. m the New Deal and Ethical 3.-1-1) u’)
" The Bthical Basis of The New Deals

never failed to do it finally

All human undertakings,if they wre to endure,
mist be brought finally into conformity with the ethical
principles which underly human humanity. You :-w;gsaapo them
for a long time, build gigantic edifices upon them, but they '
have the last word. It is when a question of conduct, of
govermment , business and what not, is in question readjustments
are sought, that it—mued if it is to be ptabilized, this
ethical basis must be found. It was bringing the slavery
question down to the r;ght and wrong of it thwtauw..Lincoln
his power over popular conviction. (Analyize argument)

All efforts to keep the majter away from
this separation of the monstrous injustice, the lack of
harmony between it and the fundamentals on which things stand,f
fail in the long run becaua;ilincq}n'a unwillingness to be
given‘away. ‘He might even be - '?\ § Was he at any point?

In his argument on abolition, i_ |

o
nk these things he regarded as the outgrowth of that

fundamental failure to recognize Qhe moral question involved

L

and whatever difficulty he had in getting back to them because

of the adroitness and persistence of his really ‘toat_d1Qpﬁthﬁiuuhﬁfjl

{
P




You are seeing something, possibly, of a paulhl
gituation.in the New Deal, /%.ta in ‘a* way the same kind of a D
question, no less unjust. Either the question of the right
of the man to earn the bread that he eats, to have his shu'o
of the imecrement that he has created, as we have been :
operating the thing we call profit:, that is, the extra
result: of enterprise, have backed up in the hande of a few,
Now eyery analysis shoia that,I will not say all, but in many
cases this congeation is the result of unethical practices,
even tl\ﬂd legal practices and that these have become so

woven in to the productive pattern that it is almost impossible
to pull them out without weakening the wegving. WNevertheless,
- they must be pulled out or they will rot out//rot the whole
fabric. wnow the New. seeks
reconatructia:ﬁ?h‘i%‘tpeakl of correction of the unfair and
unethical practices. There is'the gueation whether in
attempting to draw out these M: from the weaving it
replaces them by' other threads which is not as plainly une

ethical .yet have a certain ethical weakness. Wherever you

find . .-w.rattemptn) which are something of the vindictive

which gloat over the downfall of the wicked practicer of the
practice, not the destruction of the practico itself, the
chances are that you will be blinded & the quality of yom

own substitute. I think that this can be perhaps illustrate




by the Federal tax. It should be looked up. hut I hﬁv‘
always regarded our dealing with guinl and lollo: vtﬂ
gsecurities - the securities really being capital = as .n
equitable G
attempt not to make an/income tax but to get holl or nnany
of the rich. Now this could not be done, of course, Iithot%
getting held of the money of the small investor. The

me to
argument for this should be looked into. It seems to/be a

plece where vindictiveness in_a reform carried along with it
an.unethical quality, hukggg;{gi has come back to tease.
What this is all about is, that in attempting

the Yew Deal the ethical basis must be regarded. This is

practicularly _ :
propadly true/in regard to labor. I wild not say particularly

but it is true in regard to the labor conditions and both

the management and the labor side are talking in opportunistie
terms, political terms. »noth are seeking not a fair co=-

. e
operative basis on which to conduct dealing but oaoh’aocking

,&? h to get more power than the other, not only more power but to :

ﬁéz ’ stand in with the government, one at the expense of the gthnl.:i_i f
E{ Anything of this kind carries its own wuakﬂeaa with it.

;é It has been apparent for many‘ years in the

E% : dealing with the question of corporations, that the Gov.rnmniﬁfw

@% institutions like the Trade Commissions, the Dopartnlnt ot '

; J—C"

v Justice, took mot a cooperative, sound, ethical bq@&.;;




on g ma, yr-uuui. pﬂ&uﬁbl
' thn.t seemed to be the popular political uuc. m
non--cthicsl to that degree.

In speaking or the pronotor ot good taus.n
and his in seeking money I thi.nk it is Mr
‘ that the reformer usually has a strong stomach when it ¢ " :
questions of pure ethics. You are guidod(croipro:@
necessity partly. G
In Lincoln's argument the queutioﬁ of mmt!i,
comes in. That is he says he tolerates slavery mi-- it s -?.i
_by necesgity, but that he wiid fight to death for o’xtenli.oh.‘:
by principle . It was necessity that guided him when it cm
to emancipation, . = what he looked at as the larger interest
involved,. that it was the question of Unionism without

which man could not evolve the freedom he was uck:l.n‘.

He was fighting in the War to save the Union,
When it became clear that emancipation could be un-d ai a .

plautiblo.;::en a necessary war mea.auro} he used it with

thankfulness of heart, that the day had come when by nntali‘l’q
he could emancipate. 4 ‘
. How far must we recognize necéssity? A

necessary condition has been wished on you, you are no_t__;

_ ru.pomiblc for it, you roc.a-gn:l.:o 1t as evil. ﬂu_' _
:' comes then how to get ru of it. It is a quutlmn ci.. e

| mtofﬂhiu. You may eorm.nu th. wu by i.i "




excited, immediate attempt at .eradication.

In the New Deal the question of method
in dealing with what i)@b!l:mto be wrong must be considered,
are who -
ThereAhose Aith a stroke could remove the capitalistie
system because it is shot through with abuses. They do not
remove the neceaéity for capital. Capitalism, state or

private, or a combination of both must go on. It is not

the capitalism which you fight, but the striking and
st you destroy

m
immoral capitalist. Now to destroy him, /' the system?

There are those that believe so. sut do:.: this violence
which in the nature of things is inhuman, wrong, unjust,
and while deaéggi/certain evils you plant others. )

What we need particularly in the New Deal is
a base, a recognized ethical base, a recognized moral
tape measure.

soth politicians and industrialists, financiers,
pesitate before an open declaration, that the thing must be
right before they can go ahead. There has been so much
hypocrisy mixed up with the doing of things in the name of
right, or rather in the name of religion, that your businesi

not
man who says We must/do this thing because it is wrong is

put down as a hyprocrit. Wrong has nothing to do in business,

thxtoxtier attack . what men call a practical matter, Do the

thing which will get you where you want to go no matter how |




on to do it beoause it was




