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lie. All that can possibly come out of the present American policy

toward the Dominican Republic, that American policy which I be­

lieve American Conservatives could yet call a halt to were they to act

soon, must be to level the Dominican Republic as Castroism has

leveled Cuba, as the USSR has leveled Russia and the Iron Curtain

countries, as Mao Tse-tung has leveled China-to destroy those

meaningful distinctions of rank, of privilege, of wealth, of prestige

and position that any decent society develops and builds into itself

as it grows toward achievement of the purposes that called it into

being as a society-to snuff out of existence one further component

of that West, that Christendom, that Communism and Liberalism set

out to obliterate more than a century ago. We of the American Right

-stupidly, irresponsibly-permitted it to happen in Cuba; we must

not permit it to happen again in the Dominican Republic. All of our

principles-the three basic principles I have tried to lay on the line

tonight-require us to rescue the Dominican Republic from our own

Department of State.

(Fall, 1961.)

Basic Issues Between 

Conservatives and Liberals 
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The topic of this article: those two groups of politically-conscious 
people out in American society, the "Liberals" and the "Conserva­
tives," and the whole question of what the disagreement between 
them is about. Should I tarry to argue with the man, ex-President 
Eisenhower for instance, who insists that no such groups actually 
exist-as witness the impossibility of drawing a meaningful line be­
tween them? I think not: the groups seem to have little difficulty 
identifying themselves, and can, paraphrasing Descartes' en­
thymeme, say "Nous nous identifions, done nous sommes"; and as for 
the contention that no-one can say what they disagree about, let us 
dismiss it as question-begging. 

My thesis is, then, that we know what we mean when we make to 
one another such statements as the following: The Liberals support 
Medicare; the Conservatives oppose it. The Liberals would like to 
broaden and deepen our social security system until it is finally appli­
cable from womb to tomb; the Conservatives think we'd have been 
better off if we had never gone in for that sort of thing to begin with. 
The Liberals take seriously the so-called disarmament negotiations 
with the Soviets, and take them seriously because they favor disarma­
ment-would, if the Russians too would only be serious about disar­
mament, actually disarm the U.S.; the Conservatives regard the 
disarmament negotiations as essentially fraudulent, and would not 
think of disarming even if the Russians were willing. The Liberals 
dream dreams of out-lawing war, of establishing an international 
authority empowered to prevent war, of an indefinite future in which 
the nations will live side by side in peace and unity; the Conserva­
tives dream no such dreams; they regard even the existing United 
Nations organization with suspicion, would not hesitate to challenge 
its authority if ever it tried to call the United States on the carpet, and 
take it for granted that wars have quite a future on this planet just as 

they have had quite a past-in short, Conservatives dislike the orien­
tation of American foreign policy toward pacifism and world govern-
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movement in all its forms and manifestations. There is, in other 
words, a whole list of things that, as the Liberals always find when 
they try to get rid of them, enjoy widespread support that can only 
be described as Conservative. And it remains only to ask, once more, 
and to answer briefly, the question: Are not the Liberals right when 
they say the discussion is over, that the Conservative support I speak 
of is rooted exclusively in prejudice and bigotry, and that there is no 
Conservative position here that can be defended with intellectual 
and moral argument? 

Once more my answer must be "No"; the discussion, properly 
speaking, is not over; the Conservatives are for the most part silent 
because up on the level of public discussion they are momentarily 
outflanked, not because they have nothing to say that is worth listen­
ing to. Were the discussion reopened-as I am pleading in this article 
that all three discussions ought to be reopened-the Conservatives 
could, for example, claim the support of most of the great-name 
political philosophers who, through the centuries, have addressed 
themselves to questions relating to the public orthodoxy. They could 
argue that the doctrine of the Open Society is, in point of fact, an 
upstart among political doctrines, since it is as old as, and no older 
than,John Stuart Mill's Essay on Liberty. They could insist that there 
are great intellectual difficulties in Mill's position, that Mill's critics 
have repeatedly exposed those difficulties, and that none of Mill's 
epigones has stepped forward to do honest battle with those critics. 
The Conservatives could argue, again with considerable show of 
reason, that the Open Society is on the face of it unworkable, because 
its very idea presupposes a demonstrably false view of human nature 
since human beings as we know them, and particularly as we see 
them in America, cannot be prevailed upon to behave as the Open 
Society expects them to behave (i.e., to tolerate the dissemination of 
opinions that they deem outrageous). They could demonstrate and 
back up the demonstration with overwhelming evidence that the 
open-society conception of America is, on the record to date, unac­
ceptable to vast numbers of Americans, and that this is a fact that the 
Liberals, however right they may be in theory, ignore at their peril. 
(Vast numbers of Americans, as I like to put it, have yet to make up 
their minds whether America is a political society like other political 
societies, or something rather more like a church.) The Conservatives 
could argue, as Boston argued in effect with Roger Williams, that they 
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have yet to hear why the right of a people to adopt an orthodoxy, to 
seek to hand it down to their descendants, to take steps against those 
who would undermine it, isn't as good a right as the right of the 
"individual'' to freedom of thought and speech. But again enough: 
my point is not that the Conservatives would necessarily win the 
debate if the issue were ever reopened, but merely that it would be 
quite a debate. 

Will the debates for which I am pleading ever actually come off? 
Not, you may be sure, for so long as the Liberals retain their virtual 
monopoly of the mike-in the mass communications and, above all, 
in the college and university classrooms. 

( University of Dallas) 
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