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It was in early 1937, as nearly as I can 
remember, when I finally determined that my political 
and sociological philosophy had to change and become 
that which I think is best described today as lib
eral Republicanism. I had grown up an arch and 
literal conservative. One night debating in 1'avor 
of that viewpoint as a member of the Princeton 
University debating team before a meetin~ of a 
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group of clothlng manufacturers and merchants called 
the "Fur Square Club" in the heart of the garment 
district in Manhattan, where there were at least 
400 members present, I became convinced that I could 
no longer remain in that camp. At that moment my 
waivering faith in rigid laissezfaire economics was 
lost forever. Then and there, without further 
thought, I joined the liberal ranks, Republican as 
always, but basically mugwumpish. Who and what are 
this Republican liberal I suddenly became? None 
other than a thoughtful conservative, willing to 
examine and accept new s ocial and governmental con
cepts, doctrines, and objectives, but very concerne d 
with how such are accomplished and whether the goal 
is worth the cost, jealously regarrung currently 
established values , customs, traditions, etc, until 
proved no longer desirable. 

Princeton won the debate on debating terms. 
The applause for us was polite but thunderous for 
our opponents. Columbia had won the audience with 
a sympathetic and completely New Deal program - very 
liberal, very appealing, and seemingly utterly 
prodigal. Comments from the crowd afterwards were: 
"You won your debate, buddy, but you are wrong. The 
United States has got to do better!" But for the 
polite expressions of appreciation and formal comments, 
not a friend in the house. My teammates and I were 
utterly crestfallen. I haven't seen them since 
college days so I can't speak for them, but I'm 
unchanged - never again a practicing conservative. 

ThiS, of course, was the time that Franklin 
D. Roosevelt was at hi s height. He had successfully 
convinced America that one-third of the nation was 
ill-housed, ill-fed, and ill-clad. His silver tongue 
utterly demolished the Republican answer that even 
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if such were true, the GOP could do things better. 
He focused attention on the lack of overall planning 
in the economy with a seeming bias in favor of the 
propertied classes, the failure of state and local 
government to provide leadership and solutions to 
the g£edt depression, and argued eloquently that 
the federal government alone should lead us to the 
better world. While he became embroiled in the 
Supreme Court "packing" maneuvers and somewhat lost 
momentum, nevertheless it was he who was essentially 
to lead this country out of the great depression, 
out of that world of fear, and out of its basically 
isolationist stance in foreign affairs. True, he 
brought us big unions, generous federal governmental 
spending beyond our means, severely progressive 
income, gift, and estate taxation, minimum wage 
laws, and formal welfare programs, but in retro
spect the country was ready for that leadership. 
It probably has been a much better and happier world 
for most everyone as we have moved away from the ' 
essentially negative unexpansionist and fearsome 
philosophy of the thirttes - an approach to life 
the great depression engendered. He did not cure 
unemployment. It cured itself, in spite of his 
best efforts, through war if, in fact, one's stan
dards allows one to consider unemployment ever to 
be cured, not just ameliorated . The wonders of 
antibiotics, electronics, automation, atomic energy, 
etc . probably would have come anyway; nevertheless 
he was the leader of the liberals who helped 
immeasurably in providing a favorable climate for 
their development. 

Thirty-five years later, the United States 
has undergone tremendous revolution. While it was 
accomplished by evolution, not by revolution, to me 
it is so dramatic that I insist it must be spoken 
of as a revolution. We have changed our form of 
government in but minor details, but otherwise the 
politico-economic s tructure of the country bears 
little relationship to what I knew as a college 
undergraduate. 

We today are no longer seriously concerned 
with an adequate standard of livi ng, granted that 
some of our more vocal public figures might differ 
as to whether ornot our economy can produce a 
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sufficiency for all I b' hI· su mlt, however, adequate 
s e,ter and food are available to all who wish t 
avall themselves OI such, and on a scale that lSo 
the best ever known in human history and beyond the 
wildest dreams of most radicals oi' thirty-rive years 
ago . 

The wonder is that this adequate standard 
of living has been achieved under the modified 
capitalism which has evolved logically out of 
classical laissez-faire economics. Today we accept 
wide-spread price regulation whether governmental 
or quasi-governmental. Our economy is largely one 
of oligopoly desp ite a very vigorous anti-trust 
policy. Yet, wjth regulation , I think we have 
successfully acc omplished waht socialis t and 
communist worlds seem unable to do, namely, allowing 
the price mechanism to regulate the direct quality 
and quantity of the economy through consumer action 
rather than by bureaucratic direction from govern
ment. In simple words, I believe each and every 
one of us daily helps to direct the economy through 
our choice of our spending patterns r ather than 
expecting the economy in any significant degree to 
be controlled and directed by governmental fiat. 
The only area where my conviction on this point 
waivers is in our national agricultural pricing 
policy where we do not willingly accept that us~ally 
the basic norm of life is a buyer's market and 
continue after a generation to price on a subsidized 
basis , hoping to limit production rather than ad
justing price to eliminate undesirable surplus 
production. Even here , in spite of our stubbornness, 
things have worked out well as our agriculture is 
without equal for its accomplishments - for example, 
we use but 4% of our population to mae than ade
quately feed ourselves whereas the Soviets today 
need over 50% of their population for this same 
chore inadequately done and repeatedly supplemented 
by emergency imports. 

While there may be some argument, I think 
it can safely be stated that the United States today 
enjoys a managed economy . The piitico-economic 
argument of the momen~ is how to contro~ ~nflation -
the very thing Franklln D. RooGeve~t trl~d so hard 
to achieve . The Council of Economlc Advlsers and 
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the Federal Reserve Board today are.the instruments 
of management and on the whole I thlnk have done a 
successful job in the post Worlo War II years - the 
term of their responsibility. There have been down
turns in the economy but none long lived or truly 
serious . I have every reason to expect that manage
ment technique s will improve as the years pass, that 
inflation will be managed, and that the current 
capital shortage which we share with the res~ of the 
world (the exact opposite of the plethora WhlCh 
faced us in the thirties) will be successfully over 
come . Our world trade position, no longer one of 
guaranteed large surpluses for. export, a~d st~bility 
of the value of the dollar, whlch today lS unlver
sally accepted with gold as a medium of exchange 
world- wide, we must manage . Hopefully, we will do 
a successful job here, too, muddle-mannered though 
it may well prove to be. 

Since my college days, probably the great
est change in attitude is our view of' the employment 
relationship . In the depression, jobs wer e highly 
valued, tenar-iOl]sly p.njoyp,o, Fl.nd fl]tnre prORpectR 
for the jobholders were seldom questioned. Today 
all is different. Essentially we have, and expect 
to maintain, a full employment ec onomy, granted 
there are pockets of unemployment traceable to 
racism . He who is unskilled is the last employed, 
the first unemployed, and the least sp.cure of his 
iQture . In most industries, thp. truJy skilled need 
not fear unemployment, come what may - at worst, 
they may face a shortened work-week. Too full 
employment is a major problem and must be regarded 
at least as a symptom of the galloping inflation of 
1969, if not the root cause. Such has occurred in 
spite of a tremendous growth in the employment base. 
Women generally are employed if they wish to be' 
the work week is shorter than ever before; unio~ 
restrictions seem to be as burdensome as ever' jobs 
remain freely available to those able to fill'them ; 
s o~e employers pr~bably hoard labor, at least special 
sk7lls; and,some Job hopping is clearly in evidence. 
~hls very hlgh cost of labor has not been without 
lts tremendous benefits for all of us as it has 
fo rced a maximizing of the use and training of 1 b 
and the mos~ i~tens~ve use of laborsaving machin:r~r_ 
a characterlstlc WhlCh so distinguishes the United 
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States from much of the rest of the world. Ever 
escalating employment costs, abetted by ever more 
generous fringe benefits (employment costs not 
directly related to hours of work) can only result 
in a continuation of the process no matter what the 
capital investment required. Our outlook as far as 
one can discern is for more of this despite antici
pation of unusual growth in the employment base 
over the next few years as a result of ~avorable 
demographic factors - the aftermath of the post 
World War II baby boom . 

Technological progress during this period 
has probably been as dramatic as any other facet 
of our national society. Not only was there a 
tremendous fallout from forced draft research during 
World War II which resulted in the development of 
atomic energy both for peaceful and for war purposes, 
television, radar, computers, elementary successful 
space exploration, and a real beginning on sub
oceanic exploration, but there were also tremendous 
ga ins for humanity which bore little relationship 
to military potentialities. I have reference to 
tremendous advances such as those in medicine and 
data processing and in the extended development of 
what is now called the mass media . One could go on 
eloquently at infinitum detailing the specifics. 
The real conclusion must be that the very nature of 
technological progress whets the appetite for more, 
at the same time constantly reinforcing the axiom 
that for any repetitive function, sooner or later 
man can invent a machine that does the job more 
reliably, infinitely more rapidly, and to a higher 
quality standard than the human can do it . 

Out of this vast and embracing technological 
growth there has developed, although I think in 
large degree unrecognized, a tremendous partnership 
between the governmental sector and the private 
sector so that many of the most forward looking and 
vital functions of our society are now accomplished 
by joint effort rather than any kind of clearly 
defined private effort as one would expect in a 
capitalist society. Examples are NASA with the space 
effort, our entire military effort, and federal 
government sponsored research bot~ ~edical.an~ purely 
scientific, whether basic or speclflc . Thls lS 
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inevitable when one realizes the scale of the under
taking, the amount of capital involved, the degree 
of human organization required, and the effects of 
progressive income and estate taxation. All ~ave 
consistently and increasingly favored the domlnant 
private factor in an industry which is normally a 
giant or super-corporation able to handle the re
quirements of research, product development, market 
development, finance, etc., with more assurance and 
less cost than any of" its competitors, i. e., General 
Motors' dominance of the automobile industry, RCA's 
dominance of color television, IBM's dominance of 
office equipment, etc. The ever larger size of these 
giants, the tremendous increase in the merger move
ment, and the relentless sale of family and smaller 
corporations to the public are but the symptomatic 
results. Small wonder that the ultimate step in 
the process if the holy or unholy alliance as one 
may view it between the federal government and the 
super corporation. 

Meanwhile , the cost of the erowth of our 
society has been, as I suspect it always will be, 
borne by the great majority of our population who 
lead economically satisfactory lives and are usually 
referred to as the middle class, however one defines 
that term. There simply are not enough of the rich 
for them to pay a Significant portion of the bill 
even if stripped bare. Although there are enough 
01" the very poor, they do not have enough SUbstance 
above subsistance to help. The load on the middle 
class relative to its income has grown; it has grown 
enormously in absolute terms. It is arguable whether 
it has grown that much that it has become stifling 
rather than just burdensome since total incomes 
~ave gr?WTI most magnificently, making the ever 
lncreaslng tax load manageable. My fears for the 
future are that the rate of growth of total govern
mental expense will become unmanageable and that 
consequently the progressive feature of the income 
estate, and gift taxes will take too much of our ' 
n~tional income for public purposes, resulting in 
dlscouragement to the more productive members of the 
community. I remain convinced that the incentive 
feature of society must remain paramount, not the 
welfare feature. Now, after half a century with 
the combination of the estate and the gift tax 
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coupled with the graduated income tax even th 
most ard~nt reformer should be convin;ed that ~axes 
must baslca lly produce revenue, not social ref'orm 
and that inequality of rewards may after all be' 
an ac~eptable division of the world's fruits.' 
Oertalnly the converse, that is, an increasingly 
efficient attempt to use the tax structure to level 
incomes so that they may be shared equitably and 
generally to redistribute property ownership more 
broadly and evenly, can only result in a more rigid 
and more bureaucratic society, witness most socialist 
and all communist societies. 

One of the universal developments at an 
accelerating rate of this past half century has 
been urbanization. Undoubtedly, of all countries, 
the United States is furthest along because of our 
most usccessful agriculture. All but the primitive 
societies of the world are also in step - it is just 
the pace that varies - as we become a world of city 
dwellers. True, our more economically successful 
have exhibited tendencies to flee the cities but 
it is to a citified suburbia made possible by the 
flexibility, convenience,and economy of modern 
transportation, machinery, and our ability to adapt 
environment to comfort. The masses continue to 
live in cities continually augmented by ever in
creasing numbers who leave the land as agriculture 
the world over becomes more efficient and less de
manding of bodies as a source of power. Whether 
the cities can absorb people indefinitely is one ~ 
the great questions of the future. Whether the Clty 
will remain organized as most weste~n European and 
United States cities presently are ~~ most d~ubt£ul. 
C n cities indefinitely afford to bUlld houslng as 
i~ has traditionally been built , han~le welf~resa~ 

, b' done handle Clty serVlce , 
;~dPI~S~~~~Yh~~dl~l~~emsel~es as they presently do? 

Coupled with the problem of the ,city is 
t hat of population growth. ~hi~ is rteal l~ eVthe~y 

f f 1 ss urg ent lmpor ance In 
co~ntry but 0 thar i~ most other countries, parti?u-
Unlted states an atandards of living. It lS 
larly those with ~oor~~at t h e higher the standard of 
a pet theory of mlne banizat ion of a society , , 
living and the grea~erfu~ the large family. Or sald 
t:te less need there 18 0 
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another way once agriculture is mechanized and 
s c ientificaily nurtured, the mere prod~ction of 
bodies to provide a larger work force 1S n? longer 
necessary and the incentives of a progresslvely . 
higher standard of living with increased opportunlty 
to enjoy that higher standard make uncontr?~d 
population growth both unnecessary and pos1tlvely 
unrewarding. Bluntly, if the children are not of 
help on the farm, they are not ne e ded unless they 
are wanted and can be afforded. Malthus was correct 
in a sense, yet in the same sense I think he is 
wrong because I think a highly organized society 
does not need to deLerrnine its oiza by the limitRtions 
of its resources. If I am right, maybe the twin 
bugaboos of the current scene will decline to a 
manageable level - that is, the bugaboo of racism 
a nd that of poverty should become more manageable. 
If there are f8wcr of the colored, thar economic 
worth surely must improve and society will adjust 
to the fact that they can no long er be regarded 
primarily for their value as labor. Likewise, from 
a long range point of view, the very poor can be 
expected to have more incentive to help themselves 
to no longer be very poor and numerous. 

The stress of the sixties has been on the 
modern civil rights movement in this country, larg ely 
identified with attempts of the colored to improv e 
their position, logical in a society that is in
creasingly urban yet well aware of the problems of 
population. It is virtually universally accepted 
in th e United States today that somehow, and probably 
to a larger rather than a smaller degree, nearly 
total integration of the races must be accomplished. 
I detect no serious sentiment contra on matters of 
g eneral economic .well-being, schooling, use and 
en j oyment of public facilities, voting, jobs, or 
military service. Only when it comes to interracial 
c ohabitation or membership in the social club or 
s ocial activity do I note an unwillingness to pursue 
integration. I suspect this is true of the white 
man the world over and to an amaz ing degree of most 
other colors vis-a-vis each other; its very univer
s ality should mean that all forms of human social 
organization should be expected to accept and a bide 
by such whether in the abstract it meets the ethics 
of an ideal society or not. 
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My college days were followed by a legal 
education, which may explain why developments in 
the civil rights field outside of the racial have 
sccmed to me -La be as important as any changes in 
our society . They probably came more easily and 
more rapidly because of the particular constitutional 
form of government of the United States . I have 
reference to the reinforcement of the almost absurdly 
carefully drawn distinctions between church and 
state, for instance, the court decisions that raise 
doubts as to whether the Lord ' s Prayer may properly 
be said in school. Further, the complete change 
in the attitude towards military discipline in the 
United States Armed Forces and the adoption of a 
formal legal code and procedure for the military 
where the rights of the defendant seem at times to 
be paramount to the need of the service for instant 
and overriding discipline. Equally important are 
civil dBvelopments in the handling of persons who 
ar e arrested . I do not view the Miranda case 
(which provides that from the moment of arrest 
forward an accused must be made aware of his rights 
to counsel and to sepak for himself only with and 
after the same offer of help ai' counsel before any 
and each further step is taken in the prosecution 
process) to be as cataclysmic as many do. I view 
it as a demand for better and more effective police 
and prosecution work; often it is regarded as pre
ferring the accused to society and is blamed for 
our increasing lack of regard for law and order . 
I disagree. Finally, developments in the preserva
tion of freedom of speech have been almost revolu
tionary. The entire concept of good tas~e i~ 
literature and in visual and oral communlcatlons 
has been redetermined . It would today seem almost 
as though there are no rules. Obviously, this is 
not literally true but whether it is obscenity, 
tobacco or politics, I have trouble visualizing a 
more am~le freedom of expression. In fact, muc~.~f 
th t ' wi th particular ref'erence to huma.n nu l Y, 

e lme, b tter served by less fre e dom 
I wonder if we were not e = 'm' act of thc ~n-
of exhibition. The tr~mlenb~olitylo~ all forms of ma ss 

1 e and aval a • "has been 
crease~ :~i~~s ~articularlY ~el~I~s~~nbeneficial 
co~u~~~t one ~onders hoW deS~r~ubject, manner, and 
suc l ' itles s freedom 0 
's almost lID " 
l t of expresslon . aIDoun 
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The university throughout Western European 
culture has been the heartland of liberal thought. 
When my children ask me my justification for the 
need of and effort required by a college education, 
to say nothing of cost, and to express my strong 
preference for a liberal arts experience for all, 
I answer that this is the one time in life when he who 
would be an educated person can enjoy being a liberal, 
even a radical, without suffering any pangs of 
responsibility. I retain this belief today although 
the length and unsatisfactory nature of the Vietnam 
war and what we commonly refer to as the hippie 
movement have sorely tried such. Efforts by SDS 
and other radical groups to gain strength and even 
potentially power from preying on youthful college
age love of the underdog and of anti- es tablishment 
crusad.es are most disturbing but my faith that youth, 
espec ially trained col legians, will discriminate 
against such remains unshaken. 

The American scene considers universality 
of grad e school education and the approach to 
universality in high school education as the norm. 
The wonder is that we have accomplished such in 
spite of racial pro~ms, some persistent hard core 
poverty and ignorance problems, and above all, in 
the face of wide individual differences in the learn
ing process and its rates of achievement from 
individual to individual whether arising out of 
heredity or environment or a combination thereof. 

At the university level, the increase in 
enrollment in the twentieth century is tremendous; 
it has more than trebled over a generation. I do 
nqt foresee universality here and I question the 
need for it. Nevertheless, we must face and meet 
the requirement that our techno log ical progress 
raises: a much more fully educated society at every 
level, whether trash collector or super-scientist. 
If' evermore complicated machinery and more invo lved 
advanced concepts of living are to be the way of the 
f uture for all , as I fully expect, it may well be 
that the university, too, must f a ct universality. 
How else do we train adequat ely the inheritors of 
our civilization? This distresses me because I do 
not then foresee either relative or absolute 
educational standards being retained . Quality and 
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quant ity seldom , i f ever, coincide, especially in 
s uch an intangible matter. Furthermore, I fear 
under the weight of sheer numbers of students the 
opportunity fo r the ::esp0l1:sible C::tud ,?b~ec~iVp. 1;lnder-
raduate to expose hlmse1± to man~ dlffer~nt.vlew

~oints such as liberalism, communlsm, soc~a1lsm, 
et; will disappear. How, then, at the p~nnac1e 
of ~ach young person's academic career, wlll he.be 
given the opportuni~y.to eva~uate and t~en to dlS
criminate among polltlco-SOClal syste~s. If ,that 
opportunity is preserved for what baslcally lS our 
leadership group, I think there is little doubt 
t hat the United States can continue as a viable 
democ ratic capitalistic country. I do not think 
t hat we then fear the current anti-war, anti-racist, 
pro-hippie, anti-what-have-you movements in our 
universities as undisciplined ~nd uncontrolled 
anarchy rather than customary undue and rather un
called-for exuberance of the young . 

My hopes and fears should not be interprete~ 
to inhibit change in universities. No one more than 
I recognizes how the liberal a rts curriculum must 
change to accommodate the demands of our ever-increas
ing total knowledge and of our rapidly changing 
technology and of the degree of internationalism 
with which we must live. I have the conviction that 
come-what-may, thp. world's total progress is such 
t h a t isolation is no longer possible and that wor ld 
wars on the scale of the two wars of this century 
must be regarded as virtually impossible unless 
humanity accep ts mass annihilation, which it will 
not, and that no nation can be selfishly nationalisti 
for any length of time and endure. I recognize, too, 
that university forms and the very education process 
will chanee and probably radically. Nevertheless, 
I h ope futur e generations wi ll not be denied the 
univ ersity experience in the broadest sense as most 
of us have enjoyp.d it. That period when each of us 
finally grows up and probably adopts for himself 
what usually becomes a life-long philosophy about 
most human values is priceless; it must be preserve d! 

My quandaries for the futu::e.arise pri~arily 
from the foregoing facets of our po1ltlco-economlc. 
organiza t ion, our government s~r'u. cture, our educa t lon 

d ur society ObVlously, I have under-process, an 0 • 



128 

played many other facets of the Americ~n scene and 
were another to write this paper, he mlght well 
not have my quandaries or substitu~e his own :rariety 
arising out of different facets whlch he conslders 
more compell ing. I do feel that there should c:-n
tinue to be in these United States a large group 
that I like to categorize as the educated Republican 
liberal who is willing to be forward looking on 
social issues, on forms and methods of social and 
aovernmental organization, and in his general 
~ttitudes and values toward life and society at 
large . I have tried to emphasize the progr.ess which 
has been and is continuing to be made. I have not 
over-Looked similar vast changes in attitudes such 
as that towards religion, towards the role of women, 
or with reference to many artistic values ; they are 
less in the forefront of my thinking, but not less 
important nor less complete. 

My fears are for the future. The very 
progress that my Republican liberal has fought to 
accomplish is making his future more difficult. The 
sheer numbert3 of the wurld, the overwhelming total 
of knowledge to be accommodated and utilized, the 
scale of organization necessary for many tasks -
e.g ., 30 ,000 men, 100 billion dollars, 9 years 
continuous effort to put a man on the moon for less 
than 24 hours - all tend to make the concept of the 
liberal less tenable, his education most difficult, 
his independence more open to question. Large 
government allies itself with large business in a 
huge buroaucracy, the operatton of the mass media 
lend themselves to propaganda and to controlled 
thought (he who disagrees has a hard time today to 
find a suitable method of expression to be effectively 
heard without needing to engage in counter propaganda 
or semi-anarchistic activities unless society 
deliberately guarantees him a forum such as the 
broadcasting equal time doctrine). Conformity 
?ecomes the attitude of the day and before we know 
It George Orwell's 1984 and Big Brother are no longer 
fantasy but a possible reality. We desperately need 
t~e ~du?~ted questioning, trained, yet conservative, 
dlsclpllned, and tradition-loving viewpoint that thc 
Republican liberal has long represented if we are 
to balance the tremendous discipl ine that an ever 
more complex society requires with the ability to 
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mold our destiny on a joint and agr eed basis rather 
than by dictation from the most powerful few or the 
bureaucratic clique of the moment . Clearly, the 
quandary must be solved in favor of preservation 
and continued influence and leadership by this middle 
group who have been the liberal conservatives , whom 
I elect to call Republican conservatives because 
of their numbers and accomplishments . By such 1 
am probably unfairly denying my Democratic friends 
of like stripe their place in the sun ; we need them 
too, but they are fewer and must s t ruggle so to be 
hear d. I have faith in a favorable outcome - long 
may the liberal conservative live, be it in 1970 or 
the 21st century; his continued existence and 
influence will not come easily nor painlessly ! You, 
my audience, must help lead and sustain the cause! 

Guido J . Gores 




