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24 June 1945
Dear Ones
e only have one typewriter in the office now and it is busy so I am down in the S5-3
Office and using their machine., Iast night I read Esquire for a while and at eight-0O!
clock I rolled over to nap for a while; I got up at 7 thie morning - so I feel well
rested. This afternoon I'1ll probably ride out to see & ball game; Hal Stein keeps
telling me that his OB outfit has a wonderful team. It is a bright sunny day - wery nice
for Sunday. Let's hope that the mailplanes decide that today is a good day to come in
loaded to the ceiling with letters.
Since I am not in the office, I do not have your letters to answer and this is a good
time to‘lanﬂch'into4that discussion of the swing to the left in Europe and the so-called
eventual conflict between Communism and Democracy. A number of various aspects of the
‘question are covered by just analysing the general picture of post-war Europe. All rep-

orts would indicate that the cities and the centers of population ih‘EurOpe are in a

ravaged econdition; food supplies are non-existent, ¢lothing and housing are almost egually

.as serious problems. The only places where there is a semblance of normal esconomy or life

_ are the farms and the country areas that did not become overwhelmed in the emphasis on

technolegy_in this war; even theré, however, there have been severe diéruptions in fami;y
life since the men fought the war. The reéults of this general situationlgye“seen inﬁﬁhe
chaqs‘whidh every visitor in Europe has noted;' we caﬁ divide the chaos into two parﬁéV;
the German chaos and the non-German chaos: let us take the latter first. We have a
primary responsibility as co-victors to see that justice and order are resiored ib

Greece, Yugoslavia, Polaﬁd, Czechoslovakia, Scandanavia, the Low Countfies, France. an@

to some degree'in Italy. If we talk of our own readjustment tQ peage as ﬁeihg a‘pergﬁﬁf
of trials, you can imagine what ii‘will be like in these countries. There is a\weltar{bf
confusing factors: pre-war political factions which have not és yet won post;war demé;yk-
cratic approval or disapproval, complete industrial and economic chaos, a black market
functioning-in peace as it did as an underground, a population greatly upset and stilibun—‘
certain at this stage of the game as to whether it should prefer security ana~a promise of
liberty to liberﬁy and a promise of security. On top of all of this is the general world
wide picture 1n'which we are working for the construcﬁive basis of total peace. What then .

is the first call - it is for order out of the chaos, something to work on; the order
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need not be too exactly defined as long as it is a starting point. In France it is De
Gualle, in Yugoslavia Tito, in Scandanavia>the the prewar regimes and in the low Countries
more or less the same, in Poland, in Greece, in Italy, there was less ease in finding the
starting point. All this is by way of background - if HWe were fully able to know the :
background of the myriad European problems the answer would, as always, work itself out
in the process. :
The first factor that should be considered is that of nationalism - even the most de-
termined communist in Italy does not do his thinking in terms of Russia's ruling Italy: .
he is taiking about,Itaiian communism, Even the Europeans of the right left or center
who are Federélists or Unionists do not contemplate in the foreseeable future any true
dgamphasis on the individuality of the politieal entities of the various countries.. Gncé
werhave agreed to this pationalistic element in the problem of rebuilding and reforming
the EurOpeén world, Wwe can go on to the issue at hand of how each nation will find 1ts,f
. own solutidn. The question we are d&scussing is not 8péeific in terms of whether the ﬁa~
tion will build shoes or railroad ears or grow wheat, but the pa&tern into whieh its
national economy and politiecs will fit. ‘We can reduce that even further; for we must
~assume thaﬁ politicsrwill fit into a democratic mold ~ that ié written into the Atlantic
Charter and thé Yaita‘ agreenent andy now 1nto San Fraﬁéisco: we must assume that the
democratic ideals of a free press and of free expression‘and'of free politiéal'activity
for the minority gfqups will be allowed: we must aésums~£hat all men will work progr98$—
ivelyﬁw;n ﬁhsir national political growth and wili not resort to terrorism and civil war.
These assumptions goncern the mechanics of politics. Therefor, it seems to me that the
prolilem is most logically studied in terms of the requirements placed upon each national
goverﬁgént - specifically in terms of economic needs that must be satisfied and in terms
of the éeﬁer&l>political picture on the continent, in the terms of the relation of the
internally organized economy to the outside nations of England, Russia, possibly France in
the future, and, I hope, fhe United States,

basic

' And ip view of these/assumptions and requirements I can see only one answer: the

people who vote and write letters to the papers and speak their minds are going to insist )
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that the reorganized governments give them the guarantees which they must have fsr‘phjsical
existence. To say that this is too left*st to be democratic is té confuse democracy with
capit;lism, The peoples of Europe do not trust the capltalists who controlled their

lwéeanomics’and oftan their governments, who led them through the terrible days after the
rise of Hitler, and who never won their full confidenc@;as being against the Hitler regime,

‘and they are not géing to offer to thess men the opportunity to recreate their former

,ﬁvroiss and pogitions. AS muchvas they are individualists in their demands for individual
'fraédom, they will not allow the individualism of others to warp the fabrie of their lives
once again. They are going to insist on regulating factors of society which control
them and that~ca§not be denied to thém. Iust'yesﬁerday the Czechs showed this very fact
in thelr confiscdtion of all pro-ﬁerman or Cerman industries within the Czech state, it is
not illogical to carry this pollcy to the point of populur rezul&tion of all crltioal
industry. However the rub is that Zurope is in chaos - relat valy speaking there is no
ipdustry - it will have to be rebuili from scrateh, it will have to be begun anew. The
significénce of this most apparent in the cbmparison of Euro?e with the’US for what:we
have said about Burope so far is gégarally applicable to the US. Tha point is tﬁat America :
haé a”prcducer—industrial group at the present as the working basis for our econoimy énd :
Burope does noﬁ. The fesult it seems to me i's obvious-and it will~bertrﬁer the farther
east in Europe you go, from thevhigh1y industrialized west t0 the agrarian east = éhe
governing body will be the substitute for a non—governmantal producer—industrialigt class.

My conclusion then is that gtrong leftist vovsrnments are going to come 1nto power-in -
some places the governments will be communistic in others the conditions will be sueh that:

] governments will regulate 1n varying degrees rather than control and/or own. But I feel
that in all cases the fundamentals expressed in our bill of rights will be observed; the
nations will groﬁ under the aegis of a popular movement , not under the rigid control of a
Communist Party such as brought Russia from the depths of the Czarist regime to her
present ﬁosition. Europe will progress through the demoeracy of the proletariét rather
than the dictatorship of the proletariat.

Now we come to the question of the exﬁernal relations of these reconstituted governments

we SKip the factors of time, of prdgress and setbacks, and assume that we have well outlin-
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ed national regimes. Each country has its representative legislative bddy and its executive
or executives; each country has its loyal oppositions of both extremes. Each country is
definitely progressing toward full freedoms of expression and belief, and in its own deg-
ree of regulation is watching the sconomic reeonstruection of its countryside. pr is all

of this going to come into play in terms of international relationships? It does not seem
too unreasonable to assume that Russia will look with favor upon the swing to the left in
the various countries. Russia will see in the establishment of governments with broad
popular fronts a promise that she will have no external threats to her experiment at home
and that is her primary concern. In times of political crises and heaven knows that every
day will see new crises in Europe, new struggles for power among factions and parties;
there seems little doubt but that Russia will lend her weight to the support of those
groups who offer her the greatest polical-military security and the most complementary
economic strueture. There is not a single reason to suppose that Russia will support
primarily totalitarian regimes in Burope. She as well as anybody khows the inherenf dangers
in such a growth. To my mind the only real danger in terms of opposition to the érowth of
Europe along the lines I have outlined above Wiil come from the capitalistic-democracies

of England and the US; we are going to find that we ban not exploit these nationé‘with out :
economic ventures-there will be no ecartels and international monopolies fostered by the

New governments of the left. (In all of this I am talking about eventual situations.) It is
true that some nations may agree to economic contracts during the period of growth and
rehabilitation and I think that this can be likened to Mexico and her oil and silver
resources and her eventual expropriation of our interests in them. The answer to this
question lies with the American and British publics; I do not believe that in theﬁpost-
war world with full fress coverage and with the knowledge of the experience of this war
behind them the peoples of the western world will be fooled into supporting economie
ventures that are in confliet with the basic spirit of our world peace. Where then does
the conflict arise in its fundamental expression? Apparently it is that American and
British trade cannot prosper in a world where national economies to all effects and
purposed control the market and the demamd. That is our dispute with the left; we

see in the combination of nationalism and of leftist national governments which seek to
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achieve a guaranteed economy a denial of our rights of free trade and exploitation. To
my mind that is just so much poppyecoek! It is true that leftist national governmental
policies will deny economic imperialism, but it should be a shot in the arm to well
organized international trade. The other nations of the world are as dependent on world
trade as we are; they are going to need our steel and our cars as much as we need to have
them buy them, There is no reason to assume that the growth whieh we have charted in
Burope means that nations are going in for self-sufficiency or doetrines of that sort.
What it does mean is that the competition from the producers of the Western world will
be under certain wraps -~ those conditions to be decided by the iﬁternal condition of the
country in relation to her needs and the current picture of world trade, It is my firm '
bélief that we are eﬁtering the happy stage of recognizing the interdependence of world
economics -~ Bretton Woods and the Reeciprocal Trade agreements are brilliant high spots
in the picture of the future trade organization. We are working on the promise that
a lot of peoplekWill be well off ratherftﬁan g few people's being very well‘off to the
detriment of the others. We will not be fooled and the issues will not be beeibuded for
us if we remember that economic libertyvdoes not mean economie¢ imperialism by one nation
of another's econcﬁy. -

It is increasingly clear that any attempt to distinguish between political and economiec

: concerns is doomed to failure, in our modern world they are intertwined irrevocably. We

have learne@_from total war, that we must take a total, overall viewpoint of the problems
which we facé. So‘far I have tried to explain why I feel that the growth of left in

Europe is nothing to fear in terms of the world-economy, why I feel that by the very

nature of the political organization of post-war Europe the European nations will eventual=-
ly arrive at policies which are in aceord with the overall picture just as we will, As
important a factor as nationalism is in terms of organization, the age of nétionalism in
the face of a greater world interest (the cut-off-your-nose-to-spite-your-face type of
nationalism) is 6ver. The impprtant thing is that this be recognized as it related to

our myriad problems from the levant to the Far East and back. The important thing is that
we realize that economic freedom and political freedom if we are to acﬁieve and to hold

them cannot be contradictory. (This probably applies more to Britain thah the United



States. )

But people say that thefefis a basie confliet between Communism and Capitalist Dem-
ocracy. 1 do not agree with thét. I wiéh that someone would pointyit out to me-now do not
rush back at ﬁe with the argument that Ruséia is totalitarian; that is not what I said.I’do»
not identify communism asg only the political form of Russia. In fact there is a good deal
of justificable disPutg as to whether that is communism at all., I am talking about the
communism, the extreme swing to the left, that will undoubtedly appear at several stages
of European reconstruction. I am talking about the state which controls in its entirety

the economis life of the nation. I want to know why that is in such violent contradiction

-with western democracy; I may Western democracvaith a reason, Western democracy has the

- basic assumption of backbone of the middle class-and Europe just does not have that

eclass and it is quite obvious that they are in no mood to create one so that they can

become westerm democracies. My point is that the standard of democracy per seo is not the

ecohomic4standérd of'being‘able'to become anillionaire, it is . the democratic standard of
becéming president. Buﬁvas I =aid before we oannot_judgeipolitical‘dembcracy alone, iti‘
is melded 1ntp theiecanomic picture in eur total jﬁdgment - for our standard is still the
greatest good,férftha greates numheg and the greatest happinéas.for the greatest number.
And it is tha decision of each individual nation to find its happy medium of economiec

and political freedom consistent with the stanaird laid down by tha world organization
and the prineif;les for which we have been figh£1ng. My thesis is that our w.esternv
&émocracy is one acceptable extreme and that complete sbcialism (donft call it commu-
nism if you don't wish to) is thefdther acceptable éxtreme; and between ﬁhese there is

a greét common ground in which differences are cnly differences of degree in application
and balaneing of the basic principles and standards. One key to seeing this point of
view is the recognition that what‘the average American looks upon ag the balanced situ-
ation is not nécessarily what the average Yugoslav sees as his optimum conditibn; just

as we cannot lmpose constitutionsl western democracy on conquered Europe as we tried t6.~ '
do last time, so we cannot insist that our standard is the only valid one for the world
thié time.

Russia is a case by herself- the ceritics who confuse our relations with Russia with
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our relationship with the rest of leftist Europe are creating a Talse impression and

e

false conditions of appreciation of the problems involved. My contention is that Russia :
is &1l in a condition of growth that will leave her in a position very similar to that
of the United States; there is every indication from Russian foreign policy toward the
rest of Burope that the Russian leaders contemplate the day Russia will step into the
period of practisipg her pelitical democracy which is still omnly on paper. I have written
at many times before about Russiad and I don't think that it is necessary to go over all
my reasoning and opinion again. I do feel that the only contradiction today exists in
Russia's one party system and I feel that it is part of her program to resolve that
herself.
I will have to read this letter over and I will probably add a paragraph of summary
s ‘whent I do; I have written as the thoughts have come to me and I hope that they are
orderlykenough to have‘coﬁereney énd to make so@a sense. What I have tried to show is
that there is no "irrepressible conflict" iﬁ'the wofld todéy, that you can opposs
socialiém for thevwesneré world but‘recoghize it is the most démocratié form for Europe
: o 5 , :
and not be,incénsistant, thatr 1 feel tgat rather than being‘on the thréshhold of a new

and disastrous world eonflict we are on the threshhold of the greatest meeting of mini- =

S~

and ideas that the pplitical-eeonomié world has evern known,
: IJGK for now-

Lov@,»

Sunny




