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FOUR FORBIDDEN TOPICS

NOVEMBER 4, 1968

ROBERT W. HILTON, JR.

As I begin this reading of my first
Literary Club paper, an unwholesome compulsion
forces me to give voice to an ancient and favorite
limerick:
"'Tis better to remain silent,
And be thought a fool,
Than to open one's mouth
And remove all doubt."
I also feel impelled to thank the Club
for electing me to membership and thus affording
me many hours of very great pleasure. Minimum
decency dictates that I show this gratitude to you
by mercifully telling you first off that tonight's
exegesis is not really four papers and therefore
four times the length of the usual paper. It is
really only four facets of one subject which could
bear any one of the following three titles:
"Man
The Irrational," "Man's Infinite Capacity for
Self-Deception", or even "I Went to School and
College to Learn Reasons for Thinking as I Already
Did." The common denominator of all of the topics
is that each elicits more visceral than intellectual
reaction. Therefore none of the four topics should
be discussed except with those very few people
you know in advance to be highly intelligent,
completely objective and, above all, endowed with
one's own good judgment and open-mindedness.
Obviously all of the serene and sophisticated
gentlemen here present meet all of these qualifi
cations. Also I confess a strong conviction that
all save me and thee are at least neurotic in the
sense of the following definition:
"A psychotic
person is one who says that two and two are five,
whereas the neurotic says, 'Two and two are four,
but I can't stand it.'"
In short, this paper follows the recipe
of the legendary old Negro preacher who said,
"First, tell 'em what you're goin' to tell 'em;
then tell 'em; then tell 'em what you've tole 'em."
(1) I tell you this so that you can keep your eye
on the ball as we go along, the "ball" being the
interrelatedness of the apparently unrelated four
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topics. It is ray hope that the views hereinafter
expressed will give rise to fruitful dialogue at
very least. In the words of John Kenneth Galbraith,
"...Those who deal in ideas, if they are wise,
will welcome attack. Only a peaceful passage
should dismay them for it proves that the ideas
do not affect anyone very much." (2)
RELIGION
My first topic is religion. By "religion"
I mean not so much the creed of any particular
church or synagogue to which we may belong, but a
system of basic integrating value judgments based
on "an awareness or conviction of the existence of
a supreme being, arousing reverence, love, grati
tude, the will to obey and serve, and the like."
(3) It seems to me to be imperative that mankind
have some common point of reference, a set of
generally accepted principles regarding individual
and collective right and wrong, if we and our heirs
are to live fruitful and meaningful lives. In his
book The Triumph of the Therapeutic Philip Rieff
says, "... men cannot live and work agreeably
together, however good their avowed intentions,
unless they share in the same basic stock of ideas."
(4) In this he is followed by David Herbert Lawrence
who suggests that "There is no living society
possible but one which is held together by a great
religious idea." (5) It is from this viewpoint
that I propose to discuss religion.
Urgency is imparted to our making up our
minds about ultimate values because we are the first
generation since Noah's to contemplate the literal
extinction of our race (6) in a cloud of atomic
dust. This fact may be an excuse for our immature
emphasis on what Max Lerner called "instantism" immediate gratification of our desires, instant
racial justice, peace now. This flies in the face
of the fact that there is no great ethical system
anywhere - in China, India or Europe - that is
not grounded in deferred gratification - the post
poning of satisfaction for greater returns later
on. Under this so-called "Puritan ethic", you put
off immediate satisfaction of the sexual urge until
you find the right person for marriage, and you
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save your money and use the capital thereby
generated to meet future needs. A negative illus
tration of this is the case of the hippies.
"(They) pretend to be adults ... but are desper
ately afraid of growing up and assuming responsi
bilities. ... They pretend to be apostles of
love ... but they do not understand its sacrificial
and redemptive side. ... They pretend to have
contempt for our economic system and affluent
society, yet they sponge off it. The Puritans did
not invent the Puritan or Protestant ethic (of
thrift, hard work and individual initiative).
They were simply smart enough to latch onto a good
thing which is practiced universally by people
who want to get anywhere. The Israelis have this
ethic as do the Japanese and West Germans, which
is why they prosper so much more than their
neighbors, yet the West Germans are predominantly
Roman Catholic, and the Japanese and Israelis are
neither Protestant nor Christian. (7) Briefly,
it may be stated that both East and West are now
committed, culturally as well as economically, to
the gospel of self-fulfillment and that our society
is becoming increasingly aware of its mission to
help ordinary people to fulfill themselves in much
the same way that psychiatrists help those who are
specially troubled. (8) Perhaps this is an ex
pression of pious hope, but it is a clearly superior
answer to man's need to be involved in a cause
greater than himself which has been met in the past
by the great secular myths of Fascism, Nazism and
Communism, each with its own eschatology. This
phenomenon is analysed with remarkable clarity by
retired New York longshoreman Eric Hofer in his
book The True Believer.
When I first thought about this section
of my paper, I hoped to distill from a majority
of great religions of the world a common set of
objectives, moral commandments and principles. Very
little reading in this direction, however, soon
convinced me that my quest was a vain one. The
basic beliefs of the great religions not only
differed widely but, more important from an objec
tive viewpoint, so did their moral codes. For
example, an action is moral or immoral only in
relation to the society in which the person perfor-
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ming that action lives and then only in relation
to the time of the action in history. And this is
verified in American race relations. The Negro
problem did not exist from the standpoint of the
white community until after World War II. (10)
Just as "beauty is in the eye of the
beholder," so is sin, at least in the subjective
sense, in the conscience of the individual. How
ever, a definition establishing at least some ex
ternal and objective attributes is requisite. One
such definition was provided by that most sophisti
cated of modern revivalists, the late Dr. Frank
Buchman, who suggested that sin was "anything which
keeps us from God or our fellow man." "While the
capacity for having a conscience may be God-given,
the specific content of the individual's conscience
is always learned. This we know since there is
no matter of conscience - say that which involves
the ten commandments - which anthropologists have
not found to differ from the western norm among
some of the peoples who live elsewhere on our globe.
Even in our own culture lying, stealing and killing
will be tolerated by conscience under certain
circumstances." Walter Houston Clark makes this
assertion in his book The Psychology of Religion,
(11) and it is butressed by a dialogue between
Columbia University philosopher Paul Weiss and his
attorney son in a fine little book titled Right
and Wrong. (12) However, before we slide into a
discussion of "situation ethics" (13) or "contextual
morality", let me state that we will hereafter
narrow the discussion of religion by confining
subsequent discussion, to observations of religion
in a Judaeo-Christian context.
Judaism and Christianity agree that (1)
there is a will of God, (2) man can and does know
that will, and (3) knowing that will, man can and
should abide by it. (14) Rabbi H. G. Enelow states
that "In brief, the Jewish beliefs are:
the unity
and holiness of God, the goodness of the world, the
divine nature and immortality of the human soul, and
the possibility of its communion with God, and the
consecration of human life." (15) Judaism and
Christianity share a common belief in God and a
devotion to education and charity and have as common
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concerns the welfare of man, the urgency of ethical
and moral standards, and the crying need for the
uplift of man's spiritual life. (16) Far less
significant than the areas of accord are the
differences between the two religions. The chief
disagreement is that Jews, by and large, understand
sin to be an act or action for which man may atone
and which God may forgive, whereas the typical
Christian regards sin as a state or condition of
man for which man himself cannot atone, atonement
being wrought for man by the Christ. (17) False
beliefs about each other make inter-faith under
standing by Christians and Jews needlessly difficult.
Some Jews think that Trinitarian Christians aren't
even monotheists, and Jews are understandably
offended by being regarded as deicides. Ignorant
Christians are irritated by their own assumption
that the Jewish people regard themselves as "the
chosen people" alone destined for salvation. In
truth, of course, Judaism embraces the whole world
in its moral conception of the essential unity of
mankind. (18) God cares not only for Israel but
for all mankind exclusive of racialism and nation
alism. The brotherhood of man supplements and
illustrates the prophetic doctrine of the fatherhood
of God. Spirituality is identified with ethical
life and service of God with service of man. Love
of man is the kernel of the entire Jewish teaching
as set forth in the commandment, "Thou shalt love
thy neighbor as thyself." (19)
Some years ago I had the honor of intro
ducing Rabbi Victor Reichert as the commencement
speaker at Hillsdale School. Our beloved and
scholarly Club member told the following story about
himself and his son, then a graduate physics student
at the University of Chicago. The Rabbi said that
he telephoned his son at a time when the latter
would normally have been at synagogue. When he found
that his son was in his room instead of at religious
service and remonstrated with him, the son replied
that he was studying for exams and reminded his
father that receiving God's wisdom and truth through
study was the equivalent of prayer. To Judaism
uniquely among religions (2D) the processes of
learning are sacred and study is a holy pursuit. (21)
To open one's mind in quietude and with complete
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objectivity is to commune with God.
The following quotation from Basic Judaism
by Milton Steinberg (22) sounds like the social
gospel of most Christian churches:
"Society,
equally with a human being, is under the following
obligations: To take cognizance of the divinity
in men by protecting them against oppression and
according them the justice and freedom which are
their due; to treasure their uniqueness by helping
them to discover and realize their special gifts;
to treat them as the equals they are before God;
to translate into social actuality their oneness
and brotherhood by fostering good will among them
by caring adequately for the weak and unfortunate
and by so ordering communal affairs as to foster
peaceableness over violence and cooperation over
competitiveness." Christians will also find familiar
the following sentiments expressed by Steinberg:
"The right of possession (of property) is contingent
on the faithful discharge of the terms of the
trusteeship implicit in all ownership ....It is
society's duty ... to guarantee that the world's
goods are administered as God intended for the good
of mankind as a whole." (23) "Charity is more than
compassion; it is the rectification of communal
failure to provide every man with an adequate
livelihood." (24) In brief, "to do God's will,
which requires of us justice, mercy and humility,
we must live with, among and for other men." (25)
And now we come to that modern phrase
"situation ethics" which causes so many of the older
generation to "lose their cool." Theologian Dean
Robert E. Fitch of the Pacific School of Religion
in Berkeley, California, has scathingly denounced
"situation ethics," "relativism" and "contextualism"
as euphemisms for today's moral confusion. (26)
Others, however, state that Jesus was a situationist
and cite His saying "The sabbath was made for man"
(27) and numerous other dicta by Him as proof of
their assertion. A common objection to situation
ethics is that it calls for more critical intelli
gence, more factual information and more self
starting commitment to righteousness than most people
possess. (28) This is very unsettling to people
who want law, not responsibility, the neurotic
comfort of rules, not the dangerous openness of
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decision making. (29) Professor Joseph Fletcher
of the Episcopal Theology School at Cambridge
summarizes situation ethics as follows:
"Situation
ethics puts people at the center of concern, not
things. Obligation is to persons, not to things,
to subjects, not objects. The legalist is a what
asker (What does the law say?); the situationist
is a who asker (Who is to be helped?). That is,
situationists are personalistic. In the Christian
version, for example, the basic maxim is that the
disciple is commanded to love people, not principles
or laws or objects or any other thing." (30)
"Every religious legalism, whether of the Catholic
natural law variety or the Protestant Scriptural
law variety is ... quicksand." (31) "It is said
that when Gertrude Stein lay dying she declared,
'It is better to ask questions than to give answers,
even good answers.' This is the temper of situation
ethics. It is empirical, fact-minded, data conscious,
inquiring. It is antimoralistic as well as antilegalistic, for it is sensitive to variety and
complexity. It is neither simplistic nor perfectionistic." (32) An example of modern Christian
situationism is afforded by the life of Dietrich
Bonhoeffer. In his lifespan Bonhoeffer moved from
pacifism to active subversion culminating in a
plot to murder Adolf Hitler and Bonhoeffer's
execution.
Only two commandments are inviolable, the
ones which enjoin love of God and love of one's
fellow man. It is literally impossible to achieve
a morally acceptable result from the literal
application of the Decalogue in innumerable situations
structured by the Weisses in their book Right and
Wrong mentioned above. (33) Even Plato in his
Dialogues very rarely reaches a satisfactory solution
of the problem of applying a fixed code of principles
to every situation. Inevitably man "plays God" in
making any moral decision. However, dispair need
not result from the Weisses' statement that "...
a philosopher is a blind man in the black ofnight
searching for a black cat that isn't there - and the
theologian finds it." (34) Situation ethics re
quires that one enter into every decision making
situation fully armed with the ethical maxims of
one's community and heritage and treat them with
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respect as illuminators of one's problems. (35)
Thus one is not without a compass.
Perhaps a layman's summary of modern
Judao-Christian morality could be the injunction
to "love people and use things. When you do the
reverse, you are in real trouble." The modern
modern parable will illustrate:
A psychiatrist friend of mine named John
somewhat surprisingly maintained a long-time friend
ship with a former medical school classmate named
David. I say "somewhat surprisingly" because they
were men of very disparate tastes and value judg
ments, John being the free-spending father of five
children and David being the parsimonious parent
of one son. All this did not prevent the two men
from rejoicing when they discovered that the annual
convention of the American Psychiatric Association
was to be held in David's home town of Houston,
Texas, and plans were promptly made for John and
his wife to stay at David's home while the two
doctors attended the convention. Knowing how
careful David was with the buck, John and wife
went into a state of shock when, on deplaning in
Houston, they saw David waiting for them at the
airport in a brand new, block long, air-conditioned
Cadillac convertible. Furthermore, the dazzle of
the scene was enhanced by the most enormous diamond
stick pin that John had ever seen nestled in David's
necktie and by a diamond ring of heroic proportions
on one of Dave's fingers. As David drove John
and the latter's wife into town in the huge roadlocomotive, a tint of green came into John's eyes
as he questioned his old friend. "Whence cometh
all this prosperity?" queried John. David answered,
"Some years ago I had a patient who couldn't afford
to pay me my fee, so he gave me an over-ride in an
oil well. Of course at the time neither of us
thought that it was worth anything, but something
is better than nothing, so I took it. That over
ride has brought me $50.00 a day ever since after
taxes, and that ain't hay!" John replied indirectly
by making the lame observation that despite his
free-spending ways he occasionally did manage to
save some money which he would like to invest in
any business venture that David might suggest in
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the future. Just as this dialogue between the two
doctors was concluded, David drove the big Cadillac
off the highway onto a dusty dirt area in frontof
an old garage at the edge of town. David dismounted,
removed his two enormous "diamonds" and threw them
into the dirt, and climbed into a very battered
twelve-year old Ford, motioning John and his wife
to follow. Obviously David had rented the Cadillac
and had bought his "diamonds" at a local dime store.
Only the ancient Ford was his own. John's wife
summed up the whole episode as follows, "That devil,"
she said, referring to David, "played John like a
violin all the way into Houston from the airport!"
I would like to revert to a serious note
before winding up this section on religion. William
James' Varieties of Religious Experience is as fresh
and relevant today as when it was published in 1902.
The author summarized his work by saying that every
religious experience should be tested and evaluated
in terms of its objective value to the individual
and to society. (36) Analogously diversity of
denominations serves religious creativity, for
are not only partial expressions and results of
creativity but stimulate creativity as well. On
the less favorable side, the following unflattering
observation can be made about denominationalism:
No religious group would find it possible to require
its adherents to love the Lord their God with heart
and soul and mind and their neighbors as themselves
provided this was all that was to be required of them.
There are too many people who agree with this, so
that there would be little basis for the continuation
of the denomination. (37) Thus, paradoxically,
factionalism can be said to serve religion!
Ecumenicism is not an unmixed blessing!
ECONOMICS
Economics, the second of my four topics,
is the study of how mankind goes about the business
of organizing its consumption and production
activities. (38) It is the study of the machinery
which determines who produces and who consumes what
and when and how. The subject should be studied
for personal reasons, by concerned citizens and in
the national interest. Economic policy is the
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community's organized response to questions regard
ing the application of economic principles for the
achievement of social goals such as the control
of the business cycle, the furtherance of economic
progress and efficiency, and making adequate living
standards more widely available. No subject ever
cried more loudly for objectivity, but economic
policy is often confused with economic principles,
and blood pressures rise because prejudices are
often thinly disguised rationalizations of special
economic interests. (39) A recent event in my
life will illustrate the "gut reaction" often
elicited by the mere mention of the name of one of
our country's better known economists:
In midsummer I went to the airport to
meet my sister who had flown here from New York.
While she and I were waiting for her baggage, I
met and introduced my sister to a doctor who was
waiting for his baggage and who had just returned
from a vacation in Vermont. Seeking to bring
cultural enrichment to the doctor's life, I suggested
that he read John Kenneth Galbraith's misnamed book
The Liberal Hour (40) or at least a chapter in it
which described the great contribution made to the
Vermont economy by retired New York City business
men who fancied themselves farmers but proved that
they were not by going bankrupt on Vermont farms
which they purchased. "I wouldn't read a word
written by Galbraith," sneered my doctor friend.
I pointed out that the chapter on Vermont had
nothing to do with New Deal economics, that the
book was nothing but a collection of speeches and
essays, and that another chapter in the book titled
"Was Henry Ford a Fraud?" was, in my opinion, one
of the funniest bits of nonfiction in print. It
was no use. The doctor was vehement in his response.
"I wouldn't contribute one cent of royalty money
that might even indirectly serve to keep that jerk
alive!" he said. Both because my sister is married
to an economist of sufficient stature to be quoted
in "U.S. News and World Report" and because of her
long association with me, I hoped for a more tem
perate and objective appraisal of Galbraith from her.
I was disappointed. "He is a dreadful man!" said
Sister with real feeling. "Why?" I asked. "He
treats his wife like a serf," announced Sister, and
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she added that her husband shared her opinion for
the very same compelling reason. The result of
this rather unpleasant exchange was that I decided
that my medical friend was the skilled doctor that
I knew him to be because he never read anything
but the A.M.A. Journal and medical texts and that
henceforth it would be wisest perhaps not to dis
cuss economists with my sister for the very reason
that she might know them too well.
The questions of who produces what for
whom and how and when are answered increasingly
by circumstances structured by the federal govern
ment through (a) direct controls such as price,
wage and rent controls in wartime and regulationof
trade and competition at all times, (b) taxation
policies unrelated to the raising of revenue, (c)
monetary policy and the control of credit, and
(d) direct intervention in the market as purchaser
and consumer. Although admittedly economics is
not an exact science, it is far more exact than
many of its uninformed and highly emotional de
tractors like to admit. Furthermore, a knowledge
of economic principles should be the concern over
our economic system just as the dirver of an auto
mobile should have knowledge of the controls of
the automobile before attempting to drive it.
Armed with knowledge of economic principles, the
voter can then intelligently vote on matters
affecting government economic policy.
Regretfully and gradually in recent years
most people have accepted the premise that a little
inflation is necessary for full employment. (41)
There is strong dissent to this proposition on the
part of ultra-conservatives who consider all inflation
a fraud perpetrated by a fundamentally dishonest
government against all savers. Those who accept
the condition as necessary, however, flatter them
selves by stating that they are willing to suffer
the admitted drawbacks of inflation because they
are more concerned with human welfare than with
things. Without arguing the validity of this justi
fication, we must admit that it has the blessing
of the religious section of this paper. The rub
comes when we attempt to define "a little inflation".
Certainly extreme inflation, and deflation, for that

125
matter, destroy the price structure mechanism and
result in economic chaos as in Germany after both
world wars (42) The author of the recent best seller
The Money Game has this to say about inflation and
full employment: "The problem is universal. It
is that governments are now held responsible for
the welfare of the people. The aspirations of the
people can outrun their ability to pay for them,
and nobody has yet found a way to create answers
to the aspirations out of thin air. What this
means is that if governments have a choice between
attempting full employment and defending their
currencies they will nearly always pick jobs over
the worth of their currency. Currencies do not vote.
In this country, the Full Employment Act of 1946
spells this out. The government is committed to
full employment, and if it must pump money into the
economy to achieve this, and if there isn't enough
money, it creates the money. Long range inflation
is the policy, articulated or not, of every country
in the world." (43)
Let us now consider briefly the areas of
government "influence" (a euphemistic understate
ment if ever there was one!) on our economy as
listed above:
(a)
Direct controls of the economy by govern
ment are tolerated as inevitable in wartime when
they become quite numerous and widespread. They
cause hawkish conservatives to become schizophrenic,
however, when active warfare against Communism
causes our economy to become so government controlled
as to cause our country to resemble if only econo
mically the completely socialistic state against
which we are fighting. Even in peacetime, however,
conservatives devoted to an open market economy and
the encouragement of small business entrepreneurship grudgingly concede that something must be done
by government to stem corporate giantism, the
latter being admittedly necessary for the production
of aircraft, military hardware, and items needed
for space exploration. The average American still
hates direct controls, nevertheless, and for this
reason opposes direct government attack on the worst
cause of inflation: exhorbitant wage demands by
national labor unions and comparative indifference
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to those demands by corporations so huge that they
almost make their own markets in many cases through
government contracts. We would prefer to have
government fight inflation indirectly through credit
control and currency manipulation although those
measures are often unduly harsh on retired persons,
small businesses,, and sole proprietorships. (44)
(b) Taxation in the early 1930's was first
used in large measure as an instrument for regu
lating demand. In line with the theories of John
Maynard Keynes (45) government was supposed tospend heavily and tax lightly in times of economic
distress, spend little and tax heavily in good
times, using the surplus collections in good times
to pay off the deficits incurred during recessions.
In practice, however, Congress found it convenient
to follow the Keynsian philosophy of heavy spending
during the depression and much less convenient to
put grain in the silo in fat years. (46) The
actual burden of both corporate and personal income
taxes is much heavier on the entrepreneur than on
the mature corporation. (47) Retention of earnings
makes the latter in large measure immune to dis
cipline of the money market, whereas tight money
can play hob with small businesses. The 52% cor
porate income tax(not to mention the current 10%
surcharge) can be passed on to the consumer in the
form of higher prices far more readily by the large
corporation than by small business. Even so, the
taxation system of the United States is not nearly
as regressive as that of Prance. Christopher
Johnson, managing editor of the London Financial
Times recently pointed out that Prance has the least
progressive tax system in any industrial country
in that a greater percentage of the total tax take
comes from direct t axes than even in Great Britain
and that these bear more heavily on the poor than
on the rich. Johnson further pointed out that
De Gaule's obsession with building up a large gold
reserve even at the expense of impeding the growth
of the local economy caused France's recent riots
and national strikes. (48)
(c) Monetary policy and control of credit
have already been alluded to in connection with
inflation and the promotion of full employment.
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There are two things we should remember in this
area. The first is that even the most sophisticated
among us have difficulty in defining "money", for
getting that today at least nine-tenths of all
transactions by value if not in number take place
in the form of checks (49) and that highly liquid
credit can have many attributes of old-fashioned
currency. Secondly, we sometimes forget that
government debt under our system is used as the
basis for credit. Thus retirement of government
debt, which we all favor in principle, may trigger
a contraction of credit which many otherwise con
servative businessmen deplore as leading to a possible
depression. (50) In recent years the Federal
Reserve Bank's discount rate has been almost the
only tool used to speed up or slow down the economy
through its control of interest rates in general.
(d) Direct intervention in the market by
overnment as consumer has increased steadily over
f he years. IFhe extent of such market penetration
by government as compared to the share of the
market occupied by the private sector of our economy
is put in the following perspective by John Kenneth
Galbraith in his latest book The New Industrial
State: "The services of Federal, State and local
governments now account for between a fifth and a
quarter of all economic activity. In 1929 it was
about eight percent. This far exceeds the govern
ment share in such an avowedly socialist state as
India, considerably exceeds that in the anciently
social democratic kingdoms of Sweden and Norway,
and it is not wholly incommensurate with the share
in Poland, a Communist country which, however, is
heavily agricultural and which has left its agri
culture in private ownership. A very large part
(between one-third and one-half) of public acitivity
is concerned with national defense and the exploration
of space. This is not regarded even by conserva
tives as Socialism." (51) In Galbraith's book The
Affluent Society label thinking is berated and the
general American attitude that "all private spending
is good; all public spending is bad" is ridiculed
as being one of the worst examples of "conventional
wisdom," one of the author's favorite phrases. (52)
One of the results, says Galbraith, is that Americans
have untold thousands of vacuum cleaners and clean
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houses, very few street cleaning machines and
thousands of miles of dirty streets. (53) Despite
the fresh perspective that Galbraith's colorful
phrases and comparisons give us, however, it is
disturbing to me when the President of the United
States controls prices by executive fiat. He did
this, you will recall, in the case of the steel
companies recently by threatening to withhold
government purchases from those companies which
did not cooperate in holding prices firm despite
wage increases forced by national unions which
ignored government wage increase guidelines. In
this case the government used its immense power
as a consumer to enforce price policy.
POLITICS
The determination of national goals and
the practical application of the economic tools
just discussed for the purpose of achieving those
goals constitute economic policy. This is the
realm of politics and is even more fraught with
emotion than a discussion of economics. The ob
servations that follow are made chiefly in the
light of that underlying assumption. In addition,
I will relate a personal experience illustrative
of politics based on history, nostalgia and "heart."
An American election, H. L. Mencken
maintained, is a "deafening, nerve-wracking battle
to the death between Tweedledum and Tweedledee."
(54) The overriding desire of all major candidates
to be loved by everyone makes them avoid taking
positions on matters that may offend, and the
result is a deliberate obfuscation of the voter.
However, let us try to consider the chief character
istics of the major political parties, and, in modern
slang, their "hang-ups."
Theodore H. White in The Making of the
President, 1964, outlines basic Republican and
Democratic Party positions and problems as follows:
"The Democrats believe in government as an instru
ment to do things ... and with complete sincerity
promise all their client groups that government will
do something for each of them. ... The Republicans'
impossible dilemma is that they have never sorted
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out properly what government should do and should
not do and at what level. ... The Republicans'
largest client group, business, wants the govern
ment to do nothing - to leave it alone; other
client groups, chiefly inspired by the old Protestant
ethic of indiviual salvation, feel morally that the
individual must be left master of his own destiny.
... (However) from the establishment of the Depart
ment of Agriculture in 1862 to Eisenhower's Federal
Highway Act of 1956, the record of Republican
achievement is one of massive acceptance of govern
ment responsibility. But the Republicans do not
campaign on such issues. They campaign generally
against government; the Democrats campaign, generally,
for government. The Republicans are for virtue, the
democrats for Santa Claus. These are the rules
of the game, implacably stacked against Republicans,
and in their attempt, year after year, to solve
this dilemma, the Republicans confuse one another
and the nation and, in defeat, distill a bitterness
among themselves greater than their bitterness
against the Democrats. (55)
"'Principles' is as vague yet as important
a word among Republicans as the word 'humanitarianism'
(is) among Democrats." (56)
There are many cleavages in the Republican
Party, but "the most important is between the
Republican governors, who know that government is
necessary, and Congressional Republicans, who think
that strong government is bad. In 1964, on the
governors' level, the Republicans were enjoying a
vintage year. Smylie of Idaho and Hatfield of
Oregon, Chafee of Rhode Island and Love of Colorado,
Scranton of Pennsylvania, Romney of Michigan and
Rockefeller of New York were among the finest
governors of their generation. Of sixteen Republican
governors, only three were Goldwater men (Babcock
of Montana, Fannin of Arizona, and Bellmon of
Oklahoma)." (57)
The idealogical split between Republican
"Primitives" in the West and the Eastern Establishment"
is based in part, in my opinion, on the divergent
views the two groups have of the nature of our
economy. The westerners think that we still have
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an open market by and large, whereas the easterners
think that that is no longer the case, that mono
polies, oligopolies and "big labor" are relatively
more significant than small business and individual
entrepreneurs. Of the two groups, the latter
appears to me to be the more reality-oriented.
Theodore White stated that "the Republi
can convention of 1964 ... ended not only the Eisen
hower era of American politics but something more
important: the reign of pragmatism in the Republican
Party." (58) It was only after the First World
War that pragmatism became the dominant political
code of both parties: first, in the Republicanism of
Harding, of Coolidge and of Hoover; and then, when
obviously Hoover could not make it work, in the
inspired pragmatism of Franklin D. Roosevelt." (59)
Rapid change begets problem-solving and realityoriented pragmatism, and, like it or not, many
regard Lyndon B. Johnson as the greatest pragmatist
of all time. (60)
Goldwater said during the 1964 campaign,
"I will give you back your freedom," (61) but like
all conservatives, he never made it clear by what
degrees he would free the American people from
paternalism and central government without exposing
them at the same time to some personal loss. It
was said that the campaign of 1964 was that rare
thing in American politics, a campaign based on
issues, (62) but the voters seemed to prefer even
government action to private inaction in the face
of the myriad problems confronting our modern
world.
Relevant to the problem of campaigning
on issues is the formulation of the party platform.
In my opinion only twice has that process had any
significant effect on the subsequent election.
Both times the result was unhappy for the Republicans.
I think it can fairly be said that the Democrats'
platform plank calling for the outright repeal of
Prohibition attracted more votes than did the
Republican plank leaving the issue to local option.
The second instance was the 1964 Republican convention
floor fight on a proposed plank denouncing extremism
of all sorts. Goldwater announced that "Extremism

131
in defense of liberty is no vice! Moderation in
pursuit of virtue is no virtue!" and disgusted
liberals and moderates never forgave him. Part of
the reason for this was expressed years later by
Secretary of Health, Education and Welfare, John
W. Gardner: "Political extremism involves two
ingredients: an excessively simple diagnosis of
the world's ills and a conviction that there are
identifiable villains back of it all." (63) In
a word, intellectuals considered Goldwater shallow,
superficial and given to snap judgments.
Since the advent of the New Deal, the
Democratic Party has managed to be all things
(mostly good, if we are to believe election results)
to all people. This is capsulized in its self
description, "the party with a heart." Ever since
the election of 1936, when the South first deserted
Franklin D. Roosevelt, any Democratic majority
contained between 60 and 70 hard-core Southern
Congressmen who supported a Democratic leader in
foreign affairs but who went their own ways on
domestic matters. (64) The one party system in
the South under Democratic control, coupled with
the seniority system of committee appointments in
Congress, resulted for years in ultraconservative
aged Democrats controlling legislation before it
even reached the floor of Congress. This in
itself, although never mentioned in any Democratic
platform, was a guarantee of Southern loyalty. A
weakened committee appointment system in Congress
and federal intervention in the South guaranteeing
large registration of Negroes now constitute a
frontal attack on the privileged position of Southern
conservatives who are now defecting to either
Republican or American Independent Party ranks.
The erosion of Democratic control of the South,
the tremendous personal popularity of Dwight
Eisenhower and, immediately after World War II,
general irritation over the slowness of relaxation
of wartime economic controls, gave the Republicans
their only victory in recent years. It may be
that tomorrow the Republicans will win again, this
time because of general irritation over the war,
inflation, heavy taxation and "law and order" all
of which issues the Republicans have wisely avoided
discussing in terms of specific remedies. It may
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be that a root cause of the swing in sentiment in
favor of the Republicans is that we as a nation
have become more mature in realizing that we cannot
overcommit ourselves abroad, meet the tremendous
financial drain of increased welfare, mass education
and slum clearance programs at home, and do it
all by working fewer hours for higher wages with
peacetime taxes. The simplistic analysis of our
problems by Governor George Corley Wallace and the
popularity of the Governor's smears at the "pseudo
intellectuals" who disagree with him make one
wonder, however, about the maturity of the electorate.
Before leaving the subject of politics,
I would like to relate a personal experience that
typifies for me politics based almost entirely on
history and nostalgia. Off and on for a period of
ten years my wife and I visited a friend in Columbia,
South Carolina, and I repaid my host's unfailingly
gracious hospitality with ill-mannered queries as
to how he, an avowed conservative, managed to
remain a Democrat in the years of the New and Fair
Deals. Finally in 1958 my wife and I sought to
repay my Columbia friend and his wife's hospitality
with a long week-end in Cincinnati which included
several parties and a final tour of the city's
landmarks. In I960 I was profoundly shocked to
learn that ray friend had become the first Republican
to be elected to the legislature of South Carolina
since the Reconstruction. I telephoned him immedi
ately for the primary purpose of extending congratu
lations but also to satisfy my curiosity about his
political conversion. "Bob," he said, "those ten
years of needling me about my political schizophrenia
did no good, but when you drove me out to Indian
Hill the last day I was in Cincinnati and I stood
bare-headed before the grave of Robert A. Taft,
something deep inside me turned over!" Some of my
Republican friends consider this episode not
totally dissimilar to the conversion of St. Paul on
the Damascus Road and think that it belongs in the
religious section of this paper!
S E X
Not long ago I came upon three friends
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watching the construction of Cincinnati's newest
skyscraper on Fountain Square. "What do you think
about when you see a building like that going up?"
I asked the first man. "The fact that every bit
of it is on paper before the first spadeful of
dirt is turned," he replied. "What do you think
about?" I asked the second man. "The tremendous
coordination of manpower in all of the different
trades," was the reply. "And what do you think
about?" I asked the third man. "Sex," he said.
"Why is that?" I queried. "That is all I ever
think: about," he replied.
It may be that in this brief episode I
unwittingly discovered the cause of the world's
most pressing problem, the population explosion,
but that is only incidental to the main purpose of
this section of my paper. At the end of the 17th
century, world population was only half a billion.
It is now 3.5 billion. In 260 more years, if the
rate of increase stays steady, there will be a
seething mass of 585 billion crowding the face of
the earth or more than 10,000 individuals to every
square mile of land surface. (65) Thus, in a
stribtly physical sense, sex is a -tremendous
problem. However, it will come as a disappointment
to the younger members of this audience to learn
that it is gender in the psychological sense rather
than sex in Rabelaisian context that I propose to
discuss. Gender identity is very basic for all
human beings, but, in the words of Harvey Cox, "Sex
is one of the last spheres of truly private,
intimate and nonmechanical activity left in a
plastic and neon world." (66) We no longer have
a "war between the sexes" but confusion between
the sexes, and this latter is infinitely more
serious in its consequences than the former.
In the religious section of this paper we
discussed the second great commandment, "Love thy
neighbor as thyself." This cannot result in much
good for the community if you hate yourself, that
is, are unaccepting of yourself and that central
element of self having to do with sexuality and
controlled aggressiveness. Mark Twain was full of
self-hate, was sparse in his description of mature
love relationships, got along miserably with
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business colleagues, and was an atheist. (67) His
love for his fellow man approached that of W.C.
Fields for small children. (68) Hypochondria, (69)
paranoia (70) and numerous other psychic disorders
are the result of the weak sense of sexual identity
increasingly afflicting our culture. There can
be little doubt that a major factor in this malaise
is the weakening of family units, 25% of which now
end in divorce. About the same percentage of
urban Negro familias are without a male head, the
latter simply vanishing into thin air leaving male
children without any father figure on which to
pattern socially acceptable agreesiveness which
is the basis of self-acceptance and healthy egodevelopment to the ultimate benefit of society. In
In these circumstances it is very difficult for a
boy to develop not only his capacity to let go of
his mother but his sense of being like her - a
process known as disidentification. (71) The more
secure children are, the more effective will be
their achievement in maturity, (72) and the shaky
condition of American matrimony today may well be
the root cause of general social instability.
In his book, The New Being, theologian
Paul Tillich says, "Love relations, most conspicu
ously relations between the sexes, remain without
joy if we use one another as a means for pleasure
or as a means to escape pain. This is a threat to
all human relations." (73) However, the counter
feit article is difficult to recognize in many cases.
The belief that "love" is the only honest basis
for sex forces countless maidens into anguished
efforts to justify their sexual inconstancy by
falling in and out of love with a passing parade
of partners. Naturally, opportunities for selfdeception are almost endless, and the outcome is
often an acid cynicism about the possibility of
loving anyone. (74)
In 1933 a short version titled Psychology
of Sex (75) was published of Havelock Ellis' massive
Studies with profound effect all over the world.
Prior to that time, man had generally assumed that
pleasure in sex was exclusively his right, and women
had generally accepted this view of things as
divinely ordered. Ellis disabused both sexes of
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this notion, saying that woman is just as entitled
to pleasure and satisfaction in sex as the male.
Despite the fact that woman's physical capacity for
sex is infinitely greater than that of any man, the
new Ellis viewpoint became immensely popular to
the discomfiture of both sexes. According to
psychiatrist Dr. Milton Sapirstein, the male of the
species was ever thereafter in an uncomfortable
test situation in which he could never win and the
female was inevitably disappointed. (76) This
attitudinal change resulted in a major addition
to the frustration of both sexes which was almost
worse than the male selfishness which prevailed
during the Victorian period before Ellis. The
latter at least had the virtue of sex role clarity
based on physiological reality. (77)
The advent of "the pill" in recent years
brought with it a psychological impact almost
greater than its family-planning effect. It
reinforced the threat just mentioned described by
Sapirstein and was bruising to the male ego for
the same threatening reasons. When college students
now petition university administrations for a re
laxing of parietal rules prohibiting women from
visiting men in their dormitories and vice versa at
all hours, victory only compounds the difficulties
just mentioned. The psychological security afforded
by limits, however weak, is gradually being eroded,
and this is not to the long range advantage of the
male world - or of the female world, for that
matter. Men of the world unite! Let us return to
the innate good sense and psychological security
of the Victorian period!
CONCLUSION
In the words of theNegro preacher quoted
at the beginning of this paper, I now tell you
"what I done tole you." It should be clear that
each of my "four forbidden topics" have the common
characteristic of evoking emotional malaise. This
leads to one's seeking the tranquil harbour of selfdeception or to fear-induced anger and counter
attack. The sequential connection between each of
the four is roughtly as follows: Religion is
essential to help us as individuals achieve a sense
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of purpose and give our lives the elan that can
only come from being sure of our individual worth
not only to ourselves but to others. The principles
of economics must be learned before we can make up
our minds regarding economic policy as it affects
us, our community and our country, and, to do this,
we must have answered the religious question, "Are
we our brother's keeper?" We take political action
to effectuate changes in economic policy by peaceful means. Our relationships with each other are
dependent on a healthy self-acceptance and
acceptance of others as God-created unique human
beings one of whose chief attributes is sexuality
and that degree of aggressiveness befitting our
respective life roles.
All of these topics are packed with
emotion, and mentioning them in polite society may
result in one's being labelled a boor. I can
almost guarantee, however, that never discussing
them will result in one's being classified a bore.
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