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PORTION OF SPEECH OF SENATOR OWEN BREWSTER AT TOWN HALL MEETING IN MEW YORK
CITY JANUARY 22, 1952
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The current interest in the Republican Presidential nnminatinnd;%

%Mwaeg.

s Resuhlicom, Justice Douglas will have nothing to do with it. The President

continues coy. -7 JAg eﬂf
e _ Tennessee coonskin seems

_H M}M tﬁﬁ is no time for overconfidence - nof underconfidence.
Republicans Bhnulrl put theiy pest fo?t garward in full confidence that

glving the -:-en-pla thn :Eagéﬂn and a candiffate in w everyone cen have

confidence as to his honesty and experience and understanding of our problems,
—— 5

domestic and forelgn, the pem:ula will respond partr--nor“rh-—
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Page 2.
\In the last three elections New York has supplied the Republican Presidential =

EIWBI gure that our friends in New York will umdes
ir e select a candidate from elsewhere - perhaps the Niddle
Weet and rely confidently on New York joining Maine and many other states in

suP'Pnrtf!.ng epublican n W
New Yor monstrat its determination to imstall integrity in public

office and slong with all his othar qualifications and broad experience we msy

well offer a candldate whose whole record in public life uniquely gualifies him

wl

to be called "Homest Bobf,

Let us as Republicans face the d-?s\ P@W that we will
gelect the best peapedlde gqualified cand¥inte and campaign with a
leadar who has Fm teated in the political hn.ltings as a Republican condddmie

S
f lnrl has neve

wr the insidious argument of selecting "a m&ﬂhﬁwhu can win"
Taft hae been passed over W%ﬁ hventions only to find that the

wn defeat,

arguments . based on expediency did not bring success.
Let ns in the language of George Washington "raise a standard to
which the wise and honest can repair" and go forward to viectory under

the banner of principle rather than expediency.










' PHILADELFHIA INQUIRFR, June 25, 1948 John M. Cummings
"For a reason or reasons best known to himself, Mr. Duff set out
to prevent if possible the nomination of Governor Dewey for President. H1s printed
attack on Dewey, end his so-chlled Moff the record" observetions were of & nature
to make it virtually impossible for him to go before the pecple and 23 & loyal Re-

publican support the nominee of his party. "

LIFE, AMugust 6, 1951,"Taft ve. Eisenhower", A Report on the blicans.

In the last peragraph the article concludes: MT W
"If General Eisenhower, &s so many Republicans hope, is now to take

over leadership of their party, he will have to speak up for it plainly. He will

have to explain where he sgrees and vhere he differs with Mr. Taft. He will have to

rally more real professionals to his csmpeign and see that they pursue delegates

professionally. He will have to specily policies of his own if he is now to win the

confidence not only of the G. O. P. but elso of the nation.”

Jeff's recollection:
On the Martha Roundtree Program, on which Senator Brewsier and Sena-

tor Carlson appesred, Senator Caerlson in reply to a question, stated that he would
not support General Eisemhower unless he were to meke his position clesr on all of
the issues, and expressed the opinion that Eisenhower would deturn to the United

States in plenty of time to present his views on all questions to the people.

Duff's statement that Eisenhower must return in order to be elected:
Quotation carmot be found in the press. After talking to several

who resd this statement, the gemeral impression is that Duff said thet Eisenhower
would heve to return to the United States by February the lst, in order to success-

fully contest for the nominstion.



We knDH Ei$EnhUHEr'S views on Europe; what are
his views on the Far East? .Is he in favor of:
| Recognition of China?
3 Aid to Chiang and Formosa?
3 Bombing of Chinese Communist airbases in Manehuria?
All-out war in Korea or negotiated peace?
%3 MacArthur's policy in fighting the war?
T EEEEE.
Domestic issues
Is Eisenhower in favor of:
|, Repealing the Taft-Hartley Law?
Taxing the Farm Cooperatives?
Federal aid to education?
Balaneing the budget?
9 Bramnan Farm Plan?
3 Ralsing income taxes, corporate taxes?
Lf Repealing excise taxes?
Higher excess-profits taxes?
Continued aid to Purope? How much? For how long?
The Point Four Program?
Revision of the Italian peace treaty?
A German treaty now?
{ﬁ A national and Federal health program?
Reciprocal trade agreements, even those mean the

destruction of American industry?




Genersl theme of questioning to be on the idea of Priscille's state-

ment - "Why don't you speak for yourself, John?"

In Lodge's statement about emlightened Republicans, vhat do you

mean, "enlightened Republicans"?

Use Ike's letter of 19.8

Question Duff on Eisenhower's stand on FEPC es compared to Taft's.




STATEMENT OF SENATOR TAFT IN CCHN:CTICH WITH THE
INTRODUCTION OF A BILL TO ESTABLISH A
FATR EiPLOYReiT PRACTICE CORIISSION
September 23, 1949

I am today introducing a bill to establish a Fair
Employment Practife Commission and to aid in eliminnting dis-
crimination in employment because of race, creed, or color,

The bill establishes a Federal Commission of five
with power to set up local commissions in all regions through-
out the Unitcd States. The commission is authorized to make
comprehensive studies in each district to determine how dis-
crimin~tion in that district on grounds of race, creed, and
color can best be eliminated, and full employment provided
for negroes and all other minority groups. It is given full
power to call witnesses and inquire into specific cases of
discrimination, make recommendations and take every step to
secure community interest and cooperation and voluntary com-
pliance by employers and labor unions.

In my opinion the c¢stablishment of this commission
is justifi:zd by the fact thit negroes do not have the opportun-
itics for employment enjoyed by white men. In many places they
are the last to be employed and the first to be laid off, Custom
and prejudice interfere with irmprovement in their position.
Substantial progress was made during the war and the tcuporary
Fair Employment Practicces Commission, though without legal
authority, contributed materially to that proszress.

I feel that the compulsory provisions of the bill
heretofore introduced in the Scnate will hinder progress towards
solving the oroblem rather than achieve it. Few realize how
extensive these compulsory provisions are. They are modeled
on the "unfair labor practice™ provisions of the National
Labor Reélations Act, and give to anyone who is refused employ-
ment or disuissed from a job the right to bring an action
against the emnploy<r, alleging some motive of discrimination
because the applicant or employce is white, black, Protestant,
Catholiec, Jewish, Czech, Fole or German. Such motives are
always possible to allege, and the question is left for decision
to a board which is bound by no rules of cvidence, and practical-
ly not subject to court review.

Abuses which come 2bout under similar provisions of
the National Labor Relations Act led to demands for its amend-
ment by labor organizations themselves. As I see it, the
compulsory act, if duplicated in c¢very state 2s its proponents
plan, will finally force evury employer to choose his employees
approxim~tely in proportion to the division of races and relig-
ions in his district, bscause that will be his best defense to
harassing suits. Race and religion will enter into evaery de-
cision. Catholic institutions, for imstance, will have to employ
Protestants. The Kethodist Book Concern will have to employ
Catholics. White waiters and porters could insist upon most of
the work in the Pullman slcepers and dining cars. In the long
run this board would tell every employer how he must make up
his labor force. The bill even includes nationzl origin and
ancestry, so that in a city like Cleveland, Ohio, employers
could be sued by representatives of every nationality group
particularly if they do not have members of that nationality
employed in that particular office or plant. :



In my opinion any such compulsory m.asure will create
more bad racial and religious feeling than any other method
which e¢an be pursusd, I think it will do the colored race
much more harm than good. Progress against discrimination
nmust be made gradually 2nd must be made by voluntary co-
operation and education with encouragement from a Federal

(over)
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Board, like that I propcse, and state goveraments and bcards,
and not by inviting thousands of law suits which will get
beyond the control even of the Fair Employment Practices
Commission itself. A voluntary commission can devslop differ-
ent kinds of plans to increase good colored employment in
differcnt citics after studving the local conditions and the
character of lceal industries. The method of sclving the
problem of negro full cmployment in Cleveland may be entirely
different from that which shouldbe pursued in New York City
or in ’‘tlantz, Georgia, No scientific study of the problem
has yet been made, and that should be the first task of the
boards 1 propose.

It is true that there may be & few recelcitrant -
employers, but if loeal committees are set up and scund plans
developed I believe they will be a few indeed. If there are
a few, pcrhaps they can be by-passed and employment provided
by other means. If the voluntary method fails to continue
progress, the commission is given power to recommend compulsory
legislation. I should nct oppose it 2s a last resort. Even
then, I doubt if the "unf~ir labor practice" approach is the
proper method of dealineg with the situation. For instance,
when a comprehensive plan of employment has b.en made, and
efforts at voluntary c¢omplisance have failed, the board might
be given the right to apply to a court for general approval
of the pl=n, and a court order against an employer whose
course of conduct interfercs substantiaily with the success
of the plan,

The bill which I am introducing proposes A construc-
tive approach to one of the mest difficult prcblems we faces
It is so fair thnat I believe the opponents should be willing
to withdraw their epposition.,



Re Wall Street Hournal Story:

— ' Wall Street Journal friend tells me that lir, Gpimes, editor of
Journal, visited Eisenhower last F31l, He was surprised by the Jan,
anpouncement and cabled Shape for permission to send personal
representative for interview, Request was granted, He caught Hughes
vacationing in Switzerland and sen@ him in with list of questions

£ prepzred in Yashington and N.Y, Huvghes had long interview and his
: story was approved and cleared by Eisenhower,

Bud
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THE WALL STREET JOURNAL.

Monday, January 14, 1053

The Really Reluctant “Candidate”

Eisenhower Is Hoping
He Won't Be Nominated

Ike's Statement Was No “Go-Ahead”; He Plans
No Public Stand on Issues, No U. S. Trip; Yet
“Call to Duty” Could Precede Convention

By Eowarp HucHEs
Btaff Correapondent of THE WALL STREET JOURNAL
(Copyright 1052 by The Wall Street Journal.)

PARIS — Dwight Eisenhower wasn’t fooling—he's really reluctant.
General Tke doesn’'t want to be President of the United States. He genuine~
ly prefers to stay out of politics, finish his job of building Western Europe’s de-
to a farm in America where he can live quietly and do a
little hunting and golfing now and then.
safely the 61-year-old military leader firmly intends to
make no to the U. S. in the next few months, He plans to make no state-
ment or other public move which would be political ammunition for either Repub-
—#licans or Democrats. This is his definite
intent at this moment, whether it helps
or hinders his political future.

Statement No “Go-Ahead”

These are reasons why there’s dis-
appointment ahead for those who have
chosen to interpret General Eisenhower's
statement last week as a subtle, shrewd
opening shot in a campaign for the Presis
dency. He said he would not seek a Presi-
dential nomination, but implied he would
take one if he received “a clear-cut call to
political duty.” The statement was not ine-
tended to discourage his backers, but neither
was it & coy “go.ahend” signal to G.OF,
organizers.

As much as anything, the statement was
intended to squelch any thoughts that, in the
light of the nationwide American excitement
over his political possibilities, further silence
on his part would {tself have political means-
ing.

Now, several days after his public an-
nouncement, this idol of millions of Americans
and Europeans is firmer than ever In the
convictions which prompted him to speak out.
He will permit no man, politician or otherwiss,
to interfers with his difficult task of molding
an adequate North Atlantic military force.
And he has no definite target date on which
ha thinks he will be able to relax—and maybs
step down from the joh.

However, General Eisenhower is willing
to revise his plans at any time he feels it
his patriotic duty as an American to do so,

This revision of plans would follow a formuls,
the elements of which probablr are as yat
vigue In the General's mind.

According to the thinking implicit in Ike's

' statement last Monday, if U, 8. public opinion

continues mounting in his favor &s a presi-
dential candidate and if construction of the
North Atlantic defense force steadily pro.
gresses, a point would eventually be reached
at which the Ilmportance of his political ac-
tivity in America would override the ime
portance of his international duties in Europe.
| At that time the General would feel duty-
| bound to make the change.

FPersonal Decision

It will be a personal decislon on General
Eisenhower's part to determine when or if
his call to political duty becomes “'clear-cut.”™
It can be saild with certainty that as of this
moment he cannot describe or define the
elements of a future condition which might

| constitute this “clear-cut call” to duty im
| American politics. It |s the sort of thing which
he will have to assess on & day-to-day basis,
It is certain he will recognize it if it should
eome.

The nomination of General Eisenhower in
July as the candidate of the Republican party
would certainly be such a clear-cut call to
political duty as to override Ike's interna-
tional obligations in Eurcpe. A combination
of events such as landslide success in two or
three of the apring primary elections plus
insistent public demand elsewhere, might ba
enough.

But until and unless a mandate of such
proportions is received, the General will stay
at his job in the French countryside near this
city, where from a modest wallboarded office
he is busy gearing the armed forces of 12
allied nations into one coordinated force. And
he won't do anything to create his own mans
date.

Resolute Refusal

A visitor who stopped in for a word with
the General would find him courteously willing
to outline his views on world affairs in his
well-known open, expressive manner, but he
would get a resolute refusal in response Lo
requests that Ike explain his views on such
things as corruption in .merican government
or federal paternalism or states' rights. He
has views on thess subjects—and strong
ones—but he isn't discussing them, and won't
be.
Although he and Mrs. Eisenhower long ta
return and make their home in America
after 13 years in their lives of off-and-on liv-
| ing abroad, General Eisenhower has no ine
tention of going back to the U, 8, in the near
future,

If, as Is likely, there is some effort to
bring him back for nolitical reasons, perhaps
in the guise of & mission to testify before
Congress in support of new money appropria-
tions for his European defenss program, the
General will discreetly answer that he feels
continued progress in the North Atlantia
Treaty Organization would be far more elo.
guent testimony than anything he could say
to Congress—and that continued N.A.T.O.
progress can be best insured by his remaining
on the job here.










FROM CONGRESSIONAL RECORD Jamuary 26, 1948

L

The text of General Eisenhower's letter to Leonard V. Finder, New
Hampshire newspaper publisher, regarding the Republican Presidential

nomination follows:

Deer Mr. Finder:

Your letter and editorial have been oh my desk for more than a week
while I pondered the reply merited by your obvious concern for the Nation's
welfare, and from a personal standpoint, by the honor you had done me. Mgnths
ago I thought thet unqualified denisl of politicel ambition would elimimate me
from congideration in the coming campeign for the presidency, because that

rﬂ'&\' 8, si the days of Washington, historically and properly fallen only

s

to aspirants. ) "

That some few would misinterpret or look for hidden meanings in my past
expressions was expected and discounted, but my failure to convince thoughtful
and esrnest men such 2s yourself, proves that I must make some amplification.
This will necessarily partake of the laborious, due to the complexity of the
factors that have influenced me to say no more than I have, but which dictete
my decision that I am hot available for and could not accept nomination to high
political office.

I bhave heretofore refrained from meking the bald statement that I would
not accept nomination, although this hes been my intention since the subject
wag first mentioned to me.

This omission seems to have been a misteke, since it has inadvertently
misled sincere and disinterested Americans. But my reticence stemmed from cogent
reasons. The first wes that such an expression would smack of effrontery. I
had and I .ave no desire to appesr either as assuming that significant mumbers

of our peoplé:s would actively interest themselves in me as a possible candidate.



e
or tnkpar as lecking in respect and regard for the highest honor Aimeriecan
citizens can confer upon one of their own body.

4 sscond and even deeper reason was a persistent doubt aht I could
phrase a flat refusal without appearing to violate that concept of duty to
country which calls upon every good citizen to place no limitations
upon his readiness to serve in any designated capacity. On this point it is

A‘"‘"—-———-
my conviction that, unless an individual feels some inner compulsion and speecial
w p——— Py S e
qualifications to enter the political arema, which I do not, a refusal to do so

= T —
e
involves no violetion of the highest stendards of devotion to duty.
SN e e
It was only the possible misinterpretation of my attitude that caused me

concern ard so long as I could believe that mere denial of political ambition
would prevent serious misunderstanding and misdirected effort, I was reluctant
to say more. It would seem almost superfluous for me to add that as long as I
live I shall hold myself in instant readiness to respond to any call by the
Government to military duty.

In full ewareness, then, and not in violation of my own sense of duty, I
have developed the following conclusions which are resvonsible for my negative
decision.

It is my conviction that the necessary and wise subordinztion of the
military to civil power will be best sustained, and our people will have greater
confidence that it is so sustained when lifelong professionsl soldiers in the
absence of some obvious and over-riding reasons, abstain from seeking high politi-
cal office. This truth has a possible inverse application. I would regard
it as unalloyed tragedy for our country if ever should come the day when military
comaanders might be selected with an eye to their future potentialities in the
political field rather than exclusively upon judgment as to their military

abilities. and in its true

Politics is & profession -- & serious complicated,



In the American scene 1 see no dearth of men fitted by training, talent,

: — ——
and integrity for natiﬂmlfadershig.

e

On the other hand, nothing in the inter-

P —

——-—-_._“_-_-.._m-.___'I

national or domestic situation especially qualifies for the most important
office in a man whose adult years have been spent in the country's
_f-*-—-—-..__,___‘_‘--—-_.— .

e ————————

military forces. At least this is true in my case.
H—-—\M\.__

wﬂw—-
I am deeply regretful if a too simple faith in the effectiveness of

a plain denial has misled any considerable mmber concerning my intentions and

so allowed them to spend time =nd effort under erronecus impressions. At the

risk of appearing pompous, I must say that the homor paid me cannot fail to

spur me in future years to work the more diligently for America, her youth, her

veterans, and all her citizens, and for the continuance of peace.

I trust that this rather lengthy explenation will convince you that my

conclusions are not only =ound but have been arrived at objectively and have

not been unduly influenced by my own desires and convenience. w

my decision to remove myself completely from the politieszl scene is &efinit.e
_______,___....--'—--.u——-'-_"'——'

and positive. I know you will not object to my making this letter public to
—— e

inform all interested persons thst I could not accept nomination even under

the remote circumstances that it were tendered me.

With warm personzl regards,

Simcerely

/s/ Dwight D. Eisenhower



nTt is gratifying indeed to have this opportunity to address
the citizens of Cleveland and the State of Ohio - a state which has contri-
buted so abundantly to America's leadership both past and contemporary. In-

deed, indications multiply that this leadership mey even increase in the not—

too-distant future. 7

(Excerpt from General of the Army Douglas MacArthur's
address given in Cleveland, Ohio, September 6, 1951.

Copied from the New York Times, 9/7/51, Page 10)



FROM CONGRESSIONAL RECORD Jamuary 26, 1948
[

The text of General Eisenhover's letter to Leonard V, Finder, New
Hampshire newspaper publisher, regarding the Republican Presidential

nomination followsi

Dear Mr. Finder:

Your letter and editorial have been oh my desk for more than a week
while I pondered the reply merited by your obvious concern for the Nation's
welfare, end from a persomal standpoint, by the honor you had dome me, Months
ago I thought that unqualified denial of political ambition would eliminate me
from consideration im the coming campeign for the presidemecy, because that
office has, since the days of Washingtom, historicelly end properly fallem only
to aspirants.

That some few would misinterpret or look for hidden meanings in my past
expressions was expected and discounted, but my fallure to convince thoughtful
and earnest men such us yourself, proves that I must make some amplification.
This will necessarily partake of the laborious, due to the complexity of the
factors that have influenced me to say no more than I have, but which dictate
my decision that I am hot available for and eould mot accept nmomination to high
political office.

I have heretofore refrained from making the bald statement that I would
not aceept momination, although this hae been my inmtention sinece the subject
wag first mentioned to me. t

This omission seems to have beenm a mistake, since it has inadvertently
misled sincere and disinterested Americans. But my reticence stemmed from cogent
reasons. The first wes that such an expression would smack of effrontery. I
had and I have mo desire to appear either as assuming that signifieant mumbers
of our peoples would sctively inmterest themselves in me zg & possible candidete.



L] —'!-

or to appear as lacking in respect and regard for the highest honor American
citizens can confer upon one of their own body.

A second and even deeper reason was a persistent doubt abt I could
phrase a flat refusal without appearing to violate that concept of duty to
country whieh calls upon every good citizen to place no limitations
upon his readiness to serve in any designated capacity. On this coint it 1s
my conviction that, unless an individusl feels some imner compulsion and special
qﬂiﬂuﬂmhnmmpﬂnﬂm“ﬂ,vﬂﬂldaout,;nmnltuhn
invelves no vielation of the highest standerds of devotion to duty.

It was only the possible nisinterpretation of my attitude that causzed me
concern and so long as I could believe that mere denial of political ambition
would prevent serious misunderstanding and misdirected effort, I was reluctant
to say more. Itmld“ﬂnltmmforuhﬂdmtumul
11"1:hﬂlhnldwnlfiniuhntnﬂimutuuapmﬁhmnﬂlhym
Government to militaxy duly.

In full swareness, them, and not in violatlon of my own sense of duty, I
have developed the following conclusions which are resconsible for my negatlve
decision.

It is my conmviction that the necessary and wise subordination of the
military to eivil power will be best sustained, and our people will have greater
confidence that it is so sustained when lifelong professional goldiers in the
absence of some obvious and over-riding reasons, abstain from seeking high politi-
cal office. This truth has a possible inverse application. I would regard
HuWMfHMHMHImumHmhMMﬂW
comnanders might be selected with an eye to their future potentialities in the
political field rather than exclusively upon judgment as to their military

abilities.

true
Politics is a profession == & serious, complicated, and in 1its



9
sense, & noble one.

In the American scene 1 see no dearth of men fitted by training, talent,
end integrity for natiomal leadership. On the other hand, nothing in the inter-
pational or domestic situation especially qualifies for the most important
office in the world a man whose Hﬂl‘l,‘llrl.hl'ﬂhﬂlp-“ilm country' s
military forces. At least this is true in my case.

I am deeply regretful if a too simple falth in the effectiveness of
a plain denial has misled any considerable mumber concerning my intentions and
so allowed them to spend time and effort under erronecus impressions. At the
ﬂﬁurwm,lmmtutmhmmdumtfnﬂh
wnmmmmrlhwﬂmmﬂnmﬂy for Ameriea, her youth, her
veterans, and all her eitizems, and for the continusnce of pesce.

1 trust that this rather lengthy explanation will conviace you that my
conelusions are not only sound but have been arrived at objectively and have
not been unduly thmd-ﬂnn:ﬂmm. In any event,
my decision to remove myself u:plownnth-pouuull_i:dnﬁﬂh
and positive. I mrﬂﬁllmtuhjtcthﬂ-kin:thhhtmwhliuh
inform a1l interested persoms that I eould not accept momination even under
the remote circumstances that it were tendered me.

¥With warm personal regards,

Sincerely

/If Dwight D. Eisenhover



FROM CONGRESSIONAL RECORD Jamuary 26, 1948

The text of Gemersl Eisemhover's letter to Leonard V. Finder, New
Hampshire newspaper publisher, regarding the Republican Presidential

nominetion followsi

Decr Mr. Finder:

Your letter and editorial have been oh my desk for more than a week
while I pondered the reply merited by your obvious comcern fer the Hation's
welfare, and from a personal standpoint, by the homor you had dome me. Months
ago I thought that unqualified denial of political ambition would eliminate me
from congideration in the coming campaign for the presidency, because that
office has, since the days of Vashington, historically and properly fallem omly
to aspirants.

That some few would misinterpret or look for hidden meanings in my past
expressions was expected end discounted, but my fallure to convimce thoughiful
and earnest men such »s yourself, proves that I must make some amplification.
This will necessarily partake of the laborious, due to the complexity of the
factors that huve influenced me to say mo more than I have, but which dictate
my decision that I am hot available for and could not accept momination to high
political office.

I have heretofore refrained from making the bald statement that I would
not accept momination, although this hae been my intemtion sinece the subject
was first mentioned to me.

This omission seems to have been a mistake, since it has imadvertently
misled sincere and disinterested Americans. But my reticence stemmed from cogent
reasons. The first wes that such an expression would smack of effronmtery. I
had and I have no desire to appear either as assuming that significant mumbers
of our peoples would actively interest themselves in me ag a possible candidate.



alle
or to appear as lacking im respect and regard for the highest honor Ameriecan
eitiszens can confer upon one of thelr own bedy.
A second and even deeper resson was a persistent doubt aht I could
phrase a flat refusal without sppesring to violate that concept of duty to
country which calls upon every good citisen to place no limitations

upon his readiness to serve in any designated capacity. On this point it is
ny comviction thet, unless an individual feels some inmer compulsion and speeial
qualifications to emter the political arema, which I do mot, a refusal to do so
involves no violation of the highest standerds of devotion to duty.

It was only the possible misinterpretation of my attitude that caused me
concern and so long as I could believe that mere denlal of political smbition
would prevent serious misunderstanding and misdireeted effort, I was reluctant
to say more. Itmﬂm:tmmrnh-ﬂm\h-alﬂgur
nnxmm'mnmmmumnmuhwuuwm
Government to militaxy duty.

In full swareness, then, and not in violation of my own sense of duty, I
bave developed the following conclusions which are res-onsible for my negative
deeision.

Ith'mmtmuumlﬂﬂuMHﬂmﬂm
military to eivil power will be best sustained, and our people will have greater
confidence that it is so sustained when lifelong professionsl soldiers in the
MG!mﬂﬂmMnmm,lhmfrﬂmnﬁpﬂitt—
cal office. This truth has a possible inverse application, I would regard
HHWMMHMHWMHMWWMMM
commanders might be selected with an eye to their future potentialities in the
pﬂiﬂulﬂﬂdnth-rthmmluhﬂrwlﬂnlﬂuhmmﬁw

abilities.
Polities is a profession -- a serious, complicated, and in its true



g
sense, a noble one.

In the Amsrican scene 1 see no dearth of men fitted by training, talemt,
and integrity for national leadership. On the other hand, mothing in the inter-
national or domestic situation especially qualifies for the most important
office in the world a man whose adult years have been spemt in the country's
military forces. At least this is true in my case,

I an deeply regretful if a too simple faith in the effectiveness of
a plaip denial has misled sny considerable mmber concerning my intentions and
g0 allowed them to spend time and effort under erronecus impressions. At the
risk of sppearing pompous, I must say that the homor paid me cammot fail to
spur me in future years to vork the more diligently for Ameriea, her youth, her
veterans, and all her citizems, and for the continuance of peace.

I trust that this rsther lengthy explanation will convinee you that my
coneclugions sre not only sound but have been arrived at objectively and have
not beem unduly influenced by my own desires and convenience, In any event,
my decision to remove myself completely from the political sceme is definite
and positive, I kmow you will not object to my making this letter public to
inform 21l interested persoms that I could not accept nomination even under
the remote circumstances that it were tendered me.

With wvarm personal regards,

Sincerely

/s/ Dwight D, Eisenhower



FROM CONGRESSIOMAL RECORD Jamuaxy 26, 1948

The text of Gemeral Eisenhover's letter to Leomard V., Finder, New
Hampshire newspaper publisher, reg:rding the Republican Presidential

nozination follows:

Dear Mr. Finder:

Tour letter and editorial have been oh my desk for more than a week
vhile I pondered the reply merited by your obvious comcern for the Nation's
welfare, and from a personal standpoint, by the honor you had done me, Months
age I thought that unqualified denial of politiesl ambition would eliminate me
from consideration in the coming campaign for the presidency, because thst
office has, since the days of Washingtom, historicelly and properly fallem only
to aspirants,

That some few would misinterpret or look for hidden meamings in my past
expressions was expected and discounted, but my failure to convince thoughtful
and earnest men such us yourself, proves that I must make some amplificstion,
This will necessarily partake of the laborious, due to the complexity of the
mﬁlthﬂM-thMMIhn,hutihhhﬂﬂtlh
my decision that I am bot available for and could not accept momination to high
political office.

I have heretofore refrained from making the bald statement that I would
not aceept momination, slthough this has been my imtention since the subject
was first mentioned to me.

This omission seems to have been a mistake, since it has imadvertently
misled sincere and disinterested Americans. But my reticence stemmed from cogent
ressonss The first wes that such an expression would smack of effrontery, I
had and I have no desire to appear either as assuming thet significant mumbers
of our peoples would actively interest themselves in me ns & possible candidate.




: -Be
uum&umuumﬂmmmmmnmm
eitisens can confer upon cne of thelr own body.

A cecond nnd even deeper reason was & persistent doubt aht I eould
phrase a flat refusal without sppearing to violate that comcept of duty teo
country whieh calls upon overy good citisen to place no limitations
upom his resdiness to serve in any designoted cepneify, On this poing 4t is
ny conviection that, unless an individual feele some inner eompulsion and speeial
qualificationa to smter the politienl arens, which I do mot, & refussl to do s
involves nmo vielstion of the hMghest standerds of devotlon te dufy.

It vas only the possible misinterpretation of my attitude thati caused me
concarn and @o lomg as I oould believe thet mere denlal of political ambition
would prevent serious misunderstanding and misdirected effort, I was reluctént
to say more., It would seem almost superfluous for me to add that as long es I
live I shall hold myself in inetant readiness to respond to any call by the
Covernment to military duly.

In M) swvareness, them, and mot in viclatlon of my own sence of duty, I
have developed the following conclusiops which are res_onsible for ay nsgative
deeislon.

It is my conviction thet the necessary and wise subordination of the
militazry to eivil power will be best sustained, and our people will have greater
confidence that it le so sustained when lifelong professionsl soldiers in the
sbsence of some obvious and over-ridimg ressoms, sbstein from seeking high politi-
cal offiee, This truth heas a posrible imverse spplicetion. I would regard
it a2z unalloyed tragedy for our country if ever chould come the day vhen military
comuanders might be selected with an eye to their future potentialities in the
political field rather than exclusively upon judgment as to their military

abilities,
Polities is & profession — & serious, complicated, and in its true



-te
lﬂﬂ,lﬁ*hﬂh

!nhhﬂmmtmudnﬂdmﬂmwmm,
and integrity for netionsl leedership, On the other hand, nothing in the inter-
national or domestic situation especially qualifies for the most important
dmummu-mwhthnmhnmmhmw-
military forces. At least this iz true in sy ease,

I an deeply regretful Af a too simple faith in the effectiveness of
-mummu-mwmmmm-mrnmuqmmtmm
uulndﬁuhmﬂu-m-ﬂortm-rmm:hpuuom. At the
ﬂﬂnflﬂmm,lﬂnuythtﬁ-hmmﬂumthuh
wuhhﬁmhwﬂﬂumﬂumﬁyfnm,m“ﬁﬁ,m
whnn,mmhrdmm,mrurth-mﬂnuudm.

I trust that this rather lengthy explanstion will eonvince you that my
conclusions are not only sound but have beem arrived at objeciively and have
mmwqumndn-m-m. In axy evenmt,
wmhmwuwwwmmpﬂim“hhﬂﬂh
and positive, Ik-vmwﬂlmtohjmtnqrmthhhthrmhh
Mmmnm-mpmmnmnmmummmu
the remote circumstunces that it were tendered me.

Flﬁ“m“lﬂludl,

Sincerely

flfhi(h.t D, Eiserhower
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Jan. 26, 1952

Memo to Jef f:

Protective Tariff

WeW England is supposed to be LisenhoVer territory.

T read there is considerable unemployment in textiles due to
cheap foreign imports.

What is Diserho¥er's position on this?

Vhen Reciprocal Trade Agreements Were up in late 1949 lorse
voted :

On extengson of thé Act h. v

On inelusion of the peril point clause N.Y%

Exports of Scar@e U,S., materials

There are supposed to be 150,000 out of Work in Detroit
and more to come,under present export policies.

Truman promised Churchill a million tons of steel in 1952,
This is far greater than previous exports of stesl to that c ountry.
In 1950 We exported only about 1,800,000 tons to the entire World,
most of it to Latin America.

Does Eisenho%er favor the export of more and more U,S, materials
abroad at the price of more and more American jobs ?

( ¥,B. If the UK modernized her factories and wills, as the U.S.
has constantly done, chances are shem "ould have enuf steel
for both her civialamceds and the MATC program.)
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The Eisenhower Plot: In the past forty-eight hours, the first outlines of the pattern which his

friends here will use to nominate General Eisenhower became visible.

It has been obscured by the deafening gabble about what went on at the GOP meeting in San
Francisco (“why doesn’t Governor Warren act like a Republican?”, and other such trivia). But old
stagers, who watched how the business was accomplished in 1940, greeted the appearance of the first
outlines with cynical smiles and “told-you-so’s”. “It's the old game that put over Wendell Willkie,
all over again”, they remarked.

What these initial signs are may be put, in brief form, as follows: Some Wall Street interna-
tional bankers are up to the same old tricks they pulled off so brilliantly in 1940. (In that year, the
Willkie blitz machine utilized a vast network of utility and banking interests to pressure the GOP
delegates.)

Specifically, we can report that pressure is now being applied (by these banking interests) on
businessmen ‘who favor Taft but have the misfortune to owe money to these Eastern bankers. We have,
on investigation, spotted several cases in which businessmen (leaders in their trans-Appalachian com-
munities) have received communications from their New York creditors, urging them to join pro-
Eisenhower committees and to raise or contribute funds thereto. These debtors happen to favor Taft
and/or MacArthur and are not happy about the communication. For, they want no trouble with the
gentlemen who hold the notes. At this moment, we cannot as yet ascertain just whether or not t]-n:
debtors will surrender their political independence.

Anyhow, word about this kind of pro-Eisenhower operation has been getting around, and has been
followed by indignation, consternation and — what is more important — cogitation among those in the
Taft camp.

Taft Counter-Attack? What is the outcome of this cogitation? What will Taft do, in the face of
this developing menace to his nomination?

We do not profess to know the answer. But we do know and can report some of the talk which
has followed the advent of this development in Washington.

First of all, it is being eloquently argued that, on the plane of principle, Taft can be urged to
make an issue of this. Bankers and financial interests which play ball with and profit from the Fair
Deal (in contrast to those who engage in “straight” banking) are just as much a menace to the weal
of the country as Socialists, Communists and corruption practitioners. These elements of high finance
played a role, and a big one, in getting us into both World Wars. What they are up to now should
be discussed in the public forum.

Also — so some Taft men agree — the GOP should place their appeal to the voters on the basis
of U. S. national interest. Those bankers, doing business in the international field, who collide with
this principle justifiably face attack. Such forensics would be in no sense “class warfare”. There are
lots of financial people who do not truckle to the handout boys in the nation’s capital.

Next, there are potent reasons why Taft, if he chooses this course, would emerge the victor. The
plain people everywhere — it is urged — would rise to such a tocsin. Those who had been deceived
by the false appeals of Big Government — which surreptitiously plays with these financial elements —
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‘would suddenly see the political picture clearly. Additionally, Taft, because of his known integrity,
will never win, nor be burdened with, the support of these elements. They will knife him to the last.

Finally, such a Taft counter-attack would lay the basis for his election campaign, once he is nomi-
nated. He could then expose the true picture of the Fair Deal, its alliance with venal financial interests
" and the names of the financiers on the roster of the Fair Deal commissariat. This course — say those
who advocate it — would be far sounder than piddling concessions to Fair Deal thinking, like “a little
Point 1V, “a little Federal aid to education”, etc., ete.

What Taft will do about all this remains uncertain. But he is too intelligent a man not to under-
stand the situation which has inevitably arisen. ;

Ike’s Return: You can get a date — guaranteed absolutely — for the General’s return to this
_country from almost anyone supporting his candidacy. But in this skeptical city, few trust these
_ prognostications.

However, there have been, in the past month, several “cold turkey” reports to the effect that the
. General will retire and come back to this country sometime in the first fortnight of March. We checked
on these reports at the time and found they come from no interested parties, no Democrats nor Eisen-
hower Republicans, indeed from no one who has an axe to grind. The source is one which has a
unique position to know such facts — purely as facts.

Now in the past two days, we learn that this coldly impartial source says the General has post-
poned his return and will not be back here until approximately the first two weeks in May. Make what

‘you can of that.

‘Watch For: A speech on the air by former President Herbert Hoover next Sunday, January o,
over CBS-TV and CBS radio, from 1:30 to 2 p.m., EST. It is reported this address will be another
“re.examination” of our foreign political and military policies. :

Strategy of Committees: Smooth working relationship between the Taft forces and the new GOP
‘Senate floor leader was seen last week. Senator Styles Bridges, the minority leader (who is by ne
“means a Taft enthusiast), got support from the Ohioan and his friends, to put Senator Joe McCarthy
in the place Joe has ardently wanted: on the Appropriations subcommittee dealing with State Depart-
. ment requests for funds (subcommittee on State and Judiciary of the Appropriations Committee of the

Senate).

The Wisconsin Senator was pushed off that place last spring when the death of Senator Vanden-
berg caused a committee re-shuffle. Now he’s back with the blessing. of Bridges, Taft and Senator
Hugh Butler of Nebraska. The latter, as allocator of Republican committee posts and friend of Taft,
* collaborated willingly. The way is now paved for McCarthy to interrogate critically the State Depart-
ment functionaries, in the next few months, as the latter seek money to pay the salaries of personnel
‘whom the Wisconsin legislator has so consistently lambasted.

Likewise, that Administration-controlled group, the Senate Committee on Elections, dedicated to
smashing what they call “McCarthyism”, received a bad bump during the past week. The GOP lead-
ership decided to remove Senator Margaret Chase Smith from that Committee and to transfer her to
another post; and then to substitute a good friend of McCarthy, Senator Dirksen of Illinois. Senator
'Smith of Maine is no friend of the Wisconsin Senator, but she has indicated willingness to be trans-
ferred. With Dirksen on the Election Committee, the chances of a vote of censure of Senator McCarthy

by the Committee have diminished perceptibly.
: The point of all this is that the new GOP leadership in the Senate is working smoothly (so far).

Neither Senator Margaret Smith nor indeed Senator Butler of Nebraska are exactly overflowing with
good will towards McCarthy. But the important thing is that the interests of the Party have triumphed

over personal frictions.



Farm Front: It is no secret around there that the Democratic Administration has privately dropped
(perhaps, only put in cold storage) the famous Brannan Plan for bribing the farmers into burean:
cratic slavery by farm subsidies. Two years ago, conservative farm organizations, led by the American
Farm Bureau Federation, put up an effective fight against the Brannan version of totalitarianism.

Moreover, another change in Administration strategy looms — according to shrewd watchers of the
farm field. This — it is forecast — will be Administration advocacy of legislation for 100 per cent of
parity price supports. We hear prophesies that this will be the policy of the Department of Agricul-
ture. Already, emphasis on this policy has risen in the ranks of the National Farmers Union, left-wing
organization, which in the past has had a way of being just ahead of the Department’s shifts in policy!
The cry of “100 per cent of parity” might prove very good election bait.

On the other hand, the leaders of the powerful American Farm Bureau Federation are said to be
cool towards this ery. They fear that, if such policy were enacted, the non-farm consumer would rebel
at the very heavy costs. This view, however, is that of the leaders. While election tubs are being
thumped, the rank and file of the Farm Bureau might find such a rhythm rather pleasing.

Meanwhile, quite a different approach is being explored by Congressman Howard Buffett of
Nebraska. He believes that much sentiment would rally to legislation along the following lmeﬁ
a bill which would (1) wipe out the whole apparatus of price supports, but (2) at the same time
would abolish price controls on farm commodities. Since farmers — it is argued — at the present
time are more anxious to get rid of ceilings on farm prices than they are of maintaining price “floors”,
they might go for an elimination of the whole system of controls and hand-outs in the field of agriculture.

China: News that the Reds are building big air bases in Southern China and in Hainan as Spriﬁg:
boards for an attack on French Indo-China stirs demands in Washington for accelerated aid to Chlang
Kai-shek.

From this stronghold on the island of Formosa, Chiang could raid the Southeérn China coast and
break up Red communications leading to the Indo-China horder. He has, at present, some 400,000
soldiers on Formosa, but only about 70,000 are equipped for fighting. Military aid from the U. S:
has been stepped up in the past six months, to some extent. The Nationalist forces include man
soldiers whose homes and families are in the southern coastal areas of the mainland. If properl
equipped, they would fight well in landing operations. Finally, there is talk again of the need f&f
blockading China; Chiang’s navy was doing no little harm to the Red trade- when it was atﬂpped h‘j‘
the Acheson policy.

In circles which watch closely the Far Eastern picture, there is suspicion of the Japanese Premier’s
talk about recognizing the Nationalist Government of Formosa. It is believed that the Premier’s
statement was inspired by John Foster Dulles as a move to allay Congressional doubt about the Japat
nese Peace Treaty and to hasten its ratification by the U. S. Senate. Once the treaty is ratified — it is
suggested by the doubters — talk of Japan recognizing Chiang will subside, at the insistence of the State
Department. Meanwhile, it is reported that British diplomats in Tokyo are working hard to prevent
Japanese recognition of the Nationalist Government.

Subsidizing Socialism: Anger is rising in banking committees on Capitol Hill against the Export-
Import Bank, which gets Treasury dollars for lending abroad and not always to the most careful of
debtors. Notice has been taken of an item in the January 2 issue of Professor Walter Spahr’s excel-
lent “Monetary Notes”. Prof. Spahr, always alert for misuse of American funds, spotted the following:

“The Government of Israel ‘according to the International Financial News Survey’ has decided to
nationalize part of the installations of the Palestine Potash Company Ltd. — presently owned by the
British — and to abrogate the Company’s concession. The nationalization is to be financed by £900,000
supplied from loans previously obtained from the Export-Import Bank.” [Our italics.]




i . Memkbers of Congress indignantly ask why we should lend money to a government to nationalize
an industry. It is expected that officials of the Export-Import Bank will be hailed before the Banking
and Currency Committee to explain these doings.

Sweden Starts It: Harvard Professor Schlichter proposed, more than a year ago, that the govern-
ment issue a “‘purchasing power” bond — one that would be redeemed, at maturity, at what the
dollar would buy then as compared with the purchasing power of the dollar at the time of issuance.
The idea was to protect the bondholder from loss due to inflation. The fact is that as wartime *“savings”
bonds mature, many purchasers are realizing that they suffered a loss in purchasing power, and as
a result the government finds itself redeeming many more of these bonds than it can resell to the publie.
The professor’s suggestion stemmed not only from concern for the bondholder, but more so from concern
over the plight of the government. The Treasury Department, for various reasons, did not accept the
suggestion; but it cannot be written off. It is “one of the things” that a spendthrift government can
resort to in its desperate need for money.

Sweden, author of a number of Socialistic schemes, has taken the plunge. But, not yet the gov-
érnment of Sweden; it is the Kooperative Foerbundet, the national association of Sweden’s cooperative
associations, that has taken upon itself the job of introducing the “purchasing power” bond to the
world, according to a dispatch in the New York Times of January 20. A formula has been worked
out whereby the redemption value of the bond is tied in with a cost-of-living index. In that way, the
K. F. protects its bondholders from loss due to inflation; in that way, also, it advertises its recogni-
tion of the government's intent to further depreciate the currency. Its lack of faith in the national
money is emphasized by the provision that the depreciation bonus will be limited to fifty per cent of
the face value of the bond it is issuing; if the government cuts the kroner to more than one-half its
present purchasing power the bondholder must take the loss.

-+ The action of the K. F. is simply an admission of its rather quivering faith in the money of its
country. When that lack of faith becomes general, when people will not accept money in exchange for
goods or services, then we have the final act in the tragedy of money.

McCarthy and Marshall: War-made heroes seem to hold up no better than most war-time products.
Under the glare of peace-time scrutiny, the accolades heaped upon them melt away, and all we have
left is the naked form of a mere mortal. It doesn't take long, these days. The case of Gen. George
€. Marshall is particularly in point. Others have indicated the inadequacies, personal and official, that
hardly justify the stature accorded him by official propaganda; it remained for the intrepid Senator
from Wisconsin, Joseph R. MeCarthy, to.show by the record that the ability of the General (and the
former Secretary of State), were less than brilliant; that the country’s affairs did not prosper under
his management. The Senator set forth the facts in a speech from the Senate floor on June 14, 1951.
The speech has been revised and has been made available to the public in a book by The Devin-Adair
Co., 23 East 26th St., New York, N. Y., at the sensible price of $1.00.

" The substance of the argument is that as both military and civilian leader, Gen. Marshall pur-
sued a policy that was peculiarly orientated so as to promote the foreign policy of the U. S. S. R.
The documentation of this charge is most convincing, particularly because Senator McCarthy relies on
sources admittedly favorable to the General-Secretary. The Senator does mot impugn Mr. Marshall’s
patriotism; the question which the book still leaves open is whether the poor judgment displayed was
his own or resulted from following the advice of men of sinister motive; and finally, whether these
men still have influence in the shaping of our foreign policy.
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Portion of speech of Senator Owen brewster
. at Republican Rally at NeClure, vania
under auspices of Smyder County u:—htu

Saturday afternoon, September 13, 1947

WIY PRICES ARE IIGH?

Living costs are going out of sight because America is trying to feed the
world.

A prudent, thrifty housewife inows how much can be spared from the winter
gupplies of vegetables and preserves in the cellar to help the neighbors without
rusning the family short, ;

That is the whole problem here.

Seeretary of Agriculture Anderson buys 133,000 tons of dried fruit to prevent
a glut and to keep up prices.

Ve export 18,000,000 tons of food in 19u6=7 and prices go sky lighe

This our harvests indicate a decrease of 21,000,000 tons in our ground
and we of exporting 11,000,000 tons of food, Even Henry Wallace knows what
means in terms of domestic prices, The sky is literally the only limit,

If there is a to raise prices it is by those responaible for such
a program under such .

mmmmﬁmmummmuwﬂn
showed very conclusively,

In 1918 with twe successive wheat crops that were less than the normal domestie
consumption for food and seed we tightened our belis by voluntary controls and exported
200,000,000 bushels of wheat to our allies.

- American housewives fought the First World War on ten per cent less calories
per capita than were required in the Second World War when Washington bureaucrats imposed
contrels,

The answer to the world food problem so far as America is concerned is looverising.

The imagination and understanding of American housewives can be relied on to
meet this problem far more effectively than can any system of arbitrary regulations.

Willing and distilling may well be the subject of regulation but beyond that
one may not safely go.

. A great selling campaign to enlist all Amerdcans in voluntary restrictions of
their diet can aceomplish infinitely more than any other approach.

Y T




The experience of two wars has shown this beyond a doubt,
Burope is safe from starvation for & few months with their cwrent harvests.

: Mearwhile let all the selling talent of America be dedicated to getiing
Americans to save food to save America,

The example of a free pecple saving food to feed suffering humanity will
challenge totalitarian ideclogies everywhere,

wm“mmhuumnmm

An attempt at arbitrary controls will end in eenfusion, corruption and .
mmummwwnmmmummm
result, Nelither rationing nor price controls can reach the roots of this problem which
finds its nourishment in domestic shortages resulting from foreign exports.

economic
aa Palanelng our wnmmmmmma
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