidate the powers of all the
departments in one, and thus to create, whatever the form
of government, a real despotism. A just estimate of that love
of power, and proneness to abuse it, which predominates in
the human heart, is sufficient to satisfy us of the truth of this
position. The necessity of reciprocal checks in the exercise of
political power, by dividing and distributing it into different
depositaries, and constituting each the guardian of the
public weal against invasions by the others, has been evinced
by experiments ancient and modern; some of them in our
country and under our own eyes. To preserve them must be as

11001

2 AMERICAN HERI'TAGE SOCIETY ©2013 | fourscoremake bistory | www.4score.org

13


http://www.ahsociety.org
http://www.4score.org

DOCUMENT

ON HISTORY

WASHINGTON’S FAREWELL ADDRESS
— CONTINUED —

necessary as to institute them. If, in the opinion of the people,
the distribution or modification of the constitutional powers be
in any particular wrong; let it be corrected by an amendment
in the way which the Constitution designates. But let there
be no change by usurpation; for though this, in one instance,
may be the instrument of good, it is the customary weapon by
which free governments are destroyed. The precedent must
always greatly overbalance in permanent evil any partial or
transient benefit, which the use can at any time yield.

Of all the dispositions and habits which lead to political
prosperity, religion and morality are indispensable supports.
In vain would that man claim the tribute of patriotism, who
should labor to subvert these great pillars of human happiness,
these firmest props of the duties of men and citizens. The mere
politician, equally with the pious man, ought to respect and to
cherish them. A volume could not trace all their connections
with private and public felicity. Let it simply be asked: Where 1s
the security for property, for reputation, for life, if the sense of
religious obligation desert the oaths which are the instruments
of investigation in courts of justice ? And let us with caution
indulge the supposition that morality can be maintained
without religion. Whatever may be conceded to the influence
of refined education on minds of peculiar structure, reason and
experience both forbid us to expect that national morality can
prevail in exclusion of religious principle.

It is substantially true that virtue or morality is a necessary
spring of popular government. The rule, indeed, extends with
more or less force to every species of free government. Who
that is a sincere friend to it can look with indifference upon
attempts to shake the foundation of the fabric?

Promote then, as an object of primary importance,
mstitutions for the general diffusion of knowledge. In
proportion as the structure of a government gives force to
public opinion, it is essential that public opinion should
be enlightened.

As a very important source of strength and security, cherish
public credit. One method of preservingitisto useitas sparingly
as possible, avoiding occasions of expense by cultivating peace,
but remembering also that timely disbursements to prepare
for danger frequently prevent much greater disbursements to
repel it, avoiding likewise the accumulation of debt, not only
by shunning occasions of expense, but by vigorous exertion
in time of peace to discharge the debts which unavoidable
wars may have occasioned, not ungenerously throwing upon
posterity the burden which we ourselves ought to bear. The
execution of these maxims belongs to your representatives,
but it is necessary that public opinion should co-operate. To
facilitate to them the performance of their duty; it is essential

that you should practically bear in mind that towards the
payment of debts there must be revenue; that to have revenue
there must be taxes; that no taxes can be devised which are not
more or less inconvenient and unpleasant; that the intrinsic
embarrassment, inseparable from the selection of the proper
objects (which is always a choice of difficulties), ought to be a
decisive motive for a candid construction of the conduct of
the government in making it, and for a spirit of acquiescence
in the measures for obtaining revenue, which the public
exigencies may at any time dictate.

Observe good faith and justice towards all nations; cultivate
peace and harmony with all. Religion and morality enjoin
this conduct; and can it be, that good policy does not equally
enjoin it - It will be worthy of a free, enlightened, and at
no distant period, a great nation, to give to mankind the
magnanimous and too novel example of a people always
guided by an exalted justice and benevolence. Who can doubt
that, in the course of time and things, the fruits of such a plan
would richly repay any temporary advantages which might be
lost by a steady adherence to it ? Can it be that Providence
has not connected the permanent felicity of a nation with its
virtue ? The experiment, at least, is recommended by every
sentiment which ennobles human nature. Alas! is it rendered
impossible by its vices?

In the execution of such a plan, nothing is more essential
than that permanent, inveterate antipathies against particular
nations, and passionate attachments for others, should be
excluded; and that, in place of them, just and amicable
feelings towards all should be cultivated. The nation which
indulges towards another a habitual hatred or a habitual
fondness is in some degree a slave. It is a slave to its animosity
or to its affection, either of which is sufficient to lead it astray
from its duty and its interest. Antipathy in one nation against
another disposes each more readily to offer insult and injury,
to lay hold of slight causes of umbrage, and to be haughty and
intractable, when accidental or trifling occasions of dispute
occur. Hence, frequent collisions, obstinate, envenomed,
and bloody contests. The nation, prompted by ill-will and
resentment, sometimes impels to war the government,
contrary to the best calculations of policy. The government
sometimes participates in the national propensity, and adopts
through passion what reason would reject; at other times it
makes the animosity of the nation subservient to projects of
hostility instigated by pride, ambition, and other sinister and
pernicious motives. The peace often, sometimes perhaps the
liberty, of nations, has been the victim.

So likewise, a passionate attachment of one nation for
another produces a variety of evils. Sympathy for the favorite
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nation, facilitating the illusion of an imaginary common
interest in cases where no real common interest exists, and
infusing into one the enmities of the other, betrays the former
into a participation in the quarrels and wars of the latter
without adequate inducement or justification. It leads also
to concessions to the favorite nation of privileges denied to
others which is apt doubly to injure the nation making the
concessions; by unnecessarily parting with what ought to
have been retained, and by exciting jealousy, ill-will, and
a disposition to retaliate, in the parties from whom equal
privileges are withheld. And it gives to ambitious, corrupted,
or deluded citizens (who devote themselves to the favorite
nation), facility to betray or sacrifice the interests of their own
country, without odium, sometimes even with popularity;
gilding, with the appearances of a virtuous sense of obligation,
a commendable deference for public opinion, or a laudable
zeal for public good, the base or foolish compliances of
ambition, corruption, or infatuation.

As avenues to foreign influence in innumerable ways, such
attachments are particularly alarming to the truly enlightened
and independent patriot. How many opportunities do they
afford to tamper with domestic factions, to practice the arts
of seduction, to mislead public opinion, to influence or awe
the public councils. Such an attachment of a small or weak
towards a great and powerful nation dooms the former to be
the satellite of the latter.

Against the insidious wiles of foreign influence (I conjure
you to believe me, fellow-citizens) the jealousy of a free people
ought to be constantly awake, since history and experience
prove that foreign influence is one of the most baneful foes of
republican government. But that jealousy to be useful must be
impartial; else it becomes the instrument of the very influence
to be avoided, instead of a defense against it. Excessive
partiality for one foreign nation and excessive dislike of another
cause those whom they actuate to see danger only on one side,
and serve to veil and even second the arts of influence on the
other. Real patriots who may resist the intrigues of the favorite
are liable to become suspected and odious, while its tools and
dupes usurp the applause and confidence of the people, to
surrender their interests.

The great rule of conduct for us in regard to foreign nations
1s in extending our commercial relations, to have with them as
little political connection as possible. So far as we have already
formed engagements, let them be fulfilled with perfect good
faith. Here let us stop. Europe has a set of primary interests
which to us have none; or a very remote relation. Hence she
must be engaged in frequent controversies, the causes of which
are essentially foreign to our concerns. Hence, therefore, it

must be unwise in us to implicate ourselves by artificial ties
in the ordinary vicissitudes of her politics, or the ordinary
combinations and collisions of her friendships or enmities.

Our detached and distant situation invites and enables us to
pursue a different course. If we remain one people under an
efficient government. the period is not far off when we may defy
material injury from external annoyance; when we may take
such an attitude as will cause the neutrality we may at any time
resolve upon to be scrupulously respected; when belligerent
nations, under the impossibility of making acquisitions upon
us, will not lightly hazard the giving us provocation; when we
may choose peace or war, as our interest, guided by justice,
shall counsel.

Why forego the advantages of so peculiar a situation?
Why quit our own to stand upon foreign ground? Why, by
interweaving our destiny with that of any part of Europe,
entangle our peace and prosperity in the toils of European
ambition, rivalship, interest, humor or caprice?

It 1s our true policy to steer clear of permanent alliances
with any portion of the foreign world; so far, I mean, as we are
now at liberty to do it; for let me not be understood as capable
of patronizing infidelity to existing engagements. I hold the
maxim no less applicable to public than to private affairs, that
honesty is always the best policy. I repeat it, therefore, let those
engagements be observed in their genuine sense. But, in my
opinion, it is unnecessary and would be unwise to extend them.

Taking care always to keep ourselves by suitable establishments
on a respectable defensive posture, we may safely trust to
temporary alliances for extraordinary emergencies.
liberal
recommended by policy, humanity, and interest. But even

Harmony, intercourse with all nations, are
our commercial policy should hold an equal and impartial
hand; neither seeking nor granting exclusive favors or
preferences; consulting the natural course of things; diffusing
and diversifying by gentle means the streams of commerce,
but forcing nothing; establishing (with powers so disposed,
in order to give trade a stable course, to define the rights of
our merchants, and to enable the government to support
them) conventional rules of intercourse, the best that present
circumstances and mutual opinion will permit, but temporary,
and liable to be from time to time abandoned or varied, as
experience and circumstances shall dictate; constantly keeping
in view that it 1s folly in one nation to look for disinterested
favors from another; that it must pay with a portion of its
independence for whatever it may accept under that character;
that, by such acceptance, it may place itself in the condition of
having given equivalents for nominal favors, and yet of being
reproached with ingratitude for not giving more. There can be
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no greater error than to expect or calculate upon real favors
from nation to nation. It is an illusion, which experience must
cure, which a just pride ought to discard.

In offering to you, my countrymen, these counsels of an
old and affectionate friend, I dare not hope they will make
the strong and lasting impression I could wish; that they will
control the usual current of the passions, or prevent our nation

from running the course which has hitherto marked the destiny
of nations. But, if T may even flatter myself that they may
be productive of some partial benefit, some occasional good;
that they may now and then recur to moderate the fury of
party spirit, to warn against the mischiefs of foreign intrigue,
to guard against the impostures of pretended patriotism;
this hope will be a full recompense for the solicitude for your
welfare, by which they have been dictated.

How far in the discharge of my official duties I have been
guided by the principles which have been delineated, the
public records and other evidences of my conduct must
witness to you and to the world. To myself, the assurance of
my own conscience is, that I have at least believed myself to
be guided by them.

In relation to the still subsisting war in Europe, my
proclamation of the twenty-second of April, 1793, is the index
of my plan. Sanctioned by your approving voice, and by that
of your representatives in both houses of Congress, the spirit
of that measure has continually governed me, uninfluenced by
any attempts to deter or divert me from it.

After deliberate examination, with the aid of the best lights
I could obtain, I was well satisfied that our country, under all
the circumstances of the case, had a right to take, and was
bound in duty and interest to take, a neutral position. Having

taken it, I determined, as far as should depend upon me, to
maintain it, with moderation, perseverance, and firmness.

The considerations which respect the right to hold this
conduct, itis not necessary on this occasion to detail. I will only
observe that, according to my understanding of the matter,
that right, so far from being denied by any of the belligerent
powers, has been virtually admitted by all.

The duty of holding a neutral conduct may
be inferred, without anything more, from
the obligation which justice and humanity
Impose on every nation, in cases in which it is
free to act, to maintain inviolate the relations
of peace and amity towards other nations.

The inducements of interest for observing
that conduct will best be referred to your
own reflections and experience. With me a
predominant motive has been to endeavor to
gain time to our country to settle and mature
its yet recent institutions, and to progress
without interruption to that degree of
strength and consistency which is necessary
to give it, humanly speaking, the command
of its own fortunes.

Though, in reviewing the incidents of
my administration, I am unconscious of intentional error,
I am nevertheless too sensible of my defects not to think it
probable that I may have committed many errors. Whatever
they may be, I fervently beseech the Almighty to avert or
mitigate the evils to which they may tend. I shall also carry
with me the hope that my country will never cease to view
them with indulgence; and that, after forty five years of my
life dedicated to its service with an upright zeal, the faults of
incompetent abilities will be consigned to oblivion, as myself
must soon be to the mansions of rest.

Relying on its kindness in this as in other things, and
actuated by that fervent love towards it, which is so natural
to a man who views in it the native soil of himself and his
progenitors for several generations, I anticipate with pleasing
expectation that retreat in which I promise myself to realize,
without alloy, the sweet enjoyment of partaking, in the midst
of my fellow-citizens, the benign influence of good laws
under a free government, the ever-favorite object of my
heart, and the happy reward, as I trust, of our mutual cares,
labors, and dangers.

G Nt
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ourscore and seven
years ago our fathers brought
forth on this continent a new
nation, conceived in liberty and
dedicated to the proposition that all men
are created equal. Now we are engaged
in a great civil war, testing whether that
nation or any nation so conceived and so
dedicated can long endure. We are met
on a great battlefield of that war. We have
come to dedicate a portion of that field
as a final resting-place for those who here
gave their lives that that nation might live.
It is altogether fitting and proper that we
should do this. But in a larger sense, we
cannot dedicate, we cannot consecrate,
we cannot hallow this ground. The brave
men, living and dead who struggled here
have consecrated it far above our poor
power to add or detract. The world will
little note nor long remember what we
say here, but it can never forget what they
did here. It is for us the living rather to
be dedicated here to the unfinished work
which they who fought here have thus far
so nobly advanced. It is rather for us to be
here dedicated to the great task remaining
before us--that from these honored dead
we take increased devotion to that cause
for which they gave the last full measure of
devotion--that we here highly resolve that
these dead shall not have died in vain, that
this nation under God shall have a new
birth of freedom, and that government of
the people, by the people, for the people
shall not perish from the earth. @

Fust page of John Hay’s draft of the Gettysburg
Address, in Abraham Lincoln’s  handwriting  and
with his corrections, lefl..
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My Fellow Americans:

I come before you tonight

as a candidate for the Vice
Presidency and as a man whose
honesty and integrity have
been questioned.

The usual political thing
to do when charges are made
against you is to either ignore them or
to deny them without giving details.

I believe we’ve had enough of that
in the United States, particularly
with the present Administration in
Washington, D.C. To me the office of the
Vice Presidency of the United States
is a great office and I feel that the
people have got to have confidence in the
integrity of the men who run for that
office and who might obtain it.

I have a theory, too, that the best
and only answer to a smear or to an
honest misunderstanding of the facts is
to tell the truth. And that’s why I’m
here tonight.
of the case.

I am sure that you have read the
charge and you’ve heard that I, Senator
Nixon, took $18,000 from a group of
my supporters.

Now, was that wrong? And let me
say that it was wrong—I’m saying,
incidentally, that it was wrong and
not just illegal. Because it isn’t a
question of whether it was legal or
illegal, that isn’t enough. The question
is, was it morally wrong?

I want to tell you my side

I say that it was morally wrong if any
of that $18,000 went to Senator Nixon

for my personal use. I say
that it was morally wrong
if it was secretly given and
secretly handled. And I say
that it was morally wrong
if any of the contributors

YUQHARDRA thON / got special favors for the

contributions that they made.
And now to answer those
questions let me say this:

Not one cent of the $18,000 or any
other money of that type ever went to me
for my personal use. Every penny of it
was used to pay for political expenses
that I did not think should be charged
to the taxpayers of the United States.

It was not a secret fund. As a matter
of fact, when I was on “Meet the Press,”
some of you may have seen it last
Sunday—Peter Edson came up to me after
the program and he said, “Dick, what
about this fund we hear about?” And I
said, “Well, there’s no secret about it.
Go out and see Dana Smith, who was the
administrator of the fund.”

And I gave him his address, and I
said that you will find that the purpose
of the fund simply was to defray
political expenses that I did not feel
should be charged to the Government.

And third, let me point out, and I
want to make this particularly clear,
that no contributor to this fund, no
contributor to any of my campaign,
has ever received any consideration
that he would not have received as an
ordinary constituent.

I just don’t believe in that and I
can say that never, while I have been
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in the Senate of the
United States, as far ‘

as the people that
contributed to this .1

fund are concerned,
have I made a telephone
call for them to an :
agency, or have I gone ]
down to an agency in ]
their behalf. And

the records will show
that, the records
which are in the hands
of the Administration.

But then some of you
will say and rightly, “Well, what did
you use the fund for, Senator? Why did
you have to have it?”

Let me tell you in just a word how a
Senate office operates. First of all, a
Senator gets $15,000 a year in salary.
He gets enough money to pay for one
trip a year, a round trip that is, for
himself and his family between his home
and Washington, D.C.

And then he gets an allowance to
handle the people that work in his
office, to handle his mail. And the
allowance for my State of California is
enough to hire thirteen people.

And let me say, incidentally, that
that allowance is not paid to the
Senator—it’s paid directly to the
individuals that the Senator puts on
his payroll, but all of these people
and all of these allowances are for
strictly official business. Business, for
example, when a constituent writes in
and wants you to go down to the Veterans
Administration and get some information
about his GI policy. Items of that type
for example.

But there are other expenses which
are not covered by the Government. And
I think I can best discuss those

Senator Richard Nixon delivers
the Checkers’ speech.

expenses by asking you
some questions.

Do you think that
when I or any other
Senator makes a
political speech, has
it printed, should
charge the printing
of that speech and the
mailing of that speech
to the taxpayers? Do
you think, for example,
when I or any other
Senator makes a trip
to his home state to
make a purely political speech that the
cost of that trip should be charged
to the taxpayers? Do you think when a
Senator makes political broadcasts or
political television broadcasts, radio
or television, that the expense of
those broadcasts should be charged
to the taxpayers?

Well, I know what your answer is. It
is the same answer that audiences give
me whenever I discuss this particular
problem. The answer is, “no.” The
taxpayers shouldn’t be required to
finance items which are not official
business but which are primarily
political business.

But then the question arises, you
say, “Well, how do you pay for these
and how can you do it legally?” And
there are several ways that it can be
done, incidentally, and that it is done
legally in the United States Senate and
in the Congress.

The first way is to be a rich man.

I don’t happen to be a rich man so I
couldn’t use that one.

Another way that is used is to put
your wife on the payroll. Let me say,
incidentally, my opponent, my opposite
number for the Vice Presidency on the
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Democratic ticket, does have his wife on
the payroll. And has had her on
his payroll for the ten years—the
past ten years.

Now just let me say this. That’s his
business and I’m not critical of him
for doing that. You will have to pass
judgment on that particular point. But
I have never done that for this reason.
I have found that there are so many
deserving stenographers and secretaries
in Washington that needed the work that
I just didn’t feel it was right to put
my wife on the payroll.

My wife’s sitting over here. She’s
a wonderful stenographer. She used to
teach stenography and she used to teach
shorthand in high
school. That was
when I met her.
And I can tell you
folks that she’s
worked many hours
at night and many
hours on Saturdays
and Sundays in my
office and she’s
done a fine job.
And I’m proud to
say tonight that in the six years I’ve
been in the House and the Senate of the
United States, Pat Nixon has never been
on the Government payroll.

There are other ways that these

I just

finances can be taken care of. Some
who are lawyers, and I happen to be a
lawyer, continue to practice law. But I

been able to do that. I’m so far
away from California that I’ve been so
busy with my Senatorial work that I have
not engaged in any legal practice.

And also as far as law practice is
concerned, it seemed to me that the
relationship between an attorney and the
client was 80 personal that you couldn’t

haven’t

feel it was right
to put my wife
on the payroll.

possibly represent a man as an attorney
and then have an unbiased view when he
presented his case to you in the event
that he had one before the Government.

And so I felt that the best way
to handle these necessary political
expenses of getting my message to the
American people and the speeches I made,
the speeches that I had printed, for the
most part, concerned this one message—
of exposing this Administration, the
communism in it, the corruption in it—
the only way that I could do that was to
accept the aid which people in my home
state of California who contributed to
my campaign and who continued to make
these contributions after I was elected
were glad to make.

And let me say
I am proud of the
fact that not one
of them has ever
asked me for a
special favor. I’m
proud of the fact
that not one of
them has ever asked
me to vote on a
bill other than as
my own conscience would dictate. And I
am proud of the fact that the taxpayers
by subterfuge or otherwise have never
paid one dime for expenses which I
thought were political and shouldn’t be
charged to the taxpayers.

Let me say, incidentally, that some
of you may say, “Well, that’s all right,
Senator; that’s your explanation, but
have you got any proof?”

And I’d like to tell you this evening
that just about an hour ago we received
an independent audit of this entire
fund. I suggested to Gov. Sherman Adams,
who is the chief of staff of the Dwight
Eisenhower campaign, that an independent

didn’t
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audit and legal report be obtained.
And I have that audit here in my hand.

It’s an audit made by the Price,
Waterhouse & Co. firm, and the legal
opinion by Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher,
lawyers in Los Angeles, the biggest law
firm and incidentally one of the best
ones in Los Angeles.

I’m proud to be able to report to you
tonight that this audit and this legal
opinion is being forwarded to General
Eisenhower. And I’°d like to read to you
the opinion that was prepared by Gibson,
Dunn & Crutcher and based on all the
pertinent laws and statutes, together
with the audit report prepared by the
certified public accountants.

It is our
conclusion that
Senator Nixon did
not obtain any
financial gain from
the collection and
disbursement of the
fund by Dana Smith;
that Senator Nixon
did not violate any
Federal or state
law by reason of
the operation of
the fund, and that
neither the portion
of the fund paid by Dana Smith directly
to third persons nor the portion paid
to Senator Nixon to reimburse him for
designated office expenses constituted
income to the Senator which was either
reportable or taxable as income under
applicable tax laws. (signed) Gibson,
Dunn & Crutcher by Alma H. Conway.”

Now that, my friends, is not Nixon
speaking, but that’s an independent
audit which was requested because I
want the American people to know all
the facts and I’m not afraid of having

Is there a
possiblility
that you may

have feathered
your own nest?

independent people go in and check
the facts, and that is exactly what
they did.

But then I realize that there are
still some who may say, and rightly so,
and let me say that I recognize that
some will continue to smear regardless
of what the truth may be, but that there
has been understandably some honest

misunderstanding on this matter, and
there’s some that will say:
“Well, maybe you were able, Senator,

to fake this thing. How can we believe
what you say? After all, is there a
possibility that maybe you got some sums
in cash? Is there a possibility that
you may have feathered your own nest?”
And so now what I
am going to do-and
incidentally this
is unprecedented
in the history of
American politics-1I
am going at this
time to give this
television and
radio audience a
complete financial
history; everything
I’ve earned;
everything I’ve
spent; everything I
owe. And I want you to know the facts.
I’11 have to start early.

I was born in 1913. Our family was
one of modest circumstances and most of
my early life was spent in a store out
in East Whittier. It was a grocery store
—one of those family enterprises. The
only reason we were able to make it go
was because my mother and dad had five
boys and we all worked in the store.

I worked my way through college and
to a great extent through law school.
And then, in 1940, probably the best
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thing that ever happened to me happened,
I married Pat—who is sitting over here.
We had a rather difficult time after we
were married, like so many of the young
couples who may be listening to us.
I practiced law; she continued to
teach school. Then in 1942 I went
into the service.

Let me say that my service record
was not a particularly unusual one. I
went to the South Pacific. I guess I’m
entitled to a couple of battle stars. I
got a couple of letters of commendation
but I was just there when the bombs were
falling and then I returned. I returned
to the United States and in 1946 I ran
for the Congress.

When we came out of the war, Pat
and I—Pat during the war ad worked as
a stenographer
and in a bank and
as an economist
for Government
agency—and when
we came out the
total of our saving
from both my law
practice, her teaching and all the
time that I as in the war—the total for
that entire period was just a little
less than $10,000. Every cent of that,
incidentally, was in Government bonds.

Well, that’s where we start when I go
into politics. Now what I’ve I earned
since I went into politics? Well, here
it is—I jotted it down, let me read the
notes. First of all I’ve had my salary
as a Congressman and as a Senator.
Second, I have received a total in this
past six years of $1,600 from estates
which were in my law firm the time that
I severed my connection with it.

And, incidentally, as I said before,
I have not engaged in any legal practice
and have not accepted any fees from

We 1live rather
modestly.

business that came to the firm after

I went into politics. I have made an
average of approximately $1,500 a year
from nonpolitical speaking engagements
and lectures. And then, fortunately,
we’ve inherited a little money. Pat

sold her interest in her father’s

estate for $3,000 and I inherited $1,500
from my grandfather.

We live rather modestly. For four
years we lived in an apartment in Park
Fairfax, in Alexandria, Va. The rent was
$80 a month. And we saved for the time
that we could buy a house.

Now, that was what we took in. What
did we do with this money? What do we
have today to show for it? This will
surprise you, Because it 1s so little,

I suppose, as standards generally go,

of people in public
life. First of all,
we’ve got a house
in Washington which
cost $41,000 and

on which we owe
$20, 000. We have a
house in Whittier,
California, which cost $13,000 and on
which we owe $3,000. * My folks are
living there at the present time.

I have just $4,000 in 1life insurance,
plus my G.I. policy which I’ve never
been able to convert and which will run
out in two years. I have no insurance
whatever on Pat. I have no life
insurance on our youngsters, Patricia
and Julie. I own a 1950 Oldsmobile
car. We have our We have no
stocks and bonds of any type. We have
no interest of any kind, direct or
indirect, in any business.

Now, that’s what we have. What do we
owe? Well, in addition to the mortgage,
the $20,000 mortgage on the house in
Washington, the $10,000 one on the house

furniture.
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in Whittier,
Bank in Washington,
4 1/2 per cent.

I owe $3,500 to my parents and the
interest on that loan which I pay
regularly, because it’s the part of
the savings they made through the
years they were working so hard, I pay
regularly 4 per cent interest. And then
I have a $500 loan which I have on my
life insurance.

Well, that’s about it. That’s what
we have and that’s what we owe. It
isn’t very much but Pat and I have
the satisfaction
that every dime
that we’ve got is
honestly ours. I
should say this—
that Pat doesn’t
have a mink coat.
But she does have
a respectable
Republican cloth
coat. And I always
tell her that
she’d look good
in anything.

One other thing
I probably should
tell you because
if we don’t they’1ll
probably be saying this about me too,
we did get something-a gift-after the
election. A man down in Texas heard
Pat on the radio mention the fact that
our two youngsters would like to have
a dog. And, believe it or not, the day
before we left on this campaign trip
we got a message from Union Station in
Baltimore saying they had a package
for us. We went down to get it. You
know what it was.

It was a little cocker spaniel dog
in a crate that he’d sent all the way

I owe $4,500 to the Riggs
D.C. with interest

It isn’t

very much

but Pat and I have
the satisfaction
that every dime
that we’ve got 1is
honestly ours.

from Texas. Black and white spotted.

And our little girl-Tricia, the 6-year
old-named it Checkers. And you know, the
kids, like all kids, love the dog and I
just want to say this right now, that
regardless of what they say about it,
we’re gonna keep it.

It isn’t easy to come before a nation-
wide audience and air your life as I’ve
done. But I want to say some things
before I conclude that I think most of
you will agree on. Mr. Mitchell, the
chairman of the Democratic National
Committee, made the statement that if a
man couldn’t afford
to be in the United
States Senate he
shouldn’t run for
the Senate.

And I just
want to make my
position clear.

I don’t agree
with Mr. Mitchell
when he says
that only a rich
man should serve
his Government
in the United
States Senate or
in the Congress.
I don’t believe
that represents the thinking of the
Democratic Party, and I know that it
doesn’t represent the thinking of the
Republican Party.

I believe that it’s fine that a
man like Governor Stevenson who
inherited a fortune from his father
can run for President. But I also feel
that it’s essential in this country
of ours that a man of modest means can
also run for President. Because, you
know, remember Abraham Lincoln, you
remember what he said: “God must have
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loved the common people—he made so many
of them.”

And now I’m going to suggest some
courses of conduct. First of all, you
have read in the papers about other
funds now. Mr. Stevenson, apparently,
had a couple. One of them in which a
group of business people paid and helped
to supplement the salaries of state
employees. Here is where the money went
directly into their pockets.

And T think that what Mr. Stevenson
should do is come before the American
people as I have, give the names of
the people that have contributed to
that fund; give the names of the people
who put this money
into their pockets
at the same time
that they were
recelving money
from their state
government, and see
what favors, if
any, they gave out
for that.

I don’t condemn Mr. Stevenson for what
he did. But until the facts are in there
is a doubt that will be raised.

And as far as Mr. Sparkman is
concerned, I would suggest the same
thing. He’s had his wife on the payroll.
I don’t condemn him for that. But I
think that he should come before the
American people and indicate what
outside sources of income he has had.

I would suggest that under the
circumstances both Mr. Sparkman and
Mr. Stevenson should come before the
American people as I have and make a
complete financial statement as to their
financial history. And if they don’t,
it will be an admission that they have
something to hide. And I think that you
will agree with me.

I continued the
fight because 1
knew I was right.

Because, folks, remember, a man that’s
to be President of the United States, a
man that’s to be Vice President of the
United States must have the confidence of
all the people. And that’s why I’m doing
what I’m doing, and that’s why I suggest
that Mr. Stevenson and Mr. Sparkman
since they are under attack should do
what I am doing.

Now, let me say this: I know that this
is not the last of the smears. In spite
of my explanation tonight other smears
will be made; others have been made in

the past. And the purpose of the smears,
I know, is this—to silence me, to make
me let up.

Well, they just

don’t know who
they’re dealing
with. I’m going
to tell you this:
I remember in

the dark days of
the Hiss case
some of the same
columnists, some
of the same radio commentators who are
attacking me now and misrepresenting my
position were violently opposing me at
the time I was after Alger Hiss.

But I continued the fight because I
knew I was right. And I an say to this
great television and radio audience that
I have no apologies to the American
people for my part in putting Alger Hiss
where he is today.

And as far as this is concerned,

I intend to continue the fight.

Why do I feel so deeply? Why do
I feel that in spite of the means,
the misunderstandings, the necessity
for a man to come up here and bare
his soul as I have? Why is it
necessary for me to continue
this fight?
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And T want to tell you why. Because,
you see, I love my country. And I think
my country is in danger. And I think
that the only man that can save America
at this time is the man that’s running
for President on my ticket — Dwight
Eisenhower.

You say, “Why do I think it’s in
danger?” and I say look at the record.
Seven years of the Truman-Acheson
Administration and that’s happened?

Six hundred million people lost to the
Communists, and a war in Korea

in which we have lost 117,000
American casualties.

And T say to all of you that a
policy that results
in a loss of
six hundred million
people to the
Communists and a
war which costs
us 117,000 American
casualties isn’t
good enough
for America.

And T say that those in the State
Department that made the mistakes which
caused that war and which resulted in
those losses should be kicked out of the
State Department just as fast as we can
get ‘em out of there.

And let me say that I know Mr.
Stevenson won’t do that. Because he
defends the Truman policy and I know
that Dwight Eisenhower will do that, and
that he will give America the leadership
that it needs.

Take the problem of corruption. You’ve
read about the mess in Washington. Mr.
Stevenson can’t clean it up because he
was picked by the man, Truman, under
whose Administration the mess was made.
You wouldn’t trust a man who made the
mess to clean it up— that’s Truman.

I love my
country and I
think my country
is in danger.

And by the same token you can’t trust
the man who was picked by the man that
made the mess to clean it up—and that’s
Stevenson.

And so I say, Eisenhower, who owes
nothing to Truman, nothing to the big
city bosses, he is the man that can
clean up the mess in Washington.

Take Communism. I say that as far as
that subject is concerned, the danger
is great to America. In the Hiss case
they got the secrets which enabled
them to break the American secret State
Department code. They got secrets in the
atomic bomb case which enabled them to
get the secret of the atomic bomb, five
years before they
would have gotten
it by their own
devices.

And I say that
any man who called
the Alger Hiss case
a “red herring”
isn’t fit to be
President of the
United States. I say that a man who
like Mr. Stevenson has pooh-poohed and
ridiculed the Communist threat in the
United States—he said that they are
phantoms among ourselves; he’s accused
us that have attempted to expose the
Communists of looking for Communists
in the Bureau of Fisheries and
Wildlife—I say that a man who says that
isn’t qualified to be President of the
United States.

And I say that the only man who
can lead us in this fight to rid the
Government of both those who are
Communists and those who have corrupted
this Government is Eisenhower, because
Eisenhower, you can be sure, recognizes
the problem and he knows how to deal
with it.
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Now let me say that, filnally, this
evening I want to read to you just
briefly excerpts from a letter which I
received, a letter which, after all this
is over, no one can take away from us.

It reads as follows:

Dear Senator Nixon:

Since I’m only 19 years of age I can’t
vote in this Presidential election but
believe me if I could you and General
Eisenhower would certainly get my vote.
My husband is in the Fleet Marines in
Korea. He’s a corpsman on
the front lines and we
have a two-month-old son
he’s never seen. And I
feel confident that with
great Americans like you
and General Eisenhower 1in
the White House, lonely
Americans like myself will
be united with their loved
ones now in Korea.

I only pray to God that
you won’t be too late.
Enclosed is a small check
to help you in your campaign. Living
on $85 a month it is all I can afford
at present. But let me know what else I

can do.

Folks, it’s a check for $10, and it’s
one that I will never cash.

And just let me say this. We hear

a lot about prosperity these days but
I say, why can’t we have prosperity
built on peace rather than prosperity
built on war? Why can’t we have
prosperity and an honest government
in Washington, D.C., at the same
time. Believe me, And
Eisenhower is the man that can

lead this crusade to bring us that
kind of prosperity.

we can.

IKE ~ DICK
M i,y forticns

2R 26 20 0 2% 2 3% 2

And, now, filnally, I know that you
wonder whether or not I am going to stay
on the Republican ticket or resign.

Let me say this: I don’t believe
that I ought to quit because I’m not
a quitter. And, incidentally, Pat’s
not a quitter. After all, her name was
Patricia Ryan and she was born on St.
Patrick’s Day, and you know the Irish
never quit.

But the decision, my friends, is not
I would do nothing that would harm
the possibilities of Dwight Eisenhower
to become President of the
United States. And for that
reason I am submitting to
the Republican National
Committee tonight through
this television broadcast
the decision which it is
theirs to make.

Let them decide whether
my position on the ticket
will help or hurt. And I am
going to ask you to help
them decide. Wire and write
the Republican National
Committee whether you think I should
stay on or whether I should get off.
And whatever their decision is, I will
abide by it.

But just let me say this last word.
Regardless of what happens I’m going
to continue this fight. I’m going to
campaign up and down America until we
drive the crooks and the Communists
and those that defend them out of
Washington. And remember, folks,
Eisenhower is a great man. Believe
me. He’s a great man. And a vote for
Eisenhower is a vote for what’s good
for America. &

mine.

A piece of literature from the

Fisenhower—Nixon campaign, 1952, above.
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REMARKS AT THE ANNUAL CONVENTION OF THE
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF EVANGELICALS (transcribed from audio)

www.americanrhetoric.com/speeches/ronaldreaganevilempire.htm

MODERATOR: Ladies and Gentlemen:
The President of the United States,
Ronald Reagan.

PRESIDENT REAGAN: Thank you.
Thank you very much. Thank you very
much. Thank you very much. Thank you
very much.

And, Reverend Clergy all,
Hawkins, distinguished members of the

Senator

Florida congressional delegation, and all of
you: I can’t tell you how you have warmed
my heart with your welcome. I'm delighted
to be here today.

Those the
Association of Evangelicals are known
for your spiritual and humanitarian work.
And I would be especially remiss if I didn’t
discharge right now one personal debt of
gratitude. Thank you for your prayers.

of you in National

Nancy and I have felt their presence many
times in many ways. And believe me, for
us they’ve made all the difference.

The other day in the East Room of the
White House at a meeting there, someone
asked me whether I was aware of all the
people out there who were praying for the
President. And I had to say, “Yes, I am.
I've felt it. I believe in intercessionary
prayer.” But I couldn’t help but say to
that questioner after he’d asked the
question that—or at least say to them
that if sometimes when he was praying he
got a busy signal, it was just me in there
ahead of him. I think I understand how
Abraham Lincoln felt when he said, “I
have been driven many times to my knees
by the overwhelming conviction that I had
nowhere else to go.” From the joy and the
good feeling of this conference, I go to a
political reception. Now, I don’t know why,
but that bit of scheduling reminds me of a
story which I'll share with you.

An evangelical minister and a politician
arrived at Heaven’s gate one day together.
And St. Peter, after doing all the necessary
formalities, took them in hand to show
them where their quarters would be. And
he took them to a small, single room with
a bed, a chair, and a table and said
this was for the clergyman.

And the politician was a little
worried about what might
be in store for him. And
he couldn’t believe it then
when St. Peter stopped
in front of a beautiful
with
grounds, many servants,
and told him that these
would be his quarters.

And he couldn’t help but
ask, he said, “But wait, how

mansion lovely

—there’s something wrong—

how do I get this mansion while that good
and holy man only gets a single room?” And
St. Peter said, “You have to understand how
things are up here. We've got thousands
and thousands of clergy. Youre the first
politician who ever made it.”

But I don’t want to contribute to a
stereotype. So I tell you there are a great
many God-fearing, dedicated,
men and women in public life, present
company included. And yes, we need

noble

your help to keep us ever-mindful of the
ideas and the principles that brought us
into the public arena in the first place.
The basis of those ideals and principles
is a commitment to freedom and personal
liberty that, itself is grounded in the much
deeper realization that freedom prospers
only where the blessings of God are avidly
sought and humbly accepted.

The American experiment in democracy
rests on this insight. Its discovery was the

RONALD REggy,

great triumph of our Founding Fathers,
voiced by William Penn when he said: “If
we will not be governed by God, we must
be governed by tyrants.” Explaining the
inalienable rights of men, Jefferson said,
“The God who gave us life, gave us liberty
at the same time.” And it was
George Washington who said
that “of all the dispositions
and habits which lead
to political prosperity,
religion and morality are
indispensable supports.”
And that
shrewdest of all observers

finally,

of American democracy,
Alexis de Tocqueville,
put it eloquently after he
had gone on a search for
the secret of America’s
greatness and genius—
and he said: “Not until I went into the
churches of America and heard her pulpits
aflame with righteousness did I understand
the greatness and the genius of America.
Americais good. And if America ever ceases
to be good, America will cease to be great.”

Well, I'm pleased to be here today with
you who are keeping America great by
keeping her good. Only through your
work and prayers and those of millions of
others can we hope to survive this perilous
century and keep alive this experiment in
liberty, this last, best hope of man.
you to that this
administration is motivated by a political

I want know
philosophy that sees the greatness of
America in you, her people, and in
your families, churches, neighborhoods,
that
foster and nourish values like concern

communities: the  institutions

for others and respect for the rule of law
under God.
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Now, I don’t have to tell you that this
puts us in opposition to, or at least out
of step with, a—a prevailing attitude
of many who have turned to a modern-
day secularism, discarding the tried and
time-tested values upon which our very
civilization is based. No matter how well
intentioned, their value system is radically
different from that of most Americans.
And while they proclaim that they’re
freeing us from superstitions of the past,
they’ve taken upon themselves the job of
superintending us by government rule and
regulation. Sometimes their voices are
louder than ours, but they are notyet
a majority.

An of that
superiority is evidentin a controversy

example vocal
now going on in Washington. And
since I'm involved I've been waiting
to hear from the parents of young
America. How far are they willing
to go in giving to government their
prerogatives as parents?

Let me state the case as briefly
and simply as I can. An organization
of citizens, sincerely motivated,
deeply the
increase in illegitimate births and

concerned  about
abortions involving girls well below
the age of consent, some time ago
established a nationwide network of clinics
to offer help to these girls and, hopefully,
alleviate this situation. Now, again, let me
say, I do not fault their intent. However, in
their well-intentioned effort, these clinics
decided to provide advice and birth control
drugs and devices to underage girls without
the knowledge of their parents.

For the federal
government has helped with funds to

some years 1Ow,
subsidize these clinics. In providing for this,
the Congress decreed that every effort would
be made to maximize parental participation.
Nevertheless, the drugs and devices are
prescribed without getting parental consent
or giving notification after they’ve done so.
Girls termed “sexually active”—and that

has replaced the word “promiscuous™—are

— CONTINUED —

given this help in order to prevent illegitimate
birth or abortion.

Well, we have ordered clinics receiving
federal funds to notify the parents such
help has been given. One of the nation’s
leading newspapers has created the term
“squeal rule” in editorializing against us
for doing this, and we’re being criticized
for violating the privacy of young people.
A judge has recently granted an injunction
against an enforcement of our rule. I've
watched TV panel shows discuss this issue,
seen columnists pontificating on our error,
but no one seems to mention morality as

ISN’T IT THE PARENTS’
RIGHT TO GIVE COUNSEL
AND ADVICE TO KEEP
THEIR CHILDREN FROM
MAKING MISTAKES THAT
MAY AFFECT THEIR
ENTIRE LIVES?

playing a part in the subject of sex.

Is all of Judeo-Christian tradition wrong?
Are we to believe that something so sacred
can be looked upon as a purely physical
thing with no potential for emotional
and psychological harm? And isn’t it the
parents’ right to give counsel and advice to
keep their children from making mistakes
that may affect their entire lives?

Many of us in government would like
to know what parents think about this
intrusion in their family by government.
We’re going to fight in the courts. The
right of parents and the rights of family
take precedence over those of Washington-
based bureaucrats and social engineers.

But the fight against parental notification
1s really only one example of many

attempts to water down traditional values
and even abrogate the original terms of
American democracy. Freedom prospers
when religion is vibrant and the rule of
law under God 1s acknowledged. When
our Founding Fathers passed the Iirst
they sought to protect
churches from government interference.

Amendment,

They never intended to construct a wall
of hostility between government and the
concept of religious belief itself.

The evidence of thispermeatesourhistory
and our government. The Declaration
of Independence mentions the Supreme

Being no less than four times. “In

God We Trust” is engraved on our

coinage. The Supreme Court opens

its proceedings with a religious

invocation. And the members of

Congress open their sessions with a

prayer. I just happen to believe the

schoolchildren of the United States

are entitled to the same privileges

as Supreme Court justices and
congressmen.

Last year, I sent the Congress

a constitutional amendment to

restore prayer to public schools.

Already  this

growing bipartisan support for the

session,  there’s

amendment, and I am calling on
the Congress to act speedily to pass it and
to let our children pray.

Perhaps some of you read recently about
the Lubbock school case, where a judge
actually ruled that it was unconstitutional
for a school district to give equal treatment
to religious and nonreligious student
groups, even when the group meetings were
being held during the students’ own time.
The First Amendment never intended to
require government to discriminate against
religious speech.

Denton and Hatfield have
proposed the
on the whole question of prohibiting
discrimination against religious forms of
student speech. Such legislation could go
far to restore freedom of religious speech

Senators

legislation in Congress
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for public school students. And I hope the
Congress considers these bills quickly. And
with your help, I think it’s possible we could
also get the constitutional amendment
through the Congress this year.

More than a decade ago, a Supreme
Court decision literally wiped off the books
of fifty states statutes protecting the rights
of unborn children. Abortion on demand
now takes the lives of up to one and a half
million unborn children a year. Human life
legislation ending this tragedy will someday
pass the Congress, and you and I must
never rest until it does. Unless and until it
can be proven that the unborn child is not a
living entity, then its right to life, liberty, and
the pursuit of happiness must be protected.

You may remember that when abortion
on demand began, many, and indeed, I'm
sure many of you, warned that the
practice would lead to a decline
in respect for human life, that the
philosophical premises
justify abortion on demand would
ultimately be used to justify other
attacks on the sacredness of human

used to

life -- infanticide or mercy killing
Tragically enough, those warnings
proved all too true. Only last year
a court permitted the death by
starvation of a handicapped infant.

I have directed the Health and
Human Services Department to make
clear to every health care facility in the
United States that the Rehabilitation Act
of 1973 protects all handicapped persons
against discrimination based on handicaps,
including infants. And we have taken
the further step of requiring that each
and every recipient of federal funds who
provides health care services to infants
must post and keep posted in a conspicuous
place a notice stating that “discriminatory
failure to feed and care for handicapped
infants in this facility is prohibited by
federal law.” It also lists a twenty-four-hour;
toll-free number so that nurses and others
may report violations in time to save the
infant’s life.

— CONTINUED —

In addition, recent legislation introduced
by—in the Congress by Representative
Henry Hyde of Illinois not only increases
restrictions on publicly financed abortions,
it also addresses this whole problem of
infanticide. I urge the Congress to begin
hearings and to adopt legislation that will
protect the right of life to all children,
including the disabled or handicapped.

Now, I'm sure that you must get
discouraged at times, but there you’ve done
better than you know, perhaps. There’s
a great spiritual awakening in America, a
renewal of the traditional values that have
been the bedrock of America’s goodness
and greatness.

One recent survey by a Washington-
based research council concluded that
Americans were far more religious than

ABORTION ON DEMAND
NOW TAKES THE LIVES
OF UP TO ONE AND A
HALF MILLION UNBORN
CHILDREN A YEAR.

the people of other nations; 95 percent
of those surveyed expressed a belief in
God and a huge majority believed the
Ten Commandments had real meaning
in their lives. And another study has
found that an overwhelming majority of
Americans disapprove of adultery, teenage
sex, pornography, abortion, and hard
drugs. And this same study showed a deep
reverence for the importance of family ties
and religious belief.

I think the items that we’ve discussed here
today must be a key part of the nation’s
political agenda. For the first time the
Congress is openly and seriously debating
and dealing with the prayer and abortion
issues and that’s enormous progress right

there. I repeat: America is in the midst of
a spiritual awakening and a moral renewal.
And with your biblical keynote, I say
today, “Yes, let justice roll on like a river,
righteousness like a never-failing stream.”

Now;, obviously, much of this new political
and social consensus I've talked about
is based on a positive view of American
history, one that takes pride in our country’s
accomplishments and record. But we must
never forget that no government schemes
are going to perfect man. We know that
living in this world means dealing with what
philosophers would call the phenomenology
of evil or, as theologians would put it, the
doctrine of sin.

There is sin and evil in the world, and
we’re enjoined by Scripture and the Lord
Jesus to oppose it with all our might. Our

nation, too, has a legacy of evil with
which it must deal. The glory of
this land has been its capacity for
transcending the moral evils of our
past. For example, the long struggle
of minority citizens for equal rights,
once a source of disunity and civil
war is now a point of pride for all
Americans. We must never go back.
There is no room for racism, anti-
Semitism, or other forms of ethnic
and racial hatred in this country.

I know that you’ve been horrified,
as have I, by the resurgence of some hate
groups preaching bigotry and prejudice.
Use the mighty voice of your pulpits and
the powerful standing of your churches to
denounce and isolate these hate groups in
our midst. The commandment given us
is clear and simple: “Thou shalt love thy
neighbor as thyself.”

But whatever sad episodes exist in our
past, any objective observer must hold a
positive view of American history, a history
that has been the story of hopes fulfilled
and dreams made into reality. Especially
in this century, America has kept alight the
torch of freedom, but not just for ourselves
but for millions of others around the world.

And this brings me to my final point
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today. During my first press conference as
president, in answer to a direct question,
I pointed out that, as good Marxist-
Leninists, the Soviet leaders have openly
and publicly declared that the only
morality they recognize is that which
will further their cause, which is world
revolution. I think I should point out I was
only quoting Lenin, their guiding spirit,
who said in 1920 that they repudiate all
morality that proceeds from supernatural
ideas—that’s their name for religion—or
ideas that are outside class conceptions.
Morality is entirely subordinate to the
interests of class war. And everything is
moral that is necessary for the annihilation
of the old, exploiting social order and for
uniting the proletariat.

Well, T think the refusal of many
influential people to accept this
elementary fact of Soviet doctrine
illustrates a historical reluctance to
see totalitarian powers for what they
are. We saw this phenomenon in the
1930s. We see it too often today.

This doesn’t mean we should
isolate ourselves and refuse to seek
an understanding with them. 1
mtend to do everything I can to
persuade them of our peaceful
intent, to remind them that it was the
West that refused to use its nuclear
monopoly in the forties and fifties for
territorial gain and which now proposes 50
percent cut in strategic ballistic missiles and
the elimination of an entire class of land-
based, intermediate-range nuclear missiles.

At the same time, however, they must
be made to understand we will never
compromise our principles and standards.
We will never give away our freedom. We
will never abandon our belief in God. And
we will never stop searching for a genuine
peace. But we can assure none of these
things America stands for through the
so-called nuclear freeze solutions proposed
by some.

The truth is that a freeze now would be
a very dangerous fraud, for that is merely

— CONTINUED —

the illusion of peace. The reality is that we
must find peace through strength.

I would agree to a freeze if only we
could freeze the Soviets’ global desires. A
freeze at current levels of weapons would
remove any incentive for the Soviets to
negotiate seriously in Geneva and virtually
end our chances to achieve the major
arms reductions which we have proposed.
Instead, they would achieve their objectives
through the freeze.

A freeze would reward the Soviet
Union for its enormous and unparalleled
military buildup. It would prevent the
essential and long overdue modernization
of United States and allied defenses and
would leave our aging forces increasingly
vulnerable. And an honest freeze would
require extensive prior negotiations on

THEY MUST BE MADE
TO UNDERSTAND WE

WILL NEVER COMPROMISE

OUR PRINCIPLES
AND STANDARDS.

the systems and numbers to be limited
and on the measures to ensure effective
verification and compliance. And the kind
of a freeze that has been suggested would
be wvirtually impossible to verify. Such a
major effort would divert us completely
from our current negotiations on achieving
substantial reductions.

A number of years ago, I heard a young
father, a very prominent young man in
the entertainment world, addressing a
tremendous gathering in California. It
was during the time of the cold war, and
communism and our own way of life were
very much on people’s minds. And he was
speaking to that subject. And suddenly,
though, I heard him saying, “I love my

little girls more than anything.” And I said
to myself, “Oh, no, don’t. You can’t—
don’t say that.” But I had underestimated
him. He went on: “I would rather see my
little girls die now; still believing in
God, than have them grow up under
communism and one day die no longer
believing in God.”

There were thousands of young people
in that audience. They came to their feet
with shouts of joy. They had instantly
recognized the profound truth in what he
had said, with regard to the physical and
the soul and what was truly important.

Yes, let us pray for the salvation of all of
those who live in that totalitarian darkness.
Pray they will discover the joy of knowing
God. But untl they do, let us be aware
that while they preach the supremacy of

the State, declare its omnipotence
over individual man, and predict its
eventual domination of all peoples
on the earth, they are the focus of
evil in the modern world.

It was C.S. Lewis who, in his
unforgettable Screw Tape Letters,
wrote: “The greatest evil is not done
now in those sordid ‘dens of crime’
that Dickens loved to paint. It is not
even done in concentration camps
and labor camps. In those we see
its final result. But it is conceived

and ordered; moved, seconded, carried
and minuted in clear, carpeted, warmed,
and well-lighted offices, by quiet men
with white collars and cut fingernails and
smooth-shaven cheeks who do not need to
raise their voice.”

Well, because these quiet men do not
raise their voices, because they sometimes
speak in soothing tones of brotherhood
and peace, because, like other dictators
before them, they’re always making “their
final territorial demand,” some would
have us accept them at their word and
accommodate ourselves to their aggressive
impulses. But if history teaches anything,
it teaches that simpleminded appeasement
or wishful thinking about our adversaries is
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folly. It means the betrayal of our past, the
squandering of our freedom.

So, I urge you to speak out against those
who would place the United States in a
position of military and moral inferiority.
You know, I've always believed that old
Screw Tape reserved his best efforts for
those of you in the Church. So, in your
discussions of the nuclear freeze
proposals, I urge you to beware the
temptation of pride—the temptation
of blithely declaring yourselves above
it all and label both sides equally at
fault, to ignore the facts of history
and the aggressive impulses of an
evil empire, to simply call the arms
race a glant misunderstanding and
thereby remove yourself from the
struggle between right and wrong
and good and evil.

I ask you to resist the attempts of
those who would have you withhold
your support for our efforts, this
administration’s efforts, to keep
America strong and free, while we
negotiate real and verifiable reductions in
the world’s nuclear arsenals and one day,
with God’s help, their total elimination.

While America’s military strength s
important, let me add here that I've always
maintained that the struggle now going on
for the world will never be decided by bombs
or rockets, by armies or military might. The

— CONTINUED —

real crisis we face today is a spiritual one; at
root, it is a test of moral will and faith.
Whittaker Chambers, the man whose
own religious conversion made him a
witness to one of the terrible traumas
of our time, the Hiss-Chambers
case, wrote that the crisis of
the Western world exists to the

I BELIEVE THAT

COMMUNISM IS ANOTHER

SAD, BIZARRE CHAPTER
IN HUMAN HISTORY
WHOSE LAST—LAST

PAGES EVEN NOW ARE
BEING WRITTEN.

degree in which the West is indifferent to
God, the degree to which it collaborates in
communism’s attempt to make man stand
alone without God. And then he said, for
Marxism-Leninism is actually the second-
oldest faith, first proclaimed in the Garden
of Eden with the words of temptation, “Ye
shall be as gods.”

The Western world can answer this

challenge, he wrote, “but only
provided that its faith in God and the
freedom He enjoins is as great as

communism’s faith in Man.”
shall
rise to the challenge. I

I believe we

believe that communism
1s another sad, bizarre chapter
in human history whose last—
last pages even now are being
written. I believe this because
the source of our strength in
the quest for human freedom is not
material, but spiritual. And because
it knows no limitation, it must terrify
and ultimately triumph over those
who would enslave their fellow
man. For in the words of Isaiah:
“He giveth power to the faint; and
to them that have no might He
increased strength. But they that
wait upon the Lord shall renew
their strength; they shall mount up
with wings as eagles; they shall run,

and not be weary.

Yes, change your world. One of our
Founding Fathers, Thomas Paine, said, “We
have it within our power to begin the world
over again.” We can do it, doing together
what no one church could do by itself.

God bless you and thank you
very much. &
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n behalf of the great state of Illinois,
crossroads of a nation, land of Lincoln, let
me express my deep gratitude for the privilege
of addressing this convention. Tonight is a
particular honor for me because, let’s face it, my
presence on this stage is pretty unlikely.

My father was a foreign student, born and raised in a small
village in Kenya. He grew up herding goats, went to school
in a tin- roof shack. His father, my grandfather, was a cook, a
domestic servant to the British. But my grandfather had larger
dreams for his son. Through hard work and perseverance my
father got a scholarship to study in a magical place, America,
that’s shown as a beacon of freedom and opportunity to so
many who had come before him.

While studying here my father met my mother. She was
born in a town on the other side of the world, in Kansas.

Her father worked on oil rigs and farms through most
of the Depression. The day after Pearl Harbor, my
grandfather signed up for duty, joined Patton’s
army, marched across Europe. Back home my
grandmother raised a baby and went to work
on a bomber assembly line. After the war,
they studied on the GI Bill, bought a house
through FHA and later moved west, all the
way to Hawaii, in search of opportunity.

And they too had big dreams for
their daughter;, a common dream born of
two continents.

My parents shared not only an improbable
love; they shared an abiding faith in the
possibilities of this nation. They would give me
an African name, Barack, or “blessed,” believing that in a
tolerant America, your name is no barrier to success.

They imagined me going to the best schools in the land,
even though they weren’t rich, because in a generous America
you don’t have to be rich to achieve your potential.

They’re both passed away now. And yet I know that, on this
night, they look down on me with great pride.

And I stand here today grateful for the diversity of my
heritage, aware that my parents’ dreams live on in my two
precious daughters.

BARACK OBy, N

I stand here knowing that my story is part of the larger
American story, that I owe a debt to all of those who came
before me, and that in no other country on Earth is my story
even possible.

Tonight, we gather to affirm the greatness of our nation
not because of the height of our skyscrapers, or the power of
our military, or the size of our economy; our pride is based
on a very simple premise, summed up in a declaration made
over two hundred years ago: “We hold these truths to be self-
evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed
by their Creator with certain inalienable rights, that among
these are life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.”

That is the true genius of America, a faith in simple dreams,
an insistence on small miracles; that we can tuck in our
children at night and know that they are fed and clothed and
safe from harm; that we can say what we think, write what

we think, without hearing a sudden knock on the door;

that we can have an idea and start our own business
without paying a bribe; that we can participate in
the political process without fear of retribution;
and that our votes will be counted—or at
least, most of the time.

This year, in this election, we are called to
reaffirm our values and our commitments,
to hold them against a hard reality and
see how we are measuring up, to the

legacy of our forbearers and the promise of

future generations.
And

Republicans, independents, I say to you,

fellow  Americans, Democrats,
tonight, we have more work to do...... more
work to do, for the workers I met in Galesburg, Illinois,
who are losing their union jobs at the Maytag plant that’s
moving to Mexico, and now they’re having to compete with
their own children for jobs that pay 7 bucks an hour; more to
do for the father I met who was losing his job and choking back
the tears wondering how he would pay $4,500 a month for the
drugs his son needs without the health benefits that he counted
on; more to do for the young woman in East St. Louis, and
thousands more like her who have the grades, have the drive,
have the will, but don’t have the money to go to college.
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Now, don’t get me wrong, the
people I meet in small towns
and big cities and diners and
office parks, they don’t expect
government to solve all of their
problems. They know they have
to work hard to get a head. And
they want to.

Go into the collar counties
around Chicago, and people
tell They don’t
want their tax money wasted

will you:
by a welfare agency or by
the Pentagon.

Go into any inner-city
neighborhood, and folks waill
tell you that government alone can’t teach kids to learn.

They know that parents have to teach, that children can’t
achieve unless we raise their expectations and turn off the
television sets and eradicate the slander that says a black youth
with a book 1s acting white. They know those things.

People don’t expect — people don’t expect government to
solve all their problems. But they sense, deep in their bones,
that with just a slight change in priorities, we can make sure
that every child in America has a decent shot at life and that
the doors of opportunity remain open to all.

They know we can do better And they want
that choice.

In this election, we offer that choice. Our party
has chosen a man to lead us who embodies the
best this country has to offer. And that man is
John Kerry.

John the
community, faith and service because they’ve

Kerry understands ideals of
defined his life. From his heroic service to Vietnam
to his years as prosecutor and lieutenant governor,
through two decades in the United States Senate, he
has devoted himself to this country. Again and again, we’ve
seen him make tough choices when easier ones were available.
His values and his record affirm what is best in us.

John Kerry believes in an America where hard work is
rewarded. So instead of offering tax breaks to companies
shipping jobs overseas, he offers them to companies creating
jobs here at home.

John Kerry believes in an America where all Americans can
afford the same health coverage our politicians in Washington
have for themselves.

THE PEOPLE I MEET IN SMALL TOWNS,
BIG CITIES, DINERS AND OFFICE PARKS
DON’T EXPECT GOVERNMENT TO
SOLVE ALL OF THEIR PROBLEMS.

JouN KEergy

John Kerry believes in
energy independence, so
we aren’t held hostage to
the profits of oil companies
or the sabotage of foreign
oil fields.

John Kerry believes in the
constitutional freedoms that
have made our country the
envy of the world, and he
will never sacrifice our basic
liberties nor use faith as a
wedge to divide us.

And John Kerry believes
that in a dangerous world,
war must be an option
sometimes, but it should never be the first option.

You know, a while back, I met a young man named Seamus
in a VFW hall in East Moline, Illinois. He was a good-looking
kid, 6°2”, 6’37, clear eyed, with an easy smile. He told me he’d
joined the Marines and was heading to Iraq the following week.

And as I listened to him explain why he had enlisted — the
absolute faith he had in our country and its leaders, his devotion
to duty and service—I thought, this young man was all that any
of us might ever hope for in a child. But then I asked myself:
Are we serving Seamus as well as he’s serving us?

I thought of the 900 men and women, sons and
daughters, husbands
neighbors who won’t be returning to their own

and wives, friends and
hometowns. I thought of the families I had met
who were struggling to get by without a loved
one’s full income or whose loved ones had
returned with a limb missing or nerves shattered,
but still lacked long-term health benefits because
s they were Reservists.
When we send our young men and women
into harm’s way, we have a solemn obligation not
to fudge the numbers or shade the truth about why they are
going, to care for their families while they’re gone, to tend to
the soldiers upon their return and to never, ever go to war
without enough troops to win the war, secure the peace and
earn the respect of the world.

Now, let me be clear. Let me be clear. We have real enemies
in the world. These enemies must be found. They must be
pursued. And they must be defeated.

John Kerry knows this. And just as Lieutenant Kerry did
not hesitate to risk his life to protect the men who served with

11001

2 AMERICAN HERI'TAGE SOCIETY ©2013 | fourscoremake bistory | www.4score.org

33


http://www.ahsociety.org
http://www.4score.org
MMcGowan
Highlight
Remove extra spaces

MMcGowan
Highlight
Remove extra spaces


DOCUMENT

ON HISTORY

BARACK OBAMA’S DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION 2004 KEYNOTE ADDRESS
— CONTINUED —

him in Vietnam, President Kerry will not hesitate one moment
to use our military might to keep America safe and secure.

John Kerry believes in America. And he knows that it’s not
enough for just some of us to prosper. For alongside our famous
individualism, there’s another ingredient in the American
saga, a belief that we are all connected as one people.

If there’s a child on the south side of Chicago who can’t
read, that matters to me, even if it’s not my child.

If there’s a senior citizen somewhere who can’t pay for their
prescription and having to choose between medicine and the
rent, that makes my life poorer,
even if it’s not my grandparent.

If there’s an Arab-American
family being rounded up
without benefit of an attorney
or due process, that threatens
my civil liberties.

It is that fundamental
belief—it 1s that fundamental
belief—I am my brother’s
sisters’

this

keeper, I am my

keeper—that  makes
country work.

It’s what allows us to pursue
our individual dreams, yet
still come together as a single
American family: “E pluribus unum,” out of many, one.

Now even as we speak, there are those who are preparing
to divide us, the spin masters and negative ad peddlers who
embrace the politics of anything goes.

Well, I say to them tonight, there’s not a liberal America and
a conservative America; there’s the United States of America.

There’s not a black America and white America and
Latino America and Asian America; there’s the United
States of America.

The pundits like to slice and dice our country into red
states and blue States: red states for Republicans, blue States
for Democrats. But I've got news for them, too. We worship
an awesome God in the blue states, and we don’t like federal
agents poking around our libraries in the red states.

We coach little league in the blue states and, yes, we’ve got
some gay friends in the red states.

There are patriots who opposed the war in Iraq, and there
are patriots who supported the war in Iraq.

We are one people, all of us pledging allegiance to the stars
and stripes, all of us defending the United States of America.

In the end, that’s what this election is about. Do we

IF THERE’S A CHILD ON THE
SOUTH SIDE OF CHICAGO WHO
CAN’T READ, THAT MATTERS TO
ME, EVEN IF IT’S NOT MY CHILD.

participate in a politics of cynicism, or do we participate in a
politics of hope?

John Kerry calls on us to hope. John Edwards calls on us to
hope. I'm not talking about blind optimism here, the almost
willful ignorance that thinks unemployment will go away if we
just don’t think about it, or health care crisis will solve itself if
we just ignore it.

That’s not what I'm talking. I'm talking about something
more substantial. It’s the hope of slaves sitting around a
fire singing freedom songs; the hope of immigrants setting
out for distant shores; the
hope of a young naval
lieutenant bravely patrolling
the Mekong Delta; the hope
of a millworker’s son who
dares to defy the odds; the
hope of a skinny kid with a
funny name who believes
that America has a place for
him, too.
the
difficulty, hope in the face of

Hope in face of
uncertainty, the audacity of
hope: In the end, that is God’s
greatest gift to us, the bedrock
of this nation, a belief in
things not seen, a belief that there are better days ahead.

I believe that we can give our middle class relief and provide
working families with a road to opportunity.

I believe we can provide jobs for the jobless, homes to the
homeless, and reclaim young people in cities across America
from violence and despair.

I believe that we have a righteous wind at our backs, and
that as we stand on the crossroads of history, we can make the
right choices and meet the challenges that face us.

America, tonight, if you feel the same energy that I do,
if you feel the same urgency that I do, if you feel the same
passion that I do, if you feel the same hopefulness that I do, if
we do what we must do, then I have no doubt that all across
the country, from Florida to Oregon, from Washington to
Maine, the people will rise up in November, and John Kerry
will be sworn in as president. And John Edwards will be
sworn 1n as vice president. And this country will reclaim its
promise. And out of this long political darkness a brighter
day will come.

Thank you very much, everybody. God bless you.
Thank you.
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FROM PRESS RELEASE
LOUDONVILLE, N.Y—TYor the fifth
time since its inception in 1982, the Siena
College Research Institute’s (SRI) Survey
of U.S. Presidents finds that experts rank
Franklin D. Roosevelt as the top all-time
chief executive.

The
scholars round out the top five, in order,

238  participating presidential

with  Theodore Roosevelt, Abraham
Lincoln,  George  Washington  and
Thomas Jefferson.

Teddy Roosevelt had, more than any

other president, the “right stuff,” and
tops the collective ranking of a cluster of
personal qualities including imagination,
integrity, intelligence, luck,
background and being willing
to take risks.
Lincoln, according to
the experts, demonstrated
the greatest

abilities,

presidential
FDR

overall

while
ranks first in
accomplishments.

Dr. Douglas Lonnstrom,
professor  of
Siena College and one of the study’s

directors, explained: “In nearly 30 years,

statistics  at

< ANDREWJOHNSON

the same five presidents have occupied
the first five places, with only slight
shuffling. Despite decades of new
research on former presidents
the  accomplishments—or

lack thereof—of the current chief

and

executives, scholars display amazingly
consistent results. Only eight names
have appeared in the second five over
the years. Wilson and Truman hold onto
membership in this club, while Kennedy,
John Adams and Jackson fell, Eisenhower
holds on and Madison and Monroe have
seen their stock rise.”

The current president, Barack Obama,
highly
(sixth), communication ability (seventh)
and intelligence (eighth), scores poorly
on background (family, education and
experience) and enters the survey in the

while rated on imagination

15th position.

George W. Bush hwwad entered the
survey at 23rd when the study was last
conducted one year into his first term.
Today, just one year after leaving office, the
former president has found himself in the
bottom five at 39th, rated especially poorly
in handling the economy, communication,
ability to compromise,
accomplishments and intelligence.

foreign policy

NO. 43: ANDREW JOHNSON (D)

Rounding out the bottom five

are four presidents who

have held that dubious

distinction each time the

survey has been conducted:

Andrew Johnson, James

Buchanan, Warren G. Harding
and Franklin Pierce.

Andrew Johnson leads

the in both abilities and

accomplishments, finishing below both

“worst ever”

3

Standing upon the ashes of the worst
terrorist attack on American soil, Sept.
14, 2001, President Bush pledges that the
voices calling for justice from across the
country will be heard. Responding to
the Presidents’ words, rescue workers
cheer and chant, “U.S.A, U.S.A.”

Buchanan and Harding, but Harding tops
the worst in personal attributes, including
integrity, where he finishes just slightly
ahead of Richard M. Nixon.

Tom Kelly, professor of history and
American studies, emeritus, Siena College,
and the study’s other director, said: “Aside
from the newest entry in the ‘Bottom Five,’
George W. Bush, the others have a firm hold
on this ignominious distinction. Three—
Pierce, Buchanan and Andrew Johnson—
wrap around one of our finest presidents,
Abe Lincoln, and those three perennial
poorly ranked are held responsible for a
failure to avert the Civil War in the case
of Pierce and Buchanan, and perhaps even
more shamefully in Johnson, prolonging
the national disgrace with a prejudiced,
Jim Crow, reconstruction. Harding, well,
no one appreciates corruption nor accepts
ineptitude as an excuse.”

More than 200 presidential scholars
the 43 US. presidents on
six personal attributes (background,
imagination, integrity, intelligence, luck
and willingness to take risks), five forms

ranked
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DOCUMENT

ON HISTORY

EXPERTS RANK U.S. PRESIDENTS FDR FIRST,

CLINTON 13TH, OBAMA 15TH, G.W. BUSH 39TH

of ability (compromising, executive,
leadership, communication and overall)
and eight areas of accomplishment,
including economic, other domestic
affairs, working with Congress and
their party, appointing Supreme
Court justices and members

of the executive branch,
avoiding mistakes and

foreign policy.

TR. led the attribute
category and was tops in
imagination and willing to take
risks. Lincoln leads in ability with
first places in ability to compromise,
executive ability and overall ability. FDR
not only is the overall top-rated president,
but also leads in accomplishments,
topping the list in party leadership,
handling the U.S. economy, and foreign
policy accomplishments.

— CONTINUED —

Bill Clinton, now nearly 10 years removed
from the White House, moved upward in
the rankings from 18th overall in 2002 to

13th today. Clinton moved up the

list based on improving ratings
of his background and his
executive appointments, but
continued to be haunted
by his integrity and failure
to avoid critical mistakes.

G.H. Bush’s legacy held
constant with the one-term

BN R, ' Bush fixed at 22nd,

Ronald Reagan dropped

two places from 16th overall

in 2002 to 18th today. Still, Reagan remains

highly regarded for his luck, party leadership,

communication ability, relationship with
Congress and his leadership ability.

Jimmy Carter, despite continuing

efforts,

visibility and  philanthropic

dropped from 25th in 2002 to 32nd
in 2010. Carter’s high suit 1is his
enviable integrity rating (seventh), but he
draws low marks for his handling of the
economy, relationship with Congress,
party leadership, luck, executive and
leadership abilities, and his failure to avoid
crucial mistakes.

Among other historically recent
presidents, Gerald Ford held steady at
28th, Richard Nixon dropped four spots
from 26th to 30th, Lyndon Johnson, rated
No. 1 for his relationship with Congress,
fell one place from 15th to 16th, and John
Kennedy climbed three spots from 14th
to 11th. Kennedy continues to be highly
regarded for his communication (fourth),
ability to compromise (sixth), executive
appointments (sixth), imagination
(seventh) and his handling of the U.S.
economy (seventh). &

WITH FIRST BEING THE BEST AND 43%° WORST:

i; A COMPLETE LIST OF THE RANKINGS FOLLOWS,

1. Franklin D. Roosevelt (D)
2. Theodore Roosevelt (R)
3. Abraham Lincoln (R)
4. George Washington

(No party affiliation)
5. Thomas Jefferson (D-R)
6. James Madison (D-R)
7. James Monroe (D-R)
8. Woodrow Wilson (D)
9. Harry S. Truman (D)
10. Dwight D. Eisenhower (R)
11. John F. Kennedy (D)
12. James K. Polk (D)
13. Bill Clinton (D)
14. Andrew Jackson (D)
15. Barack Obama (D)
16. Lyndon B. Johnson (D)
17. John Adams (Federalist)
18. Ronald Reagan (R)
19. John Quincy Adams (D-R)
20. Grover Cleveland (D)
21. William McKinley (R)

22. George H.W. Bush (R)
23. Martin Van Buren (D)
24. William Howard Taft (R)
25. Chester A. Arthur (R)
26. Ulysses S. Grant (R)

27. James A. Garfield (R)
28. Gerald R. Ford (R)

29. Calvin Coolidge (R)

30. Richard M. Nixon (R)
31. Rutherford B. Hayes (R)
32. Jimmy Carter (D)

33. Zachary Taylor (Whig)
34. Benjamin Harrison (R)
35. William Henry Harrison (Whig)
36. Herbert Hoover (R)

37. John Tyler (Whig)

38. Millard Fillmore (Whig)
39. George W. Bush (R)

40. Franklin Pierce (D)

41. Warren G. Harding (R)
42. James Buchanan (D)

43. Andrew Johnson (D)
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