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STATEMINT OF CARL OGLESBY, PRESIDENT CF STUDENTS FOR A DELICCIATICS
SOCIETY ' '
ilarch on Washington, November 27, 1965

Seven months ago a t the Lpril March_on U lashington, Fau
Potter, then President of Students for a L’cmoc*’atlc ociety,
stood in approxlimately this spot and said that we must name the
system that- creates and- sustains the war in Vietnam--name it,
describe 1t, analyze it, understand it, and chenge it.,

Today I will try to name it--to suggest an analysis which,
to e quite frank, may disturb some of you-~and to suggest
what changing it may require of us,

le are here agaln to protest again a groving war. Since
it is a very bad war, we acqulre the habit of ihlnxing that
it mast-be cauveed by very bad men. But wve onTy conceal reality,

I think, to denounce on such grounds the menacing coa11 ion of
indus trial and military pover, or the brutallty of the blitz-
krieg we are waging egainst Vietnam, or the ominous signs around
us that-heresy may soon no longer be permitted. ‘le'must simply
obgerve, and quite plainly say, that this COOLlulon, this blitz-
krieg, and this demand for acquiescence are creaturesg, all of
them, of a government that since 1932 has consgldered itself to
be fundamentally liberal,

The original cormitment in Vietnam was made by President
Truman, & ~mainstream liberal., It was seconded by President
Eisenhover, a moderate liberal, It was intensified by the late
President Kennedy, a flaming liberal, Think of the men who now
engineer that war--thosgse who study the meps, give the’ commands,
pudh the buttons, and tally the dead: Bundy, licNamara, Rusk,
Lodge, Goldberg, the President himself.

They are not moral monsters.

They are all honorable men.

They are all liberals.

Not so, I'm sure, are many of us who arermany of us who are
here today in protest. To understand the war, then, seems
necessary to take & closer look at this Americar iite
Kiaybe we are in for some surprises. 1ilaybe we have he
c“wte different liberalisms: one authentically humani
other not so human at all,

Not long ago, I considered myself a liberal, And if someone
had asked me what I meant by that, I'd perhaps have quoted Thomas
Jefferson or Thomas Paine, who first made plain our nation's un-
provisional cormitment to human rights, But what do you think
would happen if these twio heroes could sit down now for a chat
with President Johnson and lMcGeorge Bundy?

They would surely talk of the Vietnam war. Our dead revol-
utionaries would soon wonder why their country vias fighting
against what appeared to be a revolution. The living liberals
would hotly deny that it 1s one: there are troopc'00ﬁ1ng in from
outgide, the rebels get arms  from other countries, most of the
people are not on their side, and they practice terror apgalnst
their own. Therefore, not a revolution,



Theat UouWG our dead revolutionaries answer? They might =ay:
"Mmat fools and bandits, gir, you wure then of 19. Oubside heip?
Do srou remuMber Lafayette? Or the 2,000 Dritish freighters the
French navy sunk for our side? Or The arms and uen ve got from
France and Spain? 4nd what'!s this about fterror? Did you never
Lsar vhat we did to cur own loyalists? Or about the thousands of
rich American Torles vho fled for their lives to Candda? And as

for popular suppcrt, do you not know that we had less than cne-
third of our pneople with us? That, in fact, the colony of New
York recruited more troops for the British than for the reveclu-
tion? Should we give it all back?"
Revolutions. do not take place in .velvet boxes. . They never
have, It is only the poets who make them lovely. ‘'hat the MNat-
nple

ional Liberation Front is fighting in Vietnam i3 a co :
vicious war, This war is also a revolution, ag honest a rev
vtion as you can find aanyvhere in history. fnd thles is a fa
vhich all our intricate denials will never change,

But it doean't niake a ny difference tc our leaders anyway.,

Their aim in Vietnam is really much simpler than this 1lmplies.

It is to safeguard vhat they take to be fmerican interests around
the viorld against revolution or revolutionary change, vhich they
elways call communism--as if it were that. In the case of Vieina:
this intevest is, first, the principle that re"OTuLJOﬂ °:all not
be tolerated anyvhere, and second, that South Vietnam shall never

sell ita rice to China--or even to lNorth Vietnam,

There 18 simply no such thing now, for us, as a just revol-
ution--never nmind that for two-thirds of the viorld's people the
20th century might ag well be the Stone Age; never mind the mel-
ting poverty and hopelessness that are the basic facte of life
for xosk 1*oﬂﬂr"‘ men; and never nind that for these wllliong there
ls now an creasingly perceptible relationship ziweer their sor-

row and our CﬁnfCG“ﬂFﬂu.
Can ve understand why the Negroes of Vatts
w.y do we need a devil theory te explain the =»

Vietramese? Can ve understand the opvnression in ssknﬂﬂ, or

the anguish that our Northern ghettoes malics eﬁidemi Then why
can't we see that our proper humen struggle is= not with Communism

or revolutionaries, but with the socisl des peration hat drives
good men to viol en e, both here and abroad? ‘

To be sure, twe have been most generous with our aid, &and
in Viestern E uropc, a mature industrxal society, that aid worked.
But there are always political and financial strings., And we
have never shown ourcelves capable of allowing others %o msgke
thoge traumabtic inztitutiocnal changes that are often the pre-
requisites of nrogress in colonial societiess For all our offic-
ial feeling for the Commrnist tyranny, we meke no real effort
at all to crack through the much more vicious right-wing tyrannie:
that our businessmen traiffic with and our raLWOn p?of¢t° from
everyday. A&nd for all our cries ahout the international Red con-
gpiracy to talte over the viorld, we take only pride in the fact
our 6,000 military tases on foreign soil,

We gave Rhodesia a grave look just now--but we keep on buy-
ing her chromium, which is cheap Decause black slave labor mines
it.

e deplorz the racism of Verwoert's fasciset South Africa--
but cur Lanks nake big loans to that country and our private tech-
nology makes 1t a nuclea r pover.,



“le are daddened and puzzled by random “:c;—pwrﬂ stories of
revolt in this or that Latin American state--but are convinced by
a few pretty photos in the Sunday supnlement that things are
getting bvetter, that the world is coming our way, that chanre
from disorder fnan<oe orderly, that our benevolence will pacify
the distressed, that our might will intimidate the ansgry.

Optimiats, may I zuggest that these are a uite unlikely fan-
tagies. They are fan'ﬁ ies bectuse we have lost that mysterious
social degire for human equity that from time to time has-pgiven
ug senuine moral drive., 'Ye have become a nation of young,
brizht-eyed, hard-hearted, slim=waisted, bullet-headed make-out
artiste. A nation--may I gay it?-~of beardless libherals.

You say I am being hard? Only think,

This country, with its thirty-some years of liberalis:n, can
gend 200,000 young men to Vietnam to kill and diec in the rmost du-
bious of ware, but it cannot get 100 voter registrars to go into
iigsigcipni,

That do you make of it?

The financial burdcn of the wvar obliges us to cut millions
from an already pathetic Yar on Poverty ouaLFt But in almost
the same breath, Conu”e"q appropriates 5140 million for the
Lockheed and Boelng companies to compete with each other on the

supersonic transport DlOgecL--tth Disneyland creation will cost
s a2ll about $2billion before it's done.
\That do you make of it?
liany of us have been earnestly resisting for some years nov
the idee of putting atomic weapons into '‘est German hards, a
action that would perpetuate the division of Lurope and t
the Cold YYar. MNow just this week we find out t\h,, vwith ©
meagerest of security systems, 'lest Germany has had nuclear veap-
ong in her hands for the past six years,
Y'hat do you make of 1t?
Some will make of it that I overdraw the matter., I
ask: What about the other side? To be sure, there iz ti
Q
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ugliness of Czechoslovakia, Poland, those infamous Rus
tanks in the streets of Budapest. ‘ut my anger only rises
hear some gay that sorrow cancels sorrow, or that thig one!
deposits in that one's account the right to shamefulness.

And- others will make of 1t that I sound wighty anti-Americana
To these, I say: Don't blame me for thatl Blame those who mouthed
ry liberal values and broke my American heart.

Just who might they be, by the way° Let's take a brief fact-
nal inventory of the latter- dﬂy Cold Viar,

In 1953 our Central Intelligence Agency manage
ssadegh in Iran, the complaint being his neutr ql
» gnd his plans to nationalize the countrT'" oil re
mprove his people's lives. liost evil aime, most evi
h’s place we put in General Zahediy a Vorld ‘/ar IT
orator. lNew arrangements on Iran's o0il gave 25 year
40% of it to three US firms, one of vhich was Gulf Oi
leader for this coup wag Kermit Roosevelt. In 1960 X

velt became a vice wvresident of Gulf 0Cil,

In 1954, the democratically elected Arbenz of Guatemala wan-
ted to nationalize a portion of United Mruit Company's planta-
tions in his coupt“", land he badly needed for z modesht program
of agrarian reform. His government was overthrown in a CIA-support
ed “lClL~U“nF coup. The followving year, Gen. ''alter Bedell Smith,
director of the CIA vhen the Guatemala venture was being planned,
joined the board of directors of the United Fruit Company.,

Comes 1960 and Castro crles we are about to invade Cuba, The

shamnme

g1e)

o e
Q
O
ot
[
D
o’
1

« The CIA's



n

tdministration sneers, "popnpycock," and we lmexicans helileve i,
Comez 1961 and the invasion, Gomc» with 1t the awful realizstion
that the United States Government had lied,

Comeg 1962 and the missile crisis, and our Administra
stands pre pared to fight global atomic war on the curious
ciple tbu\ another state does not have the right to its ow

eign polic
Comee *960 and British Guiana, where Cheddi Jagan -va
pendence from England and a labor law modelled on the Tam
Ind Jday Lovestone, the AI'L-CIO foreign polwcy chief, acting
alvays, quite independently of labor's rank and file, arre
with ‘our government to finance an eleven-week doclc strike
brings - Jagen down, énsuring that the state will rq;gx_Ikﬁ i3l
Guiana, and that any WOfklﬂ”WGﬂ vho vcnts a wage better than 50
ce.ts a day is a dupe of commnism,
Comes 1964, Two weeks after Undersecretary Thomas liann an-
nounces that ve have abandoned the Alienza's PTlﬂC‘D7G of no aid
to tyrants, Brazil's Goulart is overthrown by the vicious right-
vinger, Ademar Barros, supported by & shcw of imerlcan gunboats
at Rio de Janelro, !ithin 24 hours, the new hend of state,’
Mazz111li, re ceives a congratulatory wire from our President.
Comes 1965, The Dominicen Republic, Rebellion in the
streetzs, Ve scurry to the spot with 20,000 neutral larines and
our neutral peacemakers--like Ellsworth Bunker Jr,, Ambessador
to the Organization of American States. liost of us know that
our neutral Harined fought openly on the side of the junta, a
fact that tho Ldmlnlutratlon still denies. But how many also
¥nov that what®was at stake wes our new Carribean Sugar Bowl?
That this same neutral peacemaking Bunker 1l3a a board member
and stock ovmer of the YNational Sugar Refining Company, a firm
his father founded in the good o0ld days, and one which has a ma-
jor interest in malntaining the ztatus quo in the Dominican
depuhlic? Or that the Pr651dent‘s close perconal friend and ad-
visor, our new Supreme Couri Justlice Abe Fortas, has gsat for the
ast 19 wvears on the hoard of the Sucrest Company, which immorts
blackstrap molaesses from the Dominican Republic? Or that the
rhetoriclan of corporaste liberalism and the late President
Kewredy's close friend Adolf Berle, was chairman of that sane
00”“ 17 Or that our roving ambassador Averili Harriman's brother
olcnd iz on the board of Wational Sugar? Or ths*t our former
ﬂlMa dor to the Dominican depub11c, Joseph Farland, is & board
i

wnwbew of the South Puerto Rico Sugar Co., which owns 275,000

acreg of rich land in the Dominican Republi g the TQr est

employer on the island--at about one dollar a da:
Neutralists! God save the hungry people of

guch neutralists! , ¢

~ Ve do not say these men are evil, Ue say, rather, that )

good men can be divided from thelr compassion by the inztitutional

gysten that inherits us 2ll. Generation in ond out, we are put

to uge, People become instruments, Generals do not hear the’

gcreams of the bombed; sugar executives do not dee the misery of

the cane cutberst for to do so is to be that much less the gen-~

eral, thet much less the executive.
The foregoing facts of recent history describe one main

aspect of ‘lestern liberalism, 'lhere ig our fmerican humanism

here? llhat went vwrong? Let's stare our situwation coldy in the

face, 411l of us oare born to the colossus of our history, our

fimeriec n corporate system--in meny ways, an avesome organism,
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Cur system exists.

Th

i s ~ \ it 1
de scribe“ it: with about E% of the vow’f's

Thore is:one fact that

neople, we counsunie about half the world's goods. ‘le take a rich-

ness that is in good part roi our o', and ve put it in our Doc-

keta, our gsrages, our split-levels, our bellies, and our Iutures.
On the face of it, it is 2 erime that so few should have so

mich 2t the cxpense of =so many. ‘/here is the woral imagination

a0 abused ags to call this just? -Perhops many of us feel a bit

uneasy in our sleep. ‘e are not, after =211, a cruel people,

ind perhaps vie don't really need this <1nnv-uon1n1nc that deforms

others, But what ¢ n we do The investments are m

financial ties are estaoblished. The plants abread
ne is svept up into it, How
to be born moral, but addifcted teo a stolen and maybe
luxurys., Our goodness threctens to become counterfeit beiore ouw

(@]

[

eyes--unless ve change. But change threatens us with un-
certaeinty--at least,

Our problem,then, is to Juqtlfy this sy cteﬁ and give its
tLeLE another name--to make kind and moral “h is neithexr, to
perform some zlchemy with langucge that will e this injusticc
see

en to bHe a most magnanimous gif

A hard problem. But the Yes
day of their colonial expansionisn
the task,

L]
;ern denocwac10~, in the hey-
produced a hero worthy of

__3 L‘T‘ d'

Its name was free enterprise, and its partner was an 111ib-
eral liberalism that said to the poor and dispossessed: 'That wve
acquire or your resources ve repay in civilization. The white
man¥e burden., But this was too poetic. So a much more hard-

headed theory was produced. This theory said that colonial status

is in fact a boon to the colonized. 'Ve give them technology and

bring them into modern times,

But this deceived no one but ourselves. ‘e vere de
L

with this new theory. The poor saw in it merely an admi

that their claimsg were irrefutable, They stood up to us, without
gratitude. ‘e vere shocked--but alos confused, for the poor -
seeme 1t *b:“' to be the case,

agein to be right. How long i
4

t
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vie wondered, that the poor will be righst nd the rich will be
r 9
L

Vrong

iberalism faced a crisis, In the face of the collapse of
the European empires, how could it continue to held together our
twin need for richness and rignteousness? How can e continue

to sack the ports of Lsia and still dream of Jcsus?

The challenge was met with a mogt ingenlious solution: the
ideolozy of anti-Communism., This was the bind: ‘e ceannot call
revolution bad, because we started that way ourselves, and becsause
it is all too easy to see why the dispos sessed should ”ebcl. So
we will ceall revolution Gummunlhm. £nd we will reserve for our-
gelves the right to say what Communism means. Ve take note of
revolution's enormities, wronching them where necessary from their
historicael comntext and often exaggerating them, and say: Behold,
Communiem ise a bloodbath. ‘e take not of these reactlonaries
who stole the revolution's need to consolidate itself, and say:
Eehold, Comrmmnism 1s a tyranny.

It hag been all these thifhgs, and it will be these Lllngs

arain, and ve will never be at a loss for those tales of atroeci
that comfort us go in our self-righteousness. YNuns will be

raned and buresucrats will be disembovelled. Indeed, revolution
is a8 fury. For it is 2 letting looge of outrages pent up some-
times over centuries. But the more brutal and loncer-lasting the



suprression of this energy, 2ll the more ferocious will bhe it~
exnlosive relcace,

Far from helning Americans deal with this truth, the anti-
Ceizmunist ideology merely tries to disguice it so that t
may stay the way they are. Thus, 1t depicts our presence
other lands not as a coercion,,but a protection., "It allows us
gven to say that nepelm in Vietnam 1s only another aspect of our
humanitarian love~--like those exorcisms in the liiddle Ages that
so often Villed the patient. So we gay to the Vietnamese peazant,
the Cuban intellectual, the Peruvian worker: You are bhetter doad
t'an Ped, If it hurts or if you don't understaond wiay--Scrry -
tcut that.

T™iaz igs the actionol corporate llberalisme. IT¥ performs for
the corporate state o functlon ouite like vhat the Church once
performed for the feudal state., It seeks to justify its burdens
and protect it from change. As the Church exaggerated this olfi
n the Inquisition, so with liberalism In the iicCarthy time--
vhick, if it was a reactionary phenomenon, was gtill mede pcssible
by our anti-Communist corporate liberalism.

LBT L THEY SPULK directly to humanist liberals, If ny
foctes sre vwrong, I will soon be corrected. 3But if they are right,
then you riay face a crisis of conscience. Corporation or human-
jsm: which? For it has come to that. 'ill you let your dreams
be used? 'ill you be a grudging apologist for the corpcrate
state? Or will you help iry to change it--not in the name of
this or that blueprint or ism, but in the name of gfimnle human
decency and democracy and the vision that wlse and brave men saw
in the time of our own revolution? °* :

Ind 1f your commitment to human value 1ls unconditional, then
disasbuse yourselves of the notion that statements will bring
change, if only the right statements can ke written, or that int-
ervievis with the mighty will bring change if only the mighty can
be reached, or that marches will bring change 1 nly we can make
them masgive enough, or that policy proposals 11 bring change
if only we can make them responsible ehough.

le are dealing now with a colossus that doesn't want to bhe
changed. It will not change itself,, It will not cooperate with
those who want to change it. = Tkose allies of ours in the Govern-
ment~--are they really our allies? If they are, then they don't
need advice, they need constituencies; they don't need study
groups, they need a movement. 4#And if they are not, then all the
more reason for hullding that! novement with a most relentless con-
viction. ; |

There are people in thisicountry today who are trying fo
build that movement, who ailm at nothing less than a humanist
reformation., And the humanist liberals must understand thet 1
is this movement with which their own best hopes are most in
tune. ‘e radicalg know the same hilstory that you liberals know,
and ve can understand your occasional cynlcism, exasperation, and
even distrust. But we ask you to put these aside and help us
risk a 2eap. Help us find encugh time for the enormous vork that
needs doing here, Help us build, Help us shape the future in
the name of plain human hope.’
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