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This	quote	reflects	Franklin	D.	Roosevelt’s	rejection	of	isolationism	and	commitment	to	international	engagement.	By	invoking	future	generations,	he	emphasizes	the	long-term	consequences	of	isolation	and	stresses	the	importance	of	active	involvement	in	global	affairs.	Roosevelt’s	words	convey	the	idea	that	isolationism	is	not	a	viable	option	if	the
United	States	aims	to	create	a	better	world	for	future	generations.	[1]	Mr.	President,	Mr.	Speaker,	Members	of	the	Seventy-seventh	Congress:	[2]	I	address	you,	the	Members	of	the	members	of	this	new	Congress,	at	a	moment	unprecedented	in	the	history	of	the	Union.	I	use	the	word	“unprecedented,”	because	at	no	previous	time	has	American
security	been	as	seriously	threatened	from	without	as	it	is	today.	[3]	Since	the	permanent	formation	of	our	Government	under	the	Constitution,	in	1789,	most	of	the	periods	of	crisis	in	our	history	have	related	to	our	domestic	affairs.	And	fortunately,	only	one	of	these–the	four-year	War	Between	the	States–ever	threatened	our	national	unity.	Today,
thank	God,	one	hundred	and	thirty	million	Americans,	in	forty-eight	States,	have	forgotten	points	of	the	compass	in	our	national	unity.	[4]	It	is	true	that	prior	to	1914	the	United	States	often	had	been	disturbed	by	events	in	other	Continents.	We	had	even	engaged	in	two	wars	with	European	nations	and	in	a	number	of	undeclared	wars	in	the	West
Indies,	in	the	Mediterranean	and	in	the	Pacific	for	the	maintenance	of	American	rights	and	for	the	principles	of	peaceful	commerce.	But	in	no	case	had	a	serious	threat	been	raised	against	our	national	safety	or	our	continued	independence.	[5]	What	I	seek	to	convey	is	the	historic	truth	that	the	United	States	as	a	nation	has	at	all	times	maintained
opposition,	clear,	definite	opposition,	to	any	attempt	to	lock	us	in	behind	an	ancient	Chinese	wall	while	the	procession	of	civilization	went	past.	Today,	thinking	of	our	children	and	of	their	children,	we	oppose	enforced	isolation	for	ourselves	or	for	any	other	part	of	the	Americas.	[6]	That	determination	of	ours,	extending	over	all	these	years,	was
proved,	for	example,	in	the	early	days	during	the	quarter	century	of	wars	following	the	French	Revolution.	[7]	While	the	Napoleonic	struggles	did	threaten	interests	of	the	United	States	because	of	the	French	foothold	in	the	West	Indies	and	in	Louisiana,	and	while	we	engaged	in	the	War	of	1812	to	vindicate	our	right	to	peaceful	trade,	it	is
nevertheless	clear	that	neither	France	nor	Great	Britain,	nor	any	other	nation,	was	aiming	at	domination	of	the	whole	world.	[8]	And	in	like	fashion	from	1815	to	1914–ninety-nine	years–no	single	war	in	Europe	or	in	Asia	constituted	a	real	threat	against	our	future	or	against	the	future	of	any	other	American	nation.	[9]	Except	in	the	Maximilian
interlude	in	Mexico,	no	foreign	power	sought	to	establish	itself	in	this	Hemisphere;	and	the	strength	of	the	British	fleet	in	the	Atlantic	has	been	a	friendly	strength.	It	is	still	a	friendly	strength.	[10]	Even	when	the	World	War	broke	out	in	1914,	it	seemed	to	contain	only	small	threat	of	danger	to	our	own	American	future.	But,	as	time	went	on,	as	we
remember,	the	American	people	began	to	visualize	what	the	downfall	of	democratic	nations	might	mean	to	our	own	democracy.	[11]	We	need	not	overemphasize	imperfections	in	the	Peace	of	Versailles.	We	need	not	harp	on	failure	of	the	democracies	to	deal	with	problems	of	world	reconstruction.	We	should	remember	that	the	Peace	of	1919	was	far
less	unjust	than	the	kind	of	“pacification”	which	began	even	before	Munich,	and	which	is	being	carried	on	under	the	new	order	of	tyranny	that	seeks	to	spread	over	every	continent	today.	The	American	people	have	unalterably	set	their	faces	against	that	tyranny.	[12]	I	suppose	that	every	realist	knows	that	the	democratic	way	of	life	is	at	this	moment
being	directly	assailed	in	every	part	of	the	world–assailed	either	by	arms,	or	by	secret	spreading	of	poisonous	propaganda	by	those	who	seek	to	destroy	unity	and	promote	discord	in	nations	that	are	still	at	peace.	[13]	During	sixteen	long	months	this	assault	has	blotted	out	the	whole	pattern	of	democratic	life	in	an	appalling	number	of	independent
nations,	great	and	small.	And	the	assailants	are	still	on	the	march,	threatening	other	nations,	great	and	small.	[14]Therefore,	as	your	President,	performing	my	constitutional	duty	to	“give	to	the	Congress	information	of	the	state	of	the	Union,”	I	find	it,	unhappily,	necessary	to	report	that	the	future	and	the	safety	of	our	country	and	of	our	democracy
are	overwhelmingly	involved	in	events	far	beyond	our	borders.	[15]	Armed	defense	of	democratic	existence	is	now	being	gallantly	waged	in	four	continents.	If	that	defense	fails,	all	the	population	and	all	the	resources	of	Europe,	and	Asia,	and	Africa	and	Australasia	will	be	dominated	by	conquerors.	And	let	us	remember	that	the	total	of	those
populations	in	those	four	continents,	the	total	of	those	populations	and	their	resources	greatly	exceeds	the	sum	total	of	the	population	and	the	resources	of	the	whole	of	the	Western	Hemisphere–yes,	many	times	over.	[16]	In	times	like	these	it	is	immature–and	incidentally,	untrue–for	anybody	to	brag	that	an	unprepared	America,	single-handed,	and
with	one	hand	tied	behind	its	back,	can	hold	off	the	whole	world.	[17]	No	realistic	American	can	expect	from	a	dictator’s	peace	international	generosity,	or	return	of	true	independence,	or	world	disarmament,	or	freedom	of	expression,	or	freedom	of	religion–or	even	good	business.	[18]	Such	a	peace	would	bring	no	security	for	us	or	for	our	neighbors.
“Those,	who	would	give	up	essential	liberty	to	purchase	a	little	temporary	safety,	deserve	neither	liberty	nor	safety.”	[19]	As	a	nation,	we	may	take	pride	in	the	fact	that	we	are	softhearted;	but	we	cannot	afford	to	be	soft-headed.	[20]	We	must	always	be	wary	of	those	who	with	sounding	brass	and	a	tinkling	cymbal	preach	the	“ism”	of	appeasement.
[21]	We	must	especially	beware	of	that	small	group	of	selfish	men	who	would	clip	the	wings	of	the	American	eagle	in	order	to	feather	their	own	nests.	[22]	I	have	recently	pointed	out	how	quickly	the	tempo	of	modern	warfare	could	bring	into	our	very	midst	the	physical	attack	which	we	must	eventually	expect	if	the	dictator	nations	win	this	war.	[23]
There	is	much	loose	talk	of	our	immunity	from	immediate	and	direct	invasion	from	across	the	seas.	Obviously,	as	long	as	the	British	Navy	retains	its	power,	no	such	danger	exists.	Even	if	there	were	no	British	Navy,	it	is	not	probable	that	any	enemy	would	be	stupid	enough	to	attack	us	by	landing	troops	in	the	United	States	from	across	thousands	of
miles	of	ocean,	until	it	had	acquired	strategic	bases	from	which	to	operate.	[24]	But	we	learn	much	from	the	lessons	of	the	past	years	in	Europe-particularly	the	lesson	of	Norway,	whose	essential	seaports	were	captured	by	treachery	and	surprise	built	up	over	a	series	of	years.	[25]	The	first	phase	of	the	invasion	of	this	Hemisphere	would	not	be	the
landing	of	regular	troops.	The	necessary	strategic	points	would	be	occupied	by	secret	agents	and	by	their	dupes-	and	great	numbers	of	them	are	already	here,	and	in	Latin	America.	[26]	As	long	as	the	aggressor	nations	maintain	the	offensive,	they-not	we–will	choose	the	time	and	the	place	and	the	method	of	their	attack.	[27]	And	that	is	why	the	future
of	all	the	American	Republics	is	today	in	serious	danger.	[28]	That	is	why	this	Annual	Message	to	the	Congress	is	unique	in	our	history.	[29]	That	is	why	every	member	of	the	Executive	Branch	of	the	Government	and	every	member	of	the	Congress	face	great	responsibility	and	great	accountability.	[30]	The	need	of	the	moment	is	that	our	actions	and
our	policy	should	be	devoted	primarily–almost	exclusively–to	meeting	this	foreign	peril.	For	all	our	domestic	problems	are	now	a	part	of	the	great	emergency.	[31]	Just	as	our	national	policy	in	internal	affairs	has	been	based	upon	a	decent	respect	for	the	rights	and	the	dignity	of	all	of	our	fellow	men	within	our	gates,	so	our	national	policy	in	foreign
affairs	has	been	based	on	a	decent	respect	for	the	rights	and	the	dignity	of	all	nations,	large	and	small.	And	the	justice	of	morality	must	and	will	win	in	the	end.	[32]	Our	national	policy	is	this:	[33]	First,	by	an	impressive	expression	of	the	public	will	and	without	regard	to	partisanship,	we	are	committed	to	all-inclusive	national	defense.	[34]	Second,	by
an	impressive	expression	of	the	public	will	and	without	regard	to	partisanship,	we	are	committed	to	full	support	of	all	those	resolute	people	everywhere	who	are	resisting	aggression	and	are	thereby	keeping	war	away	from	our	Hemisphere.	By	this	support,	we	express	our	determination	that	the	democratic	cause	shall	prevail;	and	we	strengthen	the
defense	and	the	security	of	our	own	nation.	[35]	Third,	by	an	impressive	expression	of	the	public	will	and	without	regard	to	partisanship,	we	are	committed	to	the	proposition	that	principles	of	morality	and	considerations	for	our	own	security	will	never	permit	us	to	acquiesce	in	a	peace	dictated	by	aggressors	and	sponsored	by	appeasers.	We	know	that
enduring	peace	cannot	be	bought	at	the	cost	of	other	people’s	freedom.	[36]	In	the	recent	national	election	there	was	no	substantial	difference	between	the	two	great	parties	in	respect	to	that	national	policy.	No	issue	was	fought	out	on	this	line	before	the	American	electorate.	And	today	it	is	abundantly	evident	that	American	citizens	everywhere	are
demanding	and	supporting	speedy	and	complete	action	in	recognition	of	obvious	danger.	[37]	Therefore,	the	immediate	need	is	a	swift	and	driving	increase	in	our	armament	production.	[38]	Leaders	of	industry	and	labor	have	responded	to	our	summons.	Goals	of	speed	have	been	set.	In	some	cases	these	goals	are	being	reached	ahead	of	time;	in	some
cases	we	are	on	schedule;	in	other	cases	there	are	slight	but	not	serious	delays;	and	in	some	cases–and	I	am	sorry	to	say	very	important	cases–we	are	all	concerned	by	the	slowness	of	the	accomplishment	of	our	plans.	[39]	The	Army	and	Navy,	however,	have	made	substantial	progress	during	the	past	year.	Actual	experience	is	improving	and	speeding
up	our	methods	of	production	with	every	passing	day.	And	today’s	best	is	not	good	enough	for	tomorrow.	[40]	I	am	not	satisfied	with	the	progress	thus	far	made.	The	men	in	charge	of	the	program	represent	the	best	in	training,	in	ability,	and	in	patriotism.	They	are	not	satisfied	with	the	progress	thus	far	made.	None	of	us	will	be	satisfied	until	the	job
is	done.	[41]	No	matter	whether	the	original	goal	was	set	too	high	or	too	low,	our	objective	is	quicker	and	better	results.	[43]	We	are	behind	schedule	in	turning	out	finished	airplanes;	we	are	working	day	and	night	to	solve	the	innumerable	problems	and	to	catch	up.	[44]	We	are	ahead	of	schedule	in	building	warships	but	we	are	working	to	get	even
further	ahead	of	that	schedule.	[45]	To	change	a	whole	nation	from	a	basis	of	peacetime	production	of	implements	of	peace	to	a	basis	of	wartime	production	of	implements	of	war	is	no	small	task.	And	the	greatest	difficulty	comes	at	the	beginning	of	the	program,	when	new	tools,	new	plant	facilities,	new	assembly	lines,	and	new	ship	ways	must	first	be
constructed	before	the	actual	materiel	begins	to	flow	steadily	and	speedily	from	them.	[46]	The	Congress,	of	course,	must	rightly	keep	itself	informed	at	all	times	of	the	progress	of	the	program.	However,	there	is	certain	information,	as	the	Congress	itself	will	readily	recognize,	which,	in	the	interests	of	our	own	security	and	those	of	the	nations	that
we	are	supporting,	must	of	needs	be	kept	in	confidence.	[47]	New	circumstances	are	constantly	begetting	new	needs	for	our	safety.	I	shall	ask	this	Congress	for	greatly	increased	new	appropriations	and	authorizations	to	carry	on	what	we	have	begun.	[48]	I	also	ask	this	Congress	for	authority	and	for	funds	sufficient	to	manufacture	additional
munitions	and	war	supplies	of	many	kinds,	to	be	turned	over	to	those	nations	which	are	now	in	actual	war	with	aggressor	nations.	[49]	Our	most	useful	and	immediate	role	is	to	act	as	an	arsenal	for	them	as	well	as	for	ourselves.	They	do	not	need	man	power,	but	they	do	need	billions	of	dollars	worth	of	the	weapons	of	defense.	[50]	The	time	is	near
when	they	will	not	be	able	to	pay	for	them	all	in	ready	cash.	We	cannot,	and	we	will	not,	tell	them	that	they	must	surrender,	merely	because	of	present	inability	to	pay	for	the	weapons	which	we	know	they	must	have.	[51]	I	do	not	recommend	that	we	make	them	a	loan	of	dollars	with	which	to	pay	for	these	weapons–a	loan	to	be	repaid	in	dollars.	[52]	I
recommend	that	we	make	it	possible	for	those	nations	to	continue	to	obtain	war	materials	in	the	United	States,	fitting	their	orders	into	our	own	program.	And	nearly	all	of	their	materiel	would,	if	the	time	ever	came,	be	useful	in	our	own	defense.	[53]	Taking	counsel	of	expert	military	and	naval	authorities,	considering	what	is	best	for	our	own	security,
we	are	free	to	decide	how	much	should	be	kept	here	and	how	much	should	be	sent	abroad	to	our	friends	who	by	their	determined	and	heroic	resistance	are	giving	us	time	in	which	to	make	ready	our	own	defense.	[54]	For	what	we	send	abroad,	we	shall	be	repaid,	repaid	within	a	reasonable	time	following	the	close	of	hostilities,	repaid	in	similar
materials,	or,	at	our	option,	in	other	goods	of	many	kinds,	which	they	can	produce	and	which	we	need.	[55]	Let	us	say	to	the	democracies:	“We	Americans	are	vitally	concerned	in	your	defense	of	freedom.	We	are	putting	forth	our	energies,	our	resources	and	our	organizing	powers	to	give	you	the	strength	to	regain	and	maintain	a	free	world.	We	shall
send	you,	in	ever-increasing	numbers,	ships,	planes,	tanks,	guns.	This	is	our	purpose	and	our	pledge.”	[56]	In	fulfillment	of	this	purpose	we	will	not	be	intimidated	by	the	threats	of	dictators	that	they	will	regard	as	a	breach	of	international	law	or	as	an	act	of	war	our	aid	to	the	democracies	which	dare	to	resist	their	aggression.	Such	aid	.	.	.	such	aid	is
not	an	act	of	war,	even	if	a	dictator	should	unilaterally	proclaim	it	so	to	be.	[57]	And	when	the	dictators,	if	the	dictators,	are	ready	to	make	war	upon	us,	they	will	not	wait	for	an	act	of	war	on	our	part.	They	did	not	wait	for	Norway	or	Belgium	or	the	Netherlands	to	commit	an	act	of	war.	[58]	Their	only	interest	is	in	a	new	one-way	international	law,
which	lacks	mutuality	in	its	observance,	and,	therefore,	becomes	an	instrument	of	oppression.	[59]	The	happiness	of	future	generations	of	Americans	may	well	depend	upon	how	effective	and	how	immediate	we	can	make	our	aid	felt.	No	one	can	tell	the	exact	character	of	the	emergency	situations	that	we	may	be	called	upon	to	meet.	The	Nation’s
hands	must	not	be	tied	when	the	Nation’s	life	is	in	danger.	[60]	Yes,	and	we	must	all	prepare–all	of	us	prepare–to	make	the	sacrifices	that	the	emergency–	almost	as	serious	as	war	itself–demands.	Whatever	stands	in	the	way	of	speed	and	efficiency	in	defense–in	defense	preparations	of	any	kind–must	give	way	to	the	national	need.	[61]	A	free	nation
has	the	right	to	expect	full	cooperation	from	all	groups.	A	free	nation	has	the	right	to	look	to	the	leaders	of	business,	of	labor,	and	of	agriculture	to	take	the	lead	in	stimulating	effort,	not	among	other	groups	but	within	their	own	groups.	[62]	The	best	way	of	dealing	with	the	few	slackers	or	trouble	makers	in	our	midst	is,	first,	to	shame	them	by
patriotic	example,	and,	if	that	fails,	to	use	the	sovereignty	of	government	to	save	government.	[63]	As	men	do	not	live	by	bread	alone,	they	do	not	fight	by	armaments	alone.	Those	who	man	our	defenses,	and	those	behind	them	who	build	our	defenses,	must	have	the	stamina	and	the	courage	which	come	from	unshakable	belief	in	the	manner	of	life
which	they	are	defending.	The	mighty	action	that	we	are	calling	for	cannot	be	based	on	a	disregard	of	all	things	the	worth	fighting	for.	[64]	The	Nation	takes	great	satisfaction	and	much	strength	from	the	things	which	have	been	done	to	make	its	people	conscious	of	their	individual	stake	in	the	preservation	of	democratic	life	in	America.	Those	things
have	toughened	the	fibre	of	our	people,	have	renewed	their	faith	and	strengthened	their	devotion	to	the	institutions	we	make	ready	to	protect.	[65]	Certainly	this	is	no	time	for	any	of	us	to	stop	thinking	about	the	social	and	economic	problems	which	are	the	root	cause	of	the	social	revolution	which	is	today	a	supreme	factor	in	the	world.	[66]	For	there
is	nothing	mysterious	about	the	foundations	of	a	healthy	and	strong	democracy.	The	basic	things	expected	by	our	people	of	their	political	and	economic	systems	are	simple.	They	are:	[67]	Equality	of	opportunity	for	youth	and	for	others.	[68]	Jobs	for	those	who	can	work.	[69]	Security	for	those	who	need	it.	[70]	The	ending	of	special	privilege	for	the
few.	[71]	The	preservation	of	civil	liberties	for	all.	[72]	The	enjoyment	.	.	.	the	enjoyment	of	the	fruits	of	scientific	progress	in	a	wider	and	constantly	rising	standard	of	living.	[73]	These	are	the	simple,	the	basic	things	that	must	never	be	lost	sight	of	in	the	turmoil	and	unbelievable	complexity	of	our	modern	world.	The	inner	and	abiding	strength	of	our
economic	and	political	systems	is	dependent	upon	the	degree	to	which	they	fulfill	these	expectations.	[74]	Many	subjects	connected	with	our	social	economy	call	for	immediate	improvement.	[75]	As	examples:	[76]	We	should	bring	more	citizens	under	the	coverage	of	old-age	pensions	and	unemployment	insurance.	[77]	We	should	widen	the
opportunities	for	adequate	medical	care.	[78]	We	should	plan	a	better	system	by	which	persons	deserving	or	needing	gainful	employment	may	obtain	it.	[79]	I	have	called	for	personal	sacrifice.	And	I	am	assured	of	the	willingness	of	almost	all	Americans	to	respond	to	that	call.	[80]	A	part	of	the	sacrifice	means	the	payment	of	more	money	in	taxes.	In
my	Budget	Message	I	will	recommend	that	a	greater	portion	of	this	great	defense	program	be	paid	for	from	taxation	than	we	are	paying	for	today.	No	person	should	try,	or	be	allowed,	to	get	rich	out	of	the	program;	and	the	principle	of	tax	payments	in	accordance	with	ability	to	pay	should	be	constantly	before	our	eyes	to	guide	our	legislation.	[81]	If
the	Congress	maintains	these	principles,	the	voters,	putting	patriotism	ahead	of	pocketbooks,	will	give	you	their	applause.	[82]	In	the	future	days,	which	we	seek	to	make	secure,	we	look	forward	to	a	world	founded	upon	four	essential	human	freedoms.	[83]	The	first	is	freedom	of	speech	and	expression–everywhere	in	the	world.	[84]	The	second	is
freedom	of	every	person	to	worship	God	in	his	own	way–everywhere	in	the	world.	[85]	The	third	is	freedom	from	want–which,	translated	into	world	terms,	means	economic	understandings	which	will	secure	to	every	nation	a	healthy	peacetime	life	for	its	inhabitants-everywhere	in	the	world.	86]	The	fourth	is	freedom	from	fear–which,	translated	into
world	terms,	means	a	world-wide	reduction	of	armaments	to	such	a	point	and	in	such	a	thorough	fashion	that	no	nation	will	be	in	a	position	to	commit	an	act	of	physical	aggression	against	any	neighbor–anywhere	in	the	world.	[87]	That	is	no	vision	of	a	distant	millennium.	It	is	a	definite	basis	for	a	kind	of	world	attainable	in	our	own	time	and
generation.	That	kind	of	world	is	the	very	antithesis	of	the	so-called	new	order	of	tyranny	which	the	dictators	seek	to	create	with	the	crash	of	a	bomb.	[88]	To	that	new	order	we	oppose	the	greater	conception–the	moral	order.	A	good	society	is	able	to	face	schemes	of	world	domination	and	foreign	revolutions	alike	without	fear.	[89]	Since	the	beginning
of	our	American	history,	we	have	been	engaged	in	change–in	a	perpetual	peaceful	revolution–a	revolution	which	goes	on	steadily,	quietly	adjusting	itself	to	changing	conditions–without	the	concentration	camp	or	the	quick-lime	in	the	ditch.	The	world	order	which	we	seek	is	the	cooperation	of	free	countries,	working	together	in	a	friendly,	civilized
society.	[90]	This	nation	has	placed	its	destiny	in	the	hands	and	heads	and	hearts	of	its	millions	of	free	men	and	women;	and	its	faith	in	freedom	under	the	guidance	of	God.	Freedom	means	the	supremacy	of	human	rights	everywhere.	Our	support	goes	to	those	who	struggle	to	gain	those	rights	and	keep	them.	Our	strength	is	our	unity	of	purpose.	[91]
To	that	high	concept	there	can	be	no	end	save	victory.	Textual	Authentication	Information	By	Paul	M.	Sparrow,	Director,	FDR	Library.	There	is	only	one	speech	in	American	history	that	inspired	a	multitude	of	books	and	films,	the	establishment	of	its	own	park,	a	series	of	paintings	by	a	world	famous	artist,	a	prestigious	international	award	and	a
United	Nation’s	resolution	on	Human	Rights.	That	speech	is	Franklin	D.	Roosevelt’s	1941	State	of	the	Union	Address,	commonly	known	as	the	“Four	Freedoms”	speech.	In	it	he	articulated	a	powerful	vision	for	a	world	in	which	all	people	had	freedom	of	speech	and	of	religion,	and	freedom	from	want	and	fear.	It	was	delivered	on	January	6,	1941	and	it
helped	change	the	world.	The	words	of	the	speech	are	enshrined	in	marble	at	Four	Freedoms	Park	on	Roosevelt	Island	in	New	York,	are	visualized	in	the	paintings	of	Norman	Rockwell,	inspired	the	international	Four	Freedoms	Award	and	are	the	foundation	for	the	Universal	Declaration	of	Human	Rights	adopted	by	the	United	Nations	in	1948.	On	the
50th	anniversary	of	the	speech	in	1991	a	ceremony	was	held	in	the	U.S.	Capitol	featuring	a	remarkable	bi-partisan	group	of	leaders	including	Sen.	Bob	Dole,	Rep.	Richard	Gephardt,	Anne	Roosevelt	and	President	George	H.W.	Bush.	President	Bush	said	this	about	FDR’s	Four	Freedoms:	“Two	hundred	years	ago,	perhaps	our	greatest	political
philosopher,	Thomas	Jefferson,	defined	our	nation’s	identity	when	he	wrote	“All	men	are	created	equal,	endowed	by	their	creator	with	certain	unalienable	rights,	among	them	are	life,	liberty,	and	the	pursuit	of	happiness.	Fifty	years	ago,	our	greatest	American	political	pragmatist,	Roosevelt,	refined	that	thought	in	his	Four	Freedoms	when	he
brilliantly	enunciated	our	20th	century	vision	of	our	founding	fathers’	commitment	to	individual	liberty.”	Video	–	50th	Anniversary	of	FDR’s	Four	Freedoms	Speech	To	honor	the	75th	anniversary	of	this	historic	presidential	address,	the	Franklin	D.	Roosevelt	Presidential	Library	and	Museum	joined	forces	with	the	National	Archives	Motion	Picture
Preservation	Labs	to	create	new	enhanced	versions	of	the	speech	in	HD	and	Ultra-HD	(4K)	file	formats.	These	new	versions	were	transferred	directly	from	the	original	35mm	film	stock.	Audio	from	the	original	disk	recordings	were	then	synced	with	the	new	video	files	to	create	an	entirely	new	resource.	The	new	HD	video	is	now	available	to	the	public
here,	and	the	4K	video	is	available	upon	special	request	from	the	Library.	(Copyright	Sherman	Grinberg	Film	Library	–	It	is	important	to	fully	understand	the	historic	context	of	this	speech.	On	November	5th,	1940	Franklin	D.	Roosevelt	was	elected	president	for	an	unprecedented	third	term.	It	was	a	dark	time	as	the	world	faced	unprecedented
danger,	instability,	and	war.	Much	of	Europe	had	fallen	to	the	Nazis	and	Great	Britain	was	barely	holding	its	own.	The	Japanese	Empire	brutally	occupied	much	of	China	and	East	Asia.	A	great	number	of	Americans	remained	committed	to	isolationism	and	the	belief	that	the	United	States	should	stay	out	of	the	war.	President	Roosevelt	understood
Britain’s	desperate	need	for	American	support	and	attempted	to	convince	the	American	people	to	come	to	the	aid	of	their	closest	ally.	In	his	address	on	January	6,	1941,	Franklin	Roosevelt	presented	his	reasons	for	American	involvement,	making	the	case	for	continued	aid	to	Great	Britain	and	greater	production	of	war	industries	at	home.	In	helping
Britain,	President	Roosevelt	stated,	the	United	States	was	fighting	for	the	universal	freedoms	that	all	people	deserved.	As	America	entered	the	war	these	“four	freedoms”	–	the	freedom	of	speech,	the	freedom	of	worship,	the	freedom	from	want,	and	the	freedom	from	fear	–	symbolized	America’s	war	aims	and	gave	hope	in	the	following	years	to	a	war-
wearied	people	because	they	knew	they	were	fighting	for	freedom.	The	ideas	enunciated	in	Roosevelt’s	Four	Freedoms	were	the	foundational	principles	that	evolved	into	the	Atlantic	Charter	declared	by	Winston	Churchill	and	FDR	in	August	1941;	the	United	Nations	Declaration	of	January	1,	1942;	President	Roosevelt’s	vision	for	an	international
organization	that	became	the	United	Nations	after	his	death;	and	the	Universal	Declaration	of	Human	Rights	adopted	by	the	United	Nations	in	1948	through	the	work	of	Eleanor	Roosevelt.	As	tyrannical	leaders	once	again	resort	to	brutal	oppression	and	terrorism	to	achieve	their	goals,	as	democracy	and	journalism	are	under	attack	from	extremists
across	the	globe,	and	as	surveillance	and	technology	threaten	individual	liberties	and	freedom	of	expression,	FDRs	bold	vision	for	a	world	that	embraces	these	four	fundamental	freedoms	is	as	vital	today	as	it	was	75	years	ago.	Special	thanks	to	the	New	York	Community	Trust	for	their	ongoing	support	of	the	Pare	Lorentz	Film	Center.	Mr.	President,
Mr.	Speaker,	Members	of	the	Seventy-seventh	Congress:	I	address	you,	the	Members	of	the	Seventy-seventh	Congress,	at	a	moment	unprecedented	in	the	history	of	the	Union.	I	use	the	word	"unprecedented,"	because	at	no	previous	time	has	American	security	been	as	seriously	threatened	from	without	as	it	is	today.	Since	the	permanent	formation	of
our	Government	under	the	Constitution,	in	1789,	most	of	the	periods	of	crisis	in	our	history	have	related	to	our	domestic	affairs.	Fortunately,	only	one	of	these--the	four-year	War	Between	the	States--ever	threatened	our	national	unity.	Today,	thank	God,	one	hundred	and	thirty	million	Americans,	in	forty-eight	States,	have	forgotten	points	of	the
compass	in	our	national	unity.	It	is	true	that	prior	to	1914	the	United	States	often	had	been	disturbed	by	events	in	other	Continents.	We	had	even	engaged	in	two	wars	with	European	nations	and	in	a	number	of	undeclared	wars	in	the	West	Indies,	in	the	Mediterranean	and	in	the	Pacific	for	the	maintenance	of	American	rights	and	for	the	principles	of
peaceful	commerce.	But	in	no	case	had	a	serious	threat	been	raised	against	our	national	safety	or	our	continued	independence.	What	I	seek	to	convey	is	the	historic	truth	that	the	United	States	as	a	nation	has	at	all	times	maintained	clear,	definite	opposition,	to	any	attempt	to	lock	us	in	behind	an	ancient	Chinese	wall	while	the	procession	of
civilization	went	past.	Today,	thinking	of	our	children	and	of	their	children,	we	oppose	enforced	isolation	for	ourselves	or	for	any	other	part	of	the	Americas.	That	determination	of	ours,	extending	over	all	these	years,	was	proved,	for	example,	during	the	quarter	century	of	wars	following	the	French	Revolution.	While	the	Napoleonic	struggles	did
threaten	interests	of	the	United	States	because	of	the	French	foothold	in	the	West	Indies	and	in	Louisiana,	and	while	we	engaged	in	the	War	of	1812	to	vindicate	our	right	to	peaceful	trade,	it	is	nevertheless	clear	that	neither	France	nor	Great	Britain,	nor	any	other	nation,	was	aiming	at	domination	of	the	whole	world.	In	like	fashion	from	1815	to
1914--	ninety-nine	years--	no	single	war	in	Europe	or	in	Asia	constituted	a	real	threat	against	our	future	or	against	the	future	of	any	other	American	nation.	Except	in	the	Maximilian	interlude	in	Mexico,	no	foreign	power	sought	to	establish	itself	in	this	Hemisphere;	and	the	strength	of	the	British	fleet	in	the	Atlantic	has	been	a	friendly	strength.	It	is
still	a	friendly	strength.	Even	when	the	World	War	broke	out	in	1914,	it	seemed	to	contain	only	small	threat	of	danger	to	our	own	American	future.	But,	as	time	went	on,	the	American	people	began	to	visualize	what	the	downfall	of	democratic	nations	might	mean	to	our	own	democracy.	We	need	not	overemphasize	imperfections	in	the	Peace	of
Versailles.	We	need	not	harp	on	failure	of	the	democracies	to	deal	with	problems	of	world	reconstruction.	We	should	remember	that	the	Peace	of	1919	was	far	less	unjust	than	the	kind	of	"pacification"	which	began	even	before	Munich,	and	which	is	being	carried	on	under	the	new	order	of	tyranny	that	seeks	to	spread	over	every	continent	today.	The
American	people	have	unalterably	set	their	faces	against	that	tyranny.	Every	realist	knows	that	the	democratic	way	of	life	is	at	this	moment	being'	directly	assailed	in	every	part	of	the	world--assailed	either	by	arms,	or	by	secret	spreading	of	poisonous	propaganda	by	those	who	seek	to	destroy	unity	and	promote	discord	in	nations	that	are	still	at
peace.	During	sixteen	long	months	this	assault	has	blotted	out	the	whole	pattern	of	democratic	life	in	an	appalling	number	of	independent	nations,	great	and	small.	The	assailants	are	still	on	the	march,	threatening	other	nations,	great	and	small.	Therefore,	as	your	President,	performing	my	constitutional	duty	to	"give	to	the	Congress	information	of	the
state	of	the	Union,"	I	find	it,	unhappily,	necessary	to	report	that	the	future	and	the	safety	of	our	country	and	of	our	democracy	are	overwhelmingly	involved	in	events	far	beyond	our	borders.	Armed	defense	of	democratic	existence	is	now	being	gallantly	waged	in	four	continents.	If	that	defense	fails,	all	the	population	and	all	the	resources	of	Europe,
Asia,	Africa	and	Australasia	will	be	dominated	by	the	conquerors.	Let	us	remember	that	the	total	of	those	populations	and	their	resources	in	those	four	continents	greatly	exceeds	the	sum	total	of	the	population	and	the	resources	of	the	whole	of	the	Western	Hemisphere-many	times	over.	In	times	like	these	it	is	immature--and	incidentally,	untrue--for
anybody	to	brag	that	an	unprepared	America,	single-handed,	and	with	one	hand	tied	behind	its	back,	can	hold	off	the	whole	world.	No	realistic	American	can	expect	from	a	dictator's	peace	international	generosity,	or	return	of	true	independence,	or	world	disarmament,	or	freedom	of	expression,	or	freedom	of	religion	-or	even	good	business.	Such	a
peace	would	bring	no	security	for	us	or	for	our	neighbors.	"Those,	who	would	give	up	essential	liberty	to	purchase	a	little	temporary	safety,	deserve	neither	liberty	nor	safety."	As	a	nation,	we	may	take	pride	in	the	fact	that	we	are	softhearted;	but	we	cannot	afford	to	be	soft-headed.	We	must	always	be	wary	of	those	who	with	sounding	brass	and	a
tinkling	cymbal	preach	the	"ism"	of	appeasement.	We	must	especially	beware	of	that	small	group	of	selfish	men	who	would	clip	the	wings	of	the	American	eagle	in	order	to	feather	their	own	nests.	I	have	recently	pointed	out	how	quickly	the	tempo	of	modern	warfare	could	bring	into	our	very	midst	the	physical	attack	which	we	must	eventually	expect	if
the	dictator	nations	win	this	war.	There	is	much	loose	talk	of	our	immunity	from	immediate	and	direct	invasion	from	across	the	seas.	Obviously,	as	long	as	the	British	Navy	retains	its	power,	no	such	danger	exists.	Even	if	there	were	no	British	Navy,	it	is	not	probable	that	any	enemy	would	be	stupid	enough	to	attack	us	by	landing	troops	in	the	United
States	from	across	thousands	of	miles	of	ocean,	until	it	had	acquired	strategic	bases	from	which	to	operate.	But	we	learn	much	from	the	lessons	of	the	past	years	in	Europe-particularly	the	lesson	of	Norway,	whose	essential	seaports	were	captured	by	treachery	and	surprise	built	up	over	a	series	of	years.	The	first	phase	of	the	invasion	of	this
Hemisphere	would	not	be	the	landing	of	regular	troops.	The	necessary	strategic	points	would	be	occupied	by	secret	agents	and	their	dupes-	and	great	numbers	of	them	are	already	here,	and	in	Latin	America.	As	long	as	the	aggressor	nations	maintain	the	offensive,	they-not	we--will	choose	the	time	and	the	place	and	the	method	of	their	attack.	That	is
why	the	future	of	all	the	American	Republics	is	today	in	serious	danger.	That	is	why	this	Annual	Message	to	the	Congress	is	unique	in	our	history.	That	is	why	every	member	of	the	Executive	Branch	of	the	Government	and	every	member	of	the	Congress	faces	great	responsibility	and	great	accountability.	The	need	of	the	moment	is	that	our	actions	and
our	policy	should	be	devoted	primarily-almost	exclusively--to	meeting	this	foreign	peril.	For	all	our	domestic	problems	are	now	a	part	of	the	great	emergency.	Just	as	our	national	policy	in	internal	affairs	has	been	based	upon	a	decent	respect	for	the	rights	and	the	dignity	of	all	our	fellow	men	within	our	gates,	so	our	national	policy	in	foreign	affairs
has	been	based	on	a	decent	respect	for	the	rights	and	dignity	of	all	nations,	large	and	small.	And	the	justice	of	morality	must	and	will	win	in	the	end.	Our	national	policy	is	this:	First,	by	an	impressive	expression	of	the	public	will	and	without	regard	to	partisanship,	we	are	committed	to	all-inclusive	national	defense.	Second,	by	an	impressive	expression
of	the	public	will	and	without	regard	to	partisanship,	we	are	committed	to	full	support	of	all	those	resolute	peoples,	everywhere,	who	are	resisting	aggression	and	are	thereby	keeping	war	away	from	our	Hemisphere.	By	this	support,	we	express	our	determination	that	the	democratic	cause	shall	prevail;	and	we	strengthen	the	defense	and	the	security
of	our	own	nation.	Third,	by	an	impressive	expression	of	the	public	will	and	without	regard	to	partisanship,	we	are	committed	to	the	proposition	that	principles	of	morality	and	considerations	for	our	own	security	will	never	permit	us	to	acquiesce	in	a	peace	dictated	by	aggressors	and	sponsored	by	appeasers.	We	know	that	enduring	peace	cannot	be
bought	at	the	cost	of	other	people's	freedom.	In	the	recent	national	election	there	was	no	substantial	difference	between	the	two	great	parties	in	respect	to	that	national	policy.	No	issue	was	fought	out	on	this	line	before	the	American	electorate.	Today	it	is	abundantly	evident	that	American	citizens	everywhere	are	demanding	and	supporting	speedy
and	complete	action	in	recognition	of	obvious	danger.	Therefore,	the	immediate	need	is	a	swift	and	driving	increase	in	our	armament	production.	Leaders	of	industry	and	labor	have	responded	to	our	summons.	Goals	of	speed	have	been	set.	In	some	cases	these	goals	are	being	reached	ahead	of	time;	in	some	cases	we	are	on	schedule;	in	other	cases
there	are	slight	but	not	serious	delays;	and	in	some	cases--and	I	am	sorry	to	say	very	important	cases--we	are	all	concerned	by	the	slowness	of	the	accomplishment	of	our	plans.	The	Army	and	Navy,	however,	have	made	substantial	progress	during	the	past	year.	Actual	experience	is	improving	and	speeding	up	our	methods	of	production	with	every
passing	day.	And	today's	best	is	not	good	enough	for	tomorrow.	I	am	not	satisfied	with	the	progress	thus	far	made.	The	men	in	charge	of	the	program	represent	the	best	in	training,	in	ability,	and	in	patriotism.	They	are	not	satisfied	with	the	progress	thus	far	made.	None	of	us	will	be	satisfied	until	the	job	is	done.	No	matter	whether	the	original	goal
was	set	too	high	or	too	low,	our	objective	is	quicker	and	better	results.	To	give	you	two	illustrations:	We	are	behind	schedule	in	turning	out	finished	airplanes;	we	are	working	day	and	night	to	solve	the	innumerable	problems	and	to	catch	up.	We	are	ahead	of	schedule	in	building	warships	but	we	are	working	to	get	even	further	ahead	of	that	schedule.
To	change	a	whole	nation	from	a	basis	of	peacetime	production	of	implements	of	peace	to	a	basis	of	wartime	production	of	implements	of	war	is	no	small	task.	And	the	greatest	difficulty	comes	at	the	beginning	of	the	program,	when	new	tools,	new	plant	facilities,	new	assembly	lines,	and	new	ship	ways	must	first	be	constructed	before	the	actual
materiel	begins	to	flow	steadily	and	speedily	from	them.	The	Congress,	of	course,	must	rightly	keep	itself	informed	at	all	times	of	the	progress	of	the	program.	However,	there	is	certain	information,	as	the	Congress	itself	will	readily	recognize,	which,	in	the	interests	of	our	own	security	and	those	of	the	nations	that	we	are	supporting,	must	of	needs	be
kept	in	confidence.	New	circumstances	are	constantly	begetting	new	needs	for	our	safety.	I	shall	ask	this	Congress	for	greatly	increased	new	appropriations	and	authorizations	to	carry	on	what	we	have	begun.	I	also	ask	this	Congress	for	authority	and	for	funds	sufficient	to	manufacture	additional	munitions	and	war	supplies	of	many	kinds,	to	be
turned	over	to	those	nations	which	are	now	in	actual	war	with	aggressor	nations.	Our	most	useful	and	immediate	role	is	to	act	as	an	arsenal	for	them	as	well	as	for	ourselves.	They	do	not	need	man	power,	but	they	do	need	billions	of	dollars	worth	of	the	weapons	of	defense.	The	time	is	near	when	they	will	not	be	able	to	pay	for	them	all	in	ready	cash.
We	cannot,	and	we	will	not,	tell	them	that	they	must	surrender,	merely	because	of	present	inability	to	pay	for	the	weapons	which	we	know	they	must	have.	I	do	not	recommend	that	we	make	them	a	loan	of	dollars	with	which	to	pay	for	these	weapons--a	loan	to	be	repaid	in	dollars.	I	recommend	that	we	make	it	possible	for	those	nations	to	continue	to
obtain	war	materials	in	the	United	States,	fitting	their	orders	into	our	own	program.	Nearly	all	their	materiel	would,	if	the	time	ever	came,	be	useful	for	our	own	defense.	Taking	counsel	of	expert	military	and	naval	authorities,	considering	what	is	best	for	our	own	security,	we	are	free	to	decide	how	much	should	be	kept	here	and	how	much	should	be
sent	abroad	to	our	friends	who	by	their	determined	and	heroic	resistance	are	giving	us	time	in	which	to	make	ready	our	own	defense.	For	what	we	send	abroad,	we	shall	be	repaid	within	a	reasonable	time	following	the	close	of	hostilities,	in	similar	materials,	or,	at	our	option,	in	other	goods	of	many	kinds,	which	they	can	produce	and	which	we	need.
Let	us	say	to	the	democracies:	"We	Americans	are	vitally	concerned	in	your	defense	of	freedom.	We	are	putting	forth	our	energies,	our	resources	and	our	organizing	powers	to	give	you	the	strength	to	regain	and	maintain	a	free	world.	We	shall	send	you,	in	ever-increasing	numbers,	ships,	planes,	tanks,	guns.	This	is	our	purpose	and	our	pledge."	In
fulfillment	of	this	purpose	we	will	not	be	intimidated	by	the	threats	of	dictators	that	they	will	regard	as	a	breach	of	international	law	or	as	an	act	of	war	our	aid	to	the	democracies	which	dare	to	resist	their	aggression.	Such	aid	is	not	an	act	of	war,	even	if	a	dictator	should	unilaterally	proclaim	it	so	to	be.	When	the	dictators,	if	the	dictators,	are	ready
to	make	war	upon	us,	they	will	not	wait	for	an	act	of	war	on	our	part.	They	did	not	wait	for	Norway	or	Belgium	or	the	Netherlands	to	commit	an	act	of	war.	Their	only	interest	is	in	a	new	one-way	international	law,	which	lacks	mutuality	in	its	observance,	and,	therefore,	becomes	an	instrument	of	oppression.	The	happiness	of	future	generations	of
Americans	may	well	depend	upon	how	effective	and	how	immediate	we	can	make	our	aid	felt.	No	one	can	tell	the	exact	character	of	the	emergency	situations	that	we	may	be	called	upon	to	meet.	The	Nation's	hands	must	not	be	tied	when	the	Nation's	life	is	in	danger.	We	must	all	prepare	to	make	the	sacrifices	that	the	emergency-almost	as	serious	as
war	itself--demands.	Whatever	stands	in	the	way	of	speed	and	efficiency	in	defense	preparations	must	give	way	to	the	national	need.	A	free	nation	has	the	right	to	expect	full	cooperation	from	all	groups.	A	free	nation	has	the	right	to	look	to	the	leaders	of	business,	of	labor,	and	of	agriculture	to	take	the	lead	in	stimulating	effort,	not	among	other
groups	but	within	their	own	groups.	The	best	way	of	dealing	with	the	few	slackers	or	trouble	makers	in	our	midst	is,	first,	to	shame	them	by	patriotic	example,	and,	if	that	fails,	to	use	the	sovereignty	of	Government	to	save	Government.	As	men	do	not	live	by	bread	alone,	they	do	not	fight	by	armaments	alone.	Those	who	man	our	defenses,	and	those
behind	them	who	build	our	defenses,	must	have	the	stamina	and	the	courage	which	come	from	unshakable	belief	in	the	manner	of	life	which	they	are	defending.	The	mighty	action	that	we	are	calling	for	cannot	be	based	on	a	disregard	of	all	things	worth	fighting	for.	The	Nation	takes	great	satisfaction	and	much	strength	from	the	things	which	have
been	done	to	make	its	people	conscious	of	their	individual	stake	in	the	preservation	of	democratic	life	in	America.	Those	things	have	toughened	the	fibre	of	our	people,	have	renewed	their	faith	and	strengthened	their	devotion	to	the	institutions	we	make	ready	to	protect.	Certainly	this	is	no	time	for	any	of	us	to	stop	thinking	about	the	social	and
economic	problems	which	are	the	root	cause	of	the	social	revolution	which	is	today	a	supreme	factor	in	the	world.	For	there	is	nothing	mysterious	about	the	foundations	of	a	healthy	and	strong	democracy.	The	basic	things	expected	by	our	people	of	their	political	and	economic	systems	are	simple.	They	are:	Equality	of	opportunity	for	youth	and	for
others.	Jobs	for	those	who	can	work.	Security	for	those	who	need	it.	The	ending	of	special	privilege	for	the	few.	The	preservation	of	civil	liberties	for	all.	Mr.	President,	Mr.	Speaker,	Members	of	the	Seventy-seventh	Congress:	I	address	you,	the	Members	of	the	Seventy-seventh	Congress,	at	a	moment	unprecedented	in	the	history	of	the	Union.	I	use
the	word	"unprecedented,"	because	at	no	previous	time	has	American	security	been	as	seriously	threatened	from	without	as	it	is	today.	.	.	.	.	Every	realist	knows	that	the	democratic	way	of	life	is	at	this	moment	being'	directly	assailed	in	every	part	of	the	world--assailed	either	by	arms,	or	by	secret	spreading	of	poisonous	propaganda	by	those	who	seek
to	destroy	unity	and	promote	discord	in	nations	that	are	still	at	peace.	During	sixteen	long	months	this	assault	has	blotted	out	the	whole	pattern	of	democratic	life	in	an	appalling	number	of	independent	nations,	great	and	small.	The	assailants	are	still	on	the	march,	threatening	other	nations,	great	and	small.	Therefore,	as	your	President,	performing
my	constitutional	duty	to	"give	to	the	Congress	information	of	the	state	of	the	Union,"	I	find	it,	unhappily,	necessary	to	report	that	the	future	and	the	safety	of	our	country	and	of	our	democracy	are	overwhelmingly	involved	in	events	far	beyond	our	borders.	Armed	defense	of	democratic	existence	is	now	being	gallantly	waged	in	four	continents.	If	that
defense	fails,	all	the	population	and	all	the	resources	of	Europe,	Asia,	Africa	and	Australasia	will	be	dominated	by	the	conquerors.	Let	us	remember	that	the	total	of	those	populations	and	their	resources	in	those	four	continents	greatly	exceeds	the	sum	total	of	the	population	and	the	resources	of	the	whole	of	the	Western	Hemisphere-many	times	over.
In	times	like	these	it	is	immature--and	incidentally,	untrue--for	anybody	to	brag	that	an	unprepared	America,	single-handed,	and	with	one	hand	tied	behind	its	back,	can	hold	off	the	whole	world.	No	realistic	American	can	expect	from	a	dictator's	peace	international	generosity,	or	return	of	true	independence,	or	world	disarmament,	or	freedom	of
expression,	or	freedom	of	religion	-or	even	good	business.	.	.	.	.	Such	a	peace	would	bring	no	security	for	us	or	for	our	neighbors.	"Those,	who	would	give	up	essential	liberty	to	purchase	a	little	temporary	safety,	deserve	neither	liberty	nor	safety."	.	.	.	.	There	is	much	loose	talk	of	our	immunity	from	immediate	and	direct	invasion	from	across	the	seas.
Obviously,	as	long	as	the	British	Navy	retains	its	power,	no	such	danger	exists.	Even	if	there	were	no	British	Navy,	it	is	not	probable	that	any	enemy	would	be	stupid	enough	to	attack	us	by	landing	troops	in	the	United	States	from	across	thousands	of	miles	of	ocean,	until	it	had	acquired	strategic	bases	from	which	to	operate.	But	we	learn	much	from
the	lessons	of	the	past	years	in	Europe-particularly	the	lesson	of	Norway,	whose	essential	seaports	were	captured	by	treachery	and	surprise	built	up	over	a	series	of	years.	.	.	.	.	Just	as	our	national	policy	in	internal	affairs	has	been	based	upon	a	decent	respect	for	the	rights	and	the	dignity	of	all	our	fellow	men	within	our	gates,	so	our	national	policy	in
foreign	affairs	has	been	based	on	a	decent	respect	for	the	rights	and	dignity	of	all	nations,	large	and	small.	And	the	justice	of	morality	must	and	will	win	in	the	end.	.	.	.	.	I	also	ask	this	Congress	for	authority	and	for	funds	sufficient	to	manufacture	additional	munitions	and	war	supplies	of	many	kinds,	to	be	turned	over	to	those	nations	which	are	now	in
actual	war	with	aggressor	nations.	Our	most	useful	and	immediate	role	is	to	act	as	an	arsenal	for	them	as	well	as	for	ourselves.	They	do	not	need	man	power,	but	they	do	need	billions	of	dollars	worth	of	the	weapons	of	defense.	The	time	is	near	when	they	will	not	be	able	to	pay	for	them	all	in	ready	cash.	We	cannot,	and	we	will	not,	tell	them	that	they
must	surrender,	merely	because	of	present	inability	to	pay	for	the	weapons	which	we	know	they	must	have.	.	.	.	.	For	what	we	send	abroad,	we	shall	be	repaid	within	a	reasonable	time	following	the	close	of	hostilities,	in	similar	materials,	or,	at	our	option,	in	other	goods	of	many	kinds,	which	they	can	produce	and	which	we	need.	Let	us	say	to	the
democracies:	"We	Americans	are	vitally	concerned	in	your	defense	of	freedom.	We	are	putting	forth	our	energies,	our	resources	and	our	organizing	powers	to	give	you	the	strength	to	regain	and	maintain	a	free	world.	We	shall	send	you,	in	ever-increasing	numbers,	ships,	planes,	tanks,	guns.	This	is	our	purpose	and	our	pledge."	.	.	.	.	In	the	future	days,
which	we	seek	to	make	secure,	we	look	forward	to	a	world	founded	upon	four	essential	human	freedoms.	The	first	is	freedom	of	speech	and	expression--everywhere	in	the	world.	The	second	is	freedom	of	every	person	to	worship	God	in	his	own	way--everywhere	in	the	world.	The	third	is	freedom	from	want--which,	translated	into	world	terms,	means
economic	understandings	which	will	secure	to	every	nation	a	healthy	peacetime	life	for	its	inhabitants-everywhere	in	the	world.	The	fourth	is	freedom	from	fear--which,	translated	into	world	terms,	means	a	world-wide	reduction	of	armaments	to	such	a	point	and	in	such	a	thorough	fashion	that	no	nation	will	be	in	a	position	to	commit	an	act	of	physical
aggression	against	any	neighbor--anywhere	in	the	world.	That	is	no	vision	of	a	distant	millennium.	It	is	a	definite	basis	for	a	kind	of	world	attainable	in	our	own	time	and	generation.	That	kind	of	world	is	the	very	antithesis	of	the	so-called	new	order	of	tyranny	which	the	dictators	seek	to	create	with	the	crash	of	a	bomb.	To	that	new	order	we	oppose	the
greater	conception--the	moral	order.	A	good	society	is	able	to	face	schemes	of	world	domination	and	foreign	revolutions	alike	without	fear.	Since	the	beginning	of	our	American	history,	we	have	been	engaged	in	change	--	in	a	perpetual	peaceful	revolution	--	a	revolution	which	goes	on	steadily,	quietly	adjusting	itself	to	changing	conditions--without	the
concentration	camp	or	the	quick-lime	in	the	ditch.	The	world	order	which	we	seek	is	the	cooperation	of	free	countries,	working	together	in	a	friendly,	civilized	society.	This	nation	has	placed	its	destiny	in	the	hands	and	heads	and	hearts	of	its	millions	of	free	men	and	women;	and	its	faith	in	freedom	under	the	guidance	of	God.	Freedom	means	the
supremacy	of	human	rights	everywhere.	Our	support	goes	to	those	who	struggle	to	gain	those	rights	or	keep	them.	Our	strength	is	our	unity	of	purpose.	To	that	high	concept	there	can	be	no	end	save	victory.	We've	searched	our	database	for	all	the	quotes	and	captions	related	to	Four	Freedoms	Speech.	Here	they	are!	All	34	of	them:	“	We	must
especially	beware	of	that	small	group	of	selfish	men	who	would	clip	the	wings	of	the	American	Eagle	in	order	to	feather	their	own	nests.	”	”	Franklin	D.	Roosevelt	(Four	Freedoms	Speech	January	1941	-	Franklin	Delano	Roosevelt)	“	Freedom	is	the	freedom	to	say	two	plus	two	equals	four.	”	”	George	Orwell	“	Thank	you	for	inviting	me	here	today	"	I
said	my	voice	sounding	nothing	like	me.	"I'm	here	to	testify	about	things	I've	seen	and	experienced	myself.	I'm	here	because	the	human	race	has	become	more	powerful	than	ever.	We've	gone	to	the	moon.	Our	crops	resist	diseases	and	pests.	We	can	stop	and	restart	a	human	heart.	And	we've	harvested	vast	amounts	of	energy	for	everything	from
night-lights	to	enormous	super-jets.	We've	even	created	new	kinds	of	people,	like	me.	"But	everything	mankind"	-	I	frowned	-	"personkind	has	accomplished	has	had	a	price.	One	that	we're	all	gonna	have	to	pay."	I	heard	coughing	and	shifting	in	the	audience.	I	looked	down	at	my	notes	and	all	the	little	black	words	blurred	together	on	the	page.	I	just
could	not	get	through	this.	I	put	the	speech	down	picked	up	the	microphone	and	came	out	from	behind	the	podium.	"Look	"	I	said.	"There's	a	lot	of	official	stuff	I	could	quote	and	put	up	on	the	screen	with	PowerPoint.	But	what	you	need	to	know	what	the	world	needs	to	know	is	that	we're	really	destroying	the	earth	in	a	bigger	and	more	catastrophic
was	than	anyone	has	ever	imagined.	"I	mean	I've	seen	a	lot	of	the	world	the	only	world	we	have.	There	are	so	many	awesome	beautiful	tings	in	it.	Waterfalls	and	mountains	thermal	pools	surrounded	by	sand	like	white	sugar.	Field	and	field	of	wildflowers.	Places	where	the	ocean	crashes	up	against	a	mountainside	like	it's	done	for	hundreds	of
thousands	of	years.	"I've	also	seen	concrete	cities	with	hardly	any	green.	And	rivers	whose	pretty	rainbow	surfaces	came	from	an	oil	leak	upstream.	Animals	are	becoming	extinct	right	now	in	my	lifetime.	Just	recently	I	went	through	one	of	the	worst	hurricanes	ever	recorded.	It	was	a	whole	lot	worse	because	of	huge	worldwide	climatic	changes
caused	by...	us.	We	the	people."	....	"A	more	perfect	union	While	huge	corporations	do	whatever	they	want	to	whoever	they	want	and	other	people	live	in	subway	tunnels	Where's	the	justice	of	that	Kids	right	here	in	America	go	to	be	hungry	every	night	while	other	people	get	four-hundred-dollar	haircuts.	Promote	the	general	welfare	Where's	the
General	welfare	in	strip-mining	toxic	pesticides	industrial	solvents	being	dumped	into	rivers	killing	everything	Domestic	Tranquility	Ever	sleep	in	a	forest	that's	being	clear-cut	You'd	be	hearing	chain	saws	in	your	head	for	weeks.	The	blessings	of	liberty	Yes.	I'm	using	one	of	the	blessings	of	liberty	right	now	my	freedom	of	speech	to	tell	you	guys	who
make	the	laws	that	the	very	ground	you	stand	on	the	house	you	live	in	the	children	you	tuck	in	at	night	are	all	in	immediate	catastrophic	danger.	”	”	James	Patterson	(The	Final	Warning	(Maximum	Ride,	#4))	“	All	of	us	in	combat	were	inextricably	dependent	on	each	other	for	our	very	lives.	We	were	not	only	fighting	for	our	country,	we	were	fighting
for	each	other.	•	I	know	that	part	of	what	I	was	fighting	for	was	the	freedom	we	all	cherish	so	dearly,	including	freedom	of	speech,	but	this	is	different.	Having	the	right	to	free	speech	does	not	mean	you	have	a	right	to	your	own	facts	or	your	own	truth.	Having	free	speech	is	not	a	free	pass	to	spew	hatred	or	to	abandon	civil	discourse.	•	The
commitment	and	sacrifice	of	military	members	extends	beyond	combat.	The	sacrifices	are	real	and	exist	twenty-four/seven	regardless	if	we	are	in	peacetime	or	war.	•	In	some	way,	we	are	like	Plato’s	prisoners	chained	in	a	cave,	unable	to	turn	our	heads.	We	only	see	shadows	on	the	cave	wall.	We	are	oblivious	to	the	larger,	more	colorful	and	more
desirable	world	outside	of	the	cave.	•	I	think	where	religion	may	go	astray	is	when	leaders	and	followers	of	a	specific	religious	doctrine	or	tradition	mistake	the	vehicle	of	religion	for	truth	itself.	”	”	Ron	Garan	(Floating	in	Darkness	-	A	Journey	of	Evolution)	“	Why	do	some	people	feel	offended	by	the	word	shit,	but	not	by	the	word	poop?	Because	some
little	old	lady	at	the	FCC	decided	that	good	citizens	don't	use	the	word	shit,	and	suddenly	using	a	word	like	shit	or	fuck	becomes	an	act	of	civil	disobedience.	Suddenly	a	little	four-letter	word	has	the	power	to	shock.	”	”	Oliver	Markus	Malloy	(Bad	Choices	Make	Good	Stories	-	Going	to	New	York	(How	The	Great	American	Opioid	Epidemic	of	The	21st
Century	Began,	#1))	“	four	essential	human	freedoms”:	speech,	worship,	and	freedom	from	want	and	fear.	”	”	Erik	Larson	(The	Splendid	and	the	Vile:	A	Saga	of	Churchill,	Family,	and	Defiance	During	the	Blitz)	“	The	war,	however,	and	the	rhetoric	that	accompanied	it	created	an	urgency	in	the	black	community	to	call	in	the	long	overdue	debt	their
country	owed	them.	"Men	of	every	creed	and	every	race,	wherever	they	lived	in	the	world"	were	entitled	to	"Four	Freedoms":	freedom	of	speech,	freedom	of	worship,	freedom	from	want,	and	freedom	from	fear,	Roosevelt	said,	addressing	the	American	people	in	his	1941	State	of	the	Union	address.	”	”	Margot	Lee	Shetterly	(Hidden	Figures)	“	About
these	developments	George	Orwell,	in	Nineteen	Eighty-Four	,	was	quite	wrong.	He	described	a	new	kind	of	state	and	police	tyranny,	under	which	the	freedom	of	speech	has	become	a	deadly	danger,	science	and	its	applications	have	regressed,	horses	are	again	plowing	untilled	fields,	food	and	even	sex	have	become	scarce	and	forbidden	commodities:
a	new	kind	of	totalitarian	puritanism,	in	short.	But	the	very	opposite	has	been	happening.	The	fields	are	plowed	not	by	horses	but	by	monstrous	machines,	and	made	artificially	fertile	through	sometimes	poisonous	chemicals;	supermarkets	are	awash	with	luxuries,	oranges,	chocolates;	travel	is	hardly	restricted	while	mass	tourism	desecrates	and
destroys	more	and	more	of	the	world;	free	speech	is	not	at	all	endangered	but	means	less	and	less.	”	”	John	Lukacs	(Democracy	and	Populism:	Fear	and	Hatred)	“	I	have	a	dream	that	one	day	this	nation	will	rise	up	and	live	out	the	true	meaning	of	its	creed:	We	hold	these	truths	to	be	self-evident,	that	all	men	are	created	equal.	‘I	have	a	dream	that	one
day,	on	the	red	hills	of	Georgia,	the	sons	of	former	slaves	and	the	sons	of	former	slave	owners	will	be	able	to	sit	down	to	gether	at	the	table	of	brotherhood	–	I	have	a	dream.	‘That	one	day	even	the	state	of	Mississippi	–	a	state	sweltering	with	the	heat	of	injustice,	sweltering	with	the	heat	of	op	pression	–	will	be	transformed	into	an	oasis	of	freedom	and
justice.	I	have	a	dream.’	He	had	hit	a	rhythm,	and	two	hundred	thousand	people	felt	it	sway	their	souls.	It	was	more	than	a	speech:	it	was	a	poem	and	a	canticle	and	a	prayer	as	deep	as	the	grave.	The	heartbreaking	phrase	‘I	have	a	dream’	came	like	an	amen	at	the	end	of	each	ringing	sentence.	‘.	.	.	That	my	four	little	children	will	one	day	live	in	a
nation	where	they	will	not	be	judged	by	the	colour	of	their	skin	but	by	the	content	of	their	character	–	I	have	a	dream	today.	‘I	have	a	dream	that	one	day	down	in	Alabama	–	with	its	vicious	racists,	with	its	governor	having	his	lips	dripping	with	the	words	of	interposition	and	nullification	–	one	day	right	there	in	Alabama,	little	black	boys	and	black	girls
will	be	able	to	join	hands	with	little	white	boys	and	white	girls	as	sisters	and	brothers	–	I	have	a	dream	today.	‘With	this	faith	we	will	be	able	to	hew,	out	of	the	mountain	of	despair,	a	stone	of	hope.	‘With	this	faith	we	will	be	able	to	transform	the	jangling	discords	of	our	nation	into	a	beautiful	symphony	of	brotherhood.	‘With	this	faith	we	will	be	able	to
work	together,	to	pray	together,	to	struggle	together,	to	go	to	jail	together,	to	stand	up	for	freedom	together,	knowing	that	we	will	be	free	one	day.’	Looking	around,	Jasper	saw	that	black	and	white	faces	alike	were	running	with	tears.	Even	he	felt	moved,	and	he	had	thought	himself	immune	to	this	kind	of	thing.	‘And	when	this	happens;	when	we	allow
freedom	to	ring;	when	we	let	it	ring	from	every	village	and	every	hamlet,	from	every	state	and	every	city;	we	will	be	able	to	speed	up	that	day	when	all	of	God’s	children,	black	men	and	white	men,	Jews	and	Gentiles,	Protestants	and	Catholics,	will	be	able	to	join	hands	.	.	.’	Here	he	slowed	down,	and	the	crowd	was	almost	silent.	King’s	voice	trembled
with	the	earthquake	force	of	his	passion.	‘.	.	.	and	sing,	in	the	words	of	the	old	Negro	spiritual:	‘Free	at	last!	‘Free	at	last!	‘Thank	God	Almighty,	we	are	free	at	last!	”	”	Ken	Follett	(Edge	of	Eternity	(The	Century	Trilogy,	#3))	“	the	president	began	dictating	what	became	his	famous	declaration	of	hope	for	“a	world	founded	upon	four	essential	human
freedoms”	-	freedom	of	speech	and	expression;	freedom	of	religion;	freedom	from	want;	and	freedom	from	fear.	These	were,	he	said,	not	a	vision	for	“a	distant	millennium”	but	“a	definite	basis	for	a	kind	of	world	attainable	in	our	own	time	and	generation.	”	”	Douglas	Brinkley	(American	Heritage	History	of	the	United	States)	“	Monastier	is	notable	for
the	making	of	lace,	for	drunkeness,	for	freedom	of	language,	and	for	unparalleled	political	dissension.	There	are	adherents	of	each	of	the	four	French	parties	-	Legitimists,	Orleanists,	Imperialists,	and	Republicans	-	in	this	little	mountain-town;	and	they	all	hate,	loathe,	decry,	and	calumniate	each	other.	Except	for	business	purposes,	or	to	give	each
other	the	lie	in	a	tavern	brawl,	they	have	laid	aside	even	the	civility	of	speech.	”	”	Robert	Louis	Stevenson	“	And	what	were	the	democracies	fighting	for?	“In	the	future	days,	which	we	seek	to	make	secure,	we	look	forward	to	a	world	founded	upon	four	essential	human	freedoms,”	he	said.	The	first	is	freedom	of	speech	and	expression—everywhere	in
the	world.	The	second	is	freedom	of	every	person	to	worship	God	in	his	own	way—everywhere	in	the	world.	The	third	is	freedom	from	want—which,	translated	into	world	terms,	means	economic	understandings	which	will	secure	to	every	nation	a	healthy	peacetime	life	for	its	inhabitants—everywhere	in	the	world.	The	fourth	is	freedom	from	fear—
which,	translated	into	world	terms,	means	a	world-wide	reduction	of	armaments	to	such	a	point	and	in	such	a	thorough	fashion	that	no	nation	will	be	in	a	position	to	commit	an	act	of	physical	aggression	against	any	neighbor—anywhere	in	the	world.	He	closed	on	a	note	of	realistic	hope.	“That	is	no	vision	of	a	distant	millennium,”	Roosevelt	said.	“It	is	a
definite	basis	for	a	kind	of	world	attainable	in	our	own	time	and	generation.	”	”	Jon	Meacham	(The	Soul	of	America:	The	Battle	for	Our	Better	Angels)	“	At	Berkeley	the	Free	Speech	Movement	arose	simultaneously	with	the	hippie	world	of	drugs.	At	first	it	was	politically	neither	left	nor	right,	but	rather	a	call	for	the	freedom	to	express	any	political
views	on	Sproul	Plaza.	Then	soon	the	Free	Speech	Movement	became	the	Dirty	Speech	Movement,	in	which	freedom	was	seen	as	shouting	four-letter	words	into	a	mike.	Soon	after,	it	became	the	platform	for	the	political	New	Left	which	followed	the	teaching	of	Herbert	Marcuse	(1898–).	Marcuse	was	a	German	professor	of	philosophy	related	to	the
neo-Marxist	teaching	of	the	“Frankfurt	School,”	along	with	Theodor	Adorno	(1903–1969),	Max	Horkheimer	(1895–)	and	Jürgen	Habermas	(1929–).	”	”	Francis	A.	Schaeffer	(How	Should	We	Then	Live?:	The	Rise	and	Decline	of	Western	Thought	and	Culture)	“	The	idea	of	“the	common	good”	was	once	widely	understood	and	accepted	in	America.	After
all,	the	U.S.	Constitution	was	designed	for	“We	the	people”	seeking	to	“promote	the	general	welfare”—not	for	“me	the	selfish	jerk	seeking	as	much	wealth	and	power	as	possible.”	During	the	Great	Depression	of	the	1930s	and	World	War	II,	Americans	faced	common	perils	that	required	us	to	work	together	for	the	common	good,	and	that	good	was



echoed	in	Franklin	D.	Roosevelt’s	“Four	Freedoms”—freedom	of	speech,	of	worship,	from	want,	and	from	fear.	The	common	good	animated	many	of	us—both	white	and	black	Americans—to	fight	for	civil	rights	and	voting	rights	in	the	1960s.	It	inspired	America	to	create	the	largest	and	most	comprehensive	system	of	public	education	the	world	had
ever	seen.	And	it	moved	many	of	us	to	act	against	the	injustice	of	the	Vietnam	War,	and	others	of	us	to	serve	bravely	in	that	besotted	conflict.	”	”	Robert	B.	Reich	(The	Common	Good)	“	In	the	future	days,	which	we	seek	to	make	secure,	we	look	forward	to	a	world	founded	upon	four	essential	human	freedoms.The	first	is	freedom	of	speech	and
expression—everywhere	in	the	world.The	second	is	freedom	of	every	person	to	worship	God	in	his	own	way—everywhere	in	the	world.The	third	is	freedom	from	want—which,	translated	into	world	terms,	means	economic	understandings	which	will	secure	to	every	nation	a	healthy	peacetime	life	for	its	inhabitants—everywhere	in	the	world.The	fourth	is
freedom	from	fear—which,	translated	into	world	terms,	means	a	world-wide	reduction	of	armaments	to	such	a	point	and	in	such	a	thorough	fashion	that	no	nation	will	be	in	a	position	to	commit	an	act	of	physical	aggression	against	any	neighbor—anywhere	in	the	world.That	is	no	vision	of	a	distant	millennium.	It	is	a	definite	basis	for	a	kind	of	world
attainable	in	our	own	time	and	generation.	That	kind	of	world	is	the	very	antithesis	of	the	so-called	new	order	of	tyranny	which	the	dictators	seek	to	create	with	the	crash	of	a	bomb..	”	”	Franklin	D.	Roosevelt	“	Let	us	have	peace."	But	there	was	the	black	man	looming	like	a	dark	ghost	on	the	horizon.	He	was	the	child	of	force	and	greed,	and	the	father
of	wealth	and	war.	His	labor	was	indispensable,	and	the	loss	of	it	would	have	cost	many	times	the	cost	of	the	war.	If	the	Negro	has	been	silent,	his	very	presence	would	have	announced	his	plight.	He	was	not	silence.	He	was	in	usual	evidence.	He	was	writing	petitions,	making	speeches,	parading	with	returned	soldiers,	reciting	his	adventures	as	slave
and	freeman.	Even	dumb	and	still,	he	must	be	noticed.	His	poverty	has	to	be	relieved,	and	emancipation	in	his	case	had	to	mean	poverty.	If	he	had	to	work,	he	had	to	have	land	and	tools.	If	his	labor	was	in	reality	to	be	free	labor,	he	had	to	have	legal	freedom	and	civil	rights.	His	ignorance	could	only	be	removed	by	that	very	education	which	the	law	of
the	South	had	long	denied	him	and	the	custom	of	the	North	had	made	exceedingly	difficult.	Thus	civil	status	and	legal	freedom,	food,	clothes	and	tools,	access	to	land	and	help	to	education,	were	the	minimum	demands	of	four	million	laborers,	and	these	demands	no	man	could	ignore,	Northerner	or	Southerner,	Abolitionist	or	Copperhead,	laborer	or
captain	of	industry.	How	did	the	nation	face	this	paradox	and	dilemma?	”	”	W.E.B.	Du	Bois	(Black	Reconstruction	in	America)	“	Lynum	had	plenty	of	information	to	share.	The	FBI's	files	on	Mario	Savio,	the	brilliant	philosophy	student	who	was	the	spokesman	for	the	Free	Speech	Movement,	were	especially	detailed.	Savio	had	a	debilitating	stutter
when	speaking	to	people	in	small	groups,	but	when	standing	before	a	crowd	and	condemning	his	administration's	latest	injustice	he	spoke	with	divine	fire.	His	words	had	inspired	students	to	stage	what	was	the	largest	campus	protest	in	American	history.	Newspapers	and	magazines	depicted	him	as	the	archetypal	"angry	young	man,"	and	it	was	true
that	he	embodied	a	student	movement	fueled	by	anger	at	injustice,	impatience	for	change,	and	a	burning	desire	for	personal	freedom.	Hoover	ordered	his	agents	to	gather	intelligence	they	could	use	to	ruin	his	reputation	or	otherwise	"neutralize"	him,	impatiently	ordering	them	to	expedite	their	efforts.	Hoover's	agents	had	also	compiled	a	bulging
dossier	on	the	man	Savio	saw	as	his	enemy:	Clark	Kerr.	As	campus	dissent	mounted,	Hoover	came	to	blame	the	university	president	more	than	anyone	else	for	not	putting	an	end	to	it.	Kerr	had	led	UC	to	new	academic	heights,	and	he	had	played	a	key	role	in	establishing	the	system	that	guaranteed	all	Californians	access	to	higher	education,	a	model
adopted	nationally	and	internationally.	But	in	Hoover's	eyes,	Kerr	confused	academic	freedom	with	academic	license,	coddled	Communist	faculty	members,	and	failed	to	crack	down	on	"young	punks"	like	Savio.	Hoover	directed	his	agents	to	undermine	the	esteemed	educator	in	myriad	ways.	He	wanted	Kerr	removed	from	his	post	as	university
president.	As	he	bluntly	put	it	in	a	memo	to	his	top	aides,	Kerr	was	"no	good."	Reagan	listened	intently	to	Lynum's	presentation,	but	he	wanted	more--much	more.	He	asked	for	additional	information	on	Kerr,	for	reports	on	liberal	members	of	the	Board	of	Regents	who	might	oppose	his	policies,	and	for	intelligence	reports	about	any	upcoming	student
protests.	Just	the	week	before,	he	had	proposed	charging	tuition	for	the	first	time	in	the	university's	history,	setting	off	a	new	wave	of	protests	up	and	down	the	state.	He	told	Lynum	he	feared	subversives	and	liberals	would	attempt	to	misrepresent	his	efforts	to	establish	fiscal	responsibility,	and	that	he	hoped	the	FBI	would	share	information	about
any	upcoming	demonstrations	against	him,	whether	on	campus	or	at	his	press	conferences.	It	was	Reagan's	fear,	according	to	Lynum's	subsequent	report,	"that	some	of	his	press	conferences	could	be	stacked	with	'left	wingers'	who	might	make	an	attempt	to	embarrass	him	and	the	state	government."	Lynum	said	he	understood	his	concerns,	but
following	Hoover's	instructions	he	made	no	promises.	Then	he	and	Harter	wished	the	ailing	governor	a	speedy	recovery,	departed	the	mansion,	slipped	into	their	dark	four-door	Ford,	and	drove	back	to	the	San	Francisco	field	office,	where	Lynum	sent	an	urgent	report	to	the	director.	The	bedside	meeting	was	extraordinary,	but	so	was	the	relationship
between	Reagan	and	Hoover.	It	had	begun	decades	earlier,	when	the	actor	became	an	informer	in	the	FBI's	investigation	of	Hollywood	Communists.	When	Reagan	was	elected	president	of	the	Screen	Actors	Guild,	he	secretly	continued	to	help	the	FBI	purge	fellow	actors	from	the	union's	rolls.	Reagan's	informing	proved	helpful	to	the	House	Un-
American	Activities	Committee	as	well,	since	the	bureau	covertly	passed	along	information	that	could	help	HUAC	hold	the	hearings	that	wracked	Hollywood	and	led	to	the	blacklisting	and	ruin	of	many	people	in	the	film	industry.	Reagan	took	great	satisfaction	from	his	work	with	the	FBI,	which	gave	him	a	sense	of	security	and	mission	during	a	period
when	his	marriage	to	Jane	Wyman	was	failing,	his	acting	career	faltering,	and	his	faith	in	the	Democratic	Party	of	his	father	crumbling.	In	the	following	years,	Reagan	and	FBI	officials	courted	each	other	through	a	series	of	confidential	contacts.	(7-8)	”	”	Seth	Rosenfeld	(Subversives:	The	FBI's	War	on	Student	Radicals,	and	Reagan's	Rise	to	Power)	“
Controlled	by	the	government,	a	free	press	may	become	a	strong	ally,’	Napoleon	said	years	later,	apparently	unaware	of	the	contradiction	in	terms.	‘To	leave	it	to	its	own	devices	is	to	sleep	beside	a	powder	keg.’55	On	another	occasion	he	declared:	‘The	printing	press	is	an	arsenal;	it	cannot	be	private	property.’56	He	had	learned	the	power	of	stage-
managed	proclamations	in	Italy	and	Egypt	and	was	not	now	prepared	to	cede	control	over	communications	at	home.	France	had	no	tradition	of	press	freedom	before	the	Revolution.	Freedom	of	speech	was	declared	to	be	a	universal	right	in	1789,	and	the	number	of	officially	sanctioned	journals	ballooned	from	four	to	over	three	hundred,	but	the
government	started	closing	journals	as	early	as	1792,	and	periodic	purging	on	political	grounds	had	brought	the	number	down	to	seventy-three	by	1799.57	Freedom	of	the	press	didn’t	exist	in	Prussia,	Russia	or	Austria	at	the	time,	and	even	in	1819	the	British	government	passed	the	notorious	Six	Acts,	which	tightened	the	definition	of	sedition,	and	by
which	three	editors	were	arraigned.	That	was	in	peacetime,	whereas	France	in	January	1800	was	at	war	with	five	countries,	each	of	which	had	vowed	to	overthrow	its	government.	Objectionable	by	modern	standards,	Napoleon’s	move	was	little	other	than	standard	practice	for	his	time	and	circumstances.	”	”	Andrew	Roberts	(Napoleon:	A	Life)	“
mobilization	of	manpower,	he	promptly	asked	Congress	for	the	measure	not	only	on	the	ground	of	mobilization	but	also	to	assure	the	fighting	men	that	the	nation	was	making	its	total	effort	and	to	warn	the	enemy	that	he	could	not	get	a	negotiated	peace.	The	President	also	asked	Congress	for	legislation	to	use	the	services	of	the	four	million	4-F’s.	The
President’s	budget	for	fiscal	1946	proposed	only	a	moderate	decline	from	the	prodigious	spending	of	1945—a	clear	indication	of	the	administration’s	expectation	of	a	long,	hard	war	against	Japan.	The	President’s	message	on	the	state	of	the	union	ran	to	9,000	words;	it	was	the	longest	such	message	he	had	ever	sent	Congress.	It	was	as	though	he
wanted	a	culminating	speech	that	would	cover	all	that	he	”	”	James	MacGregor	Burns	(Roosevelt:	The	Soldier	of	Freedom	(1940–1945))	“	Four	score	and	seven	years	ago	our	fathers	brought	forth	on	this	continent	a	new	nation,	conceived	in	liberty	and	dedicated	to	the	proposition	that	all	men	are	created	equal.	Now	we	are	engaged	in	a	great	civil
war,	testing	whether	that	nation,	or	any	nation	so	conceived	and	so	dedicated,	can	long	endure.	We	are	met	on	a	great	battlefield	of	that	war.	We	have	come	to	dedicate	a	portion	of	that	field	as	a	final	resting-place	for	those	who	here	gave	their	lives	that	that	nation	might	live.	It	is	altogether	fitting	and	proper	that	we	should	do	this.	But	in	a	larger
sense	we	cannot	dedicate—we	cannot	consecrate—we	cannot	hallow	this	ground.	The	brave	men,	living	and	dead,	who	struggled	here	have	consecrated	it	far	above	our	poor	power	to	add	or	detract.	The	world	will	little	note,	nor	long	remember,	what	we	say	here	but	it	can	never	forget	what	they	did	here.	It	is	for	us,	the	living,	rather,	to	be	dedicated
here	to	the	unfinished	work	which	they	who	fought	here	have	thus	far	so	nobly	advanced.	It	is	rather	for	us	to	be	here	dedicated	to	the	great	task	remaining	before	us	that	from	these	honored	dead	we	take	increased	devotion	to	that	cause	for	which	they	gave	the	last	full	measure	of	devotion—that	we	here	highly	resolve	that	these	dead	shall	not	have
died	in	vain—that	this	nation	under	God	shall	have	a	new	birth	of	freedom—and	that	government	of	the	people,	by	the	people,	and	for	the	people	shall	not	perish	from	the	earth.	”	”	Abraham	Lincoln	(LINCOLN	–	Complete	7	Volume	Edition:	Biographies,	Speeches	and	Debates,	Civil	War	Telegrams,	Letters,	Presidential	Orders	&	Proclamations:
Including	the	...	and	Abraham	Lincoln	by	Joseph	H.	Choate)	“	Freedom	of	thought	and	expression	is	the	possibility	of	saying	the	cruelest	thing	from	all	four	winds	and	still	being	able	to	do	it.	This	does	not	mean	that	there	is	no	accountability,	but	it	must	be	admitted	that	there	is	no	freedom,	in	fact,	without	the	possibility	of	speaking.	Persecution	is
another	thing.	This	is	what	will	differentiate	true	democracies	from	the	political	imitations	that	today	call	themselves	“democracies”.	No,	there	is	no	democracy	without	freedom	to	think	and	speak,	including	expressing	harsh	truths,	even	against	those	in	power.	Limits	to	the	vanity	of	the	powerful	in	the	face	of	public	opinion	are	the	best	policy	of
democracy.	”	”	Geverson	Ampolini	“	Step	One:	accepting	that	this	human	life	will	bring	suffering				Step	Two:	seeing	how	we	create	extra	suffering	in	our	lives				Step	Three:	embracing	impermanence	to	show	us	that	our	suffering	can	end				Step	Four:	being	willing	to	step	onto	the	path	of	recovery	and	discover	freedom				Step	Five:	transforming	our
speech,	actions,	and	livelihood				Step	Six:	placing	positive	values	at	the	center	of	our	lives				Step	Seven:	making	every	effort	to	stay	on	the	path	of	recovery				Step	Eight:	helping	others	by	sharing	the	benefits	we	have	gained	”	”	Valerie	Mason-John	(Eight	Step	Recovery:	Using	the	Buddha's	Teachings	to	Overcome	Addiction)	“	King’s	voice	shook	with
emotion	as	he	said:	“I	have	a	dream	that	one	day	this	nation	will	rise	up	and	live	out	the	true	meaning	of	its	creed:	‘We	hold	these	truths	to	be	self-evident,	that	all	men	are	created	equal.’	“I	have	a	dream	that	one	day,	on	the	red	hills	of	Georgia,	the	sons	of	former	slaves	and	the	sons	of	former	slave	owners	will	be	able	to	sit	down	together	at	the	table
of	brotherhood—I	have	a	dream.	“That	one	day	even	the	state	of	Mississippi—a	state	sweltering	with	the	heat	of	injustice,	sweltering	with	the	heat	of	oppression—will	be	transformed	into	an	oasis	of	freedom	and	justice.	I	have	a	dream.”	He	had	hit	a	rhythm,	and	two	hundred	thousand	people	felt	it	sway	their	souls.	It	was	more	than	a	speech:	it	was	a
poem	and	a	canticle	and	a	prayer	as	deep	as	the	grave.	The	heartbreaking	phrase	“I	have	a	dream”	came	like	an	amen	at	the	end	of	each	ringing	sentence.	“That	my	four	little	children	will	one	day	live	in	a	nation	where	they	will	not	be	judged	by	the	color	of	their	skin	but	by	the	content	of	their	character—I	have	a	dream	today.	“I	have	a	dream	that
one	day	down	in	Alabama—with	its	vicious	racists,	with	its	governor	having	his	lips	dripping	with	the	words	of	interposition	and	nullification—one	day	right	there	in	Alabama,	little	black	boys	and	black	girls	will	be	able	to	join	hands	with	little	white	boys	and	white	girls	as	sisters	and	brothers—I	have	a	dream	today.	“With	this	faith	we	will	be	able	to
hew,	out	of	the	mountain	of	despair,	a	stone	of	hope.	“With	”	”	Ken	Follett	(Edge	of	Eternity	(The	Century	Trilogy,	#3))	“	I’m	going	to	invite	you	to	contemplate	a	fictional	scenario.	Say	that	we	are	all	citizens	in	a	New	England	town	with	a	traditional	town	meeting.	As	usual,	a	modest	proportion	of	the	citizens	eligible	to	attend	have	actually	turned	out,
let’s	say	four	or	five	hundred.	After	calling	the	meeting	to	order,	the	moderator	announces:	“We	have	established	the	following	rules	for	this	evening’s	discussion.	After	a	motion	has	been	properly	made	and	seconded,	in	order	to	ensure	free	speech	under	rules	fair	to	everyone	here,	each	of	you	who	wishes	to	do	so	will	be	allowed	to	speak	on	the
motion.	However,	to	enable	as	many	as	possible	to	speak,	no	one	will	be	allowed	to	speak	for	more	than	two	minutes.”	Perfectly	fair	so	far,	you	might	say.	But	now	our	moderator	goes	on:	“After	everyone	who	wishes	to	speak	for	two	minutes	has	had	the	floor,	each	and	every	one	of	you	is	free	to	speak	further,	but	under	one	condition.	Each	additional
minute	will	be	auctioned	off	to	the	highest	bidder.”	The	ensuing	uproar	from	the	assembled	citizens	would	probably	drive	the	moderator	and	the	board	of	selectman	away	from	the	town	hall—and	perhaps	out	of	town.	Yet	isn’t	this	in	effect	what	the	Supreme	Court	decided	in	the	famous	case	of	Buckley	v.	Valeo?	In	a	seven-to-one	vote,	the	court	held
that	the	First	Amendment–guarantee	of	freedom	of	expression	was	impermissibly	infringed	by	the	limits	placed	by	the	Federal	Election	Campaign	Act	on	the	amounts	that	candidates	for	federal	office	or	their	supporters	might	spend	to	promote	their	election.3	Well,	we’ve	had	time	to	see	the	appalling	consequences.	”	”	Robert	A.	Dahl	(How
Democratic	Is	the	American	Constitution?:	Second	Edition	(Castle	Lecture	Series))	“	Why	do	some	people	feel	offended	by	the	word	shit,	but	not	by	the	word	poop?	Because	some	little	old	lady	at	the	FCC	decided	that	good	citizens	don't	use	the	word	shit,	and	suddenly	using	a	word	like	shit	or	fuck	becomes	an	act	of	civil	disobedience.	Suddenly	a	little
four-letter	word	has	the	power	to	shock.	”	”	Oliver	Markus	Malloy	(Bad	Choices	Make	Good	Stories	-	Going	to	New	York	(How	The	Great	American	Opioid	Epidemic	of	The	21st	Century	Began,	#1))	“	Many	members	of	the	Assembly	were	disappointed	with	the	numerous	exceptions	which	had	been	created	against	each	of	the	freedoms	set	out	in	the
right	to	freedom,	including	the	right	to	free	speech.	For	instance,	K.T.	Shah	said	that	'what	is	given	by	one	right	hand	seems	to	be	taken	away	by	three	or	four	or	five	left	hands,	and	therefore	the	article	is	rendered	nugatory	in	my	opinion.'	Lakshmi	Narayan	Sahi	cited	an	Oriya	proverb	which	translates	as	follows:	'It	is	no	use	making	a	house	with	so
small	entrance	that	one's	entry	into	the	house	is	rendered	difficult	without	striking	his	head	against	the	door	frame.	”	”	Abhinav	Chandrachud	(Republic	of	Rhetoric:	Free	Speech	and	the	Constitution	of	India)	“	In	1930,	in	a	speech	titled	“Economic	Possibilities	for	Our	Grandchildren,”	the	economist	John	Maynard	Keynes	made	a	famous	prediction:
Within	a	century,	thanks	to	the	growth	of	wealth	and	the	advance	of	technology,	no	one	would	have	to	work	more	than	about	fifteen	hours	a	week.	The	challenge	would	be	how	to	fill	all	our	newfound	leisure	time	without	going	crazy.	“For	the	first	time	since	his	creation,”	Keynes	told	his	audience,	“man	will	be	faced	with	his	real,	his	permanent
problem—how	to	use	his	freedom	from	pressing	economic	cares.”	But	Keynes	was	wrong.	It	turns	out	that	when	people	make	enough	money	to	meet	their	needs,	they	just	find	new	things	to	need	and	new	lifestyles	to	aspire	to;	they	never	quite	manage	to	keep	up	with	the	Joneses,	because	whenever	they’re	in	danger	of	getting	close,	they	nominate
new	and	better	Joneses	with	whom	to	try	to	keep	up.	As	a	result,	they	work	harder	and	harder,	and	soon	busyness	becomes	an	emblem	of	prestige.	Which	is	clearly	completely	absurd:	for	almost	the	whole	of	history,	the	entire	point	of	being	rich	was	not	having	to	work	so	much.	Moreover,	”	”	Oliver	Burkeman	(Four	Thousand	Weeks:	Time
Management	for	Mortals)	“	On	the	news	this	morning	was	a	story	about	four	men	who	have	been	abducted	from	a	bookshop	in	Hong	Kong	for	disseminating	literature	critical	of	the	Chinese	regime.	Bookselling	can	be	a	perilous	business,	but	mercifully	only	financially	so	in	Wigtown.	”	”	Shaun	Bythell	(Confessions	of	a	Bookseller	(Diary	of	a	Bookseller,
#2))	“	pushed	for	a	“Second	Bill	of	Rights”	based	upon	Franklin	D.	Roosevelt’s	“Four	Freedoms”	(freedom	of	speech,	freedom	of	worship,	freedom	from	want	and	freedom	from	fear).	How	any	government	would	go	about	banishing	“want”	and	“fear”	from	human	life	is	not	exactly	clear,	but	the	sheer	magnitude	of	the	project	ensures	that	any
government	attempting	it	would	require	authoritarian	powers	beyond	those	available	in	a	representative	republic	such	as	ours.	We	should	hardly	be	surprised	that	Soros	wishes	to	rewrite	the	Constitution,	given	the	scope	of	his	ambitions.	Nor	should	we	be	surprised	that	the	”	”	David	Horowitz	(The	Shadow	Party:	How	George	Soros,	Hillary	Clinton,
and	Sixties	Radicals	Seized	Control	of	the	Democratic	Party)	“	I	am	well	acquainted	with	all	the	arguments	against	freedom	of	thought	and	speech	-	the	arguments	which	claim	that	it	cannot	exist,	and	the	arguments	which	claim	that	it	ought	not	to.	I	answer	simply	that	they	don’t	convince	me	and	that	our	civilisation	over	a	period	of	four	hundred
years	has	been	founded	on	the	opposite	notice.	”	”	George	Orwell	(Animal	Farm)	“	Four	Freedoms	Freedom	of	speech	and	expression	Freedom	of	worship	Freedom	from	want	Freedom	from	fear	—President	Franklin	D.	Roosevelt	State	of	the	Union	address	January	6,	1941	”	”	Laila	Ibrahim	(Falling	Wisteria	(Yellow	Crocus,	#5))	“	This	was	what	Ronald
Inglehart	called	a	“postmaterialist	generation,”	preoccupied	with	personal	self-realization	rather	than	material	possessions	or	safety.	In	1970,	Inglehart	surveyed	people	across	six	Western	countries.	Among	those	who	had	grown	up	during	World	War	II,	materialist	values	outranked	postmaterialist	by	as	much	as	three	to	one.	But	“postmaterialism”
dominated	the	cohort	of	people	between	the	ages	of	fifteen	and	twenty-four,	who	had	been	born	after	the	war.	Which	category	one	belonged	to	was	an	extremely	accurate	predictor	of	how	one	felt	about	the	student	movement.	Out	of	those	who	favored	“materialist”	values	like	order	and	price	stability,	only	16	percent	supported	student	protests.	Of
those	who	prioritized	“postmaterialist”	values	such	as	political	participation	and	freedom	of	speech,	71	percent	did.	”	”	Fareed	Zakaria	(Age	of	Revolutions:	Progress	and	Backlash	from	1600	to	the	Present)	“	We	look	forward	to	a	world	founded	upon	four	essential	human	freedoms.	The	first	is	freedom	of	speech	and	expression...	The	second	is	freedom
of	every	person	to	worship	God	in	his	own	way...	The	third	is	freedom	from	want...	The	fourth	is	freedom	from	fear.	”	”	Franklin	D.	Roosevelt	“	Thirteen	million	Negroes	in	America	have	never	known	three	of	the	“Four	Freedoms”	which	America	is	supposedly	spreading	to	the	rest	of	the	world.	“Freedom	from	want”	is	a	mockery	to	Negroes	when	they
are	last	to	be	hired	and	first	to	be	fired;	when	so	many	usually	obtain	only	domestic	work	of	short	duration:	when	their	wages	are	the	lowest	and	their	rents	and	food	prices	the	highest.	“Freedom	from	fear”	is	a	myth	to	Negroes	when	they	have	no	recourse	against	the	“righteous”	Southern	citizenry	who	periodically	find	excuses	to	hold	lynching
parties;	against	the	Northern	citizenry	who	magnify	every	petty	theft	into	a	crime	wave;	or	against	those	military	police	whose	trigger	fingers	itch	to	soil	a	Negro	soldier’s	uniform	with	blood.	“Freedom	of	speech”	is	meaningless	to	millions	of	Negroes	who	are	kept	in	enforced	ignorance	and	illiteracy	by	the	most	meager	educational	facilities	in	the
South	and	who	are	sent	to	the	most	crowded	schools	in	the	North,	so	that	throughout	the	country,	2,700,000	Negroes	(or	more	than	twenty	per	cent	of	the	total	Negro	population)	have	had	no	schooling	beyond	the	fourth	grade.	“Freedom	of	religion”	is	the	only	one	of	the	“four	freedoms”	for	the	Negro	which	the	ruling	class	has	encouraged.	The	latter
has	hoped	to	keep	Negroes	satisfied	by	sky-pilots,	saturated	with	spirituals,	shouting	for	peace	and	security	in	another	world	and	therefore	content	with	their	misery	in	this	world.	47	”	”	Stephen	M.	Ward	As	America	entered	the	war	these	"four	freedoms"	-	the	freedom	of	speech,	the	freedom	of	worship,	the	freedom	from	want,	and	the	freedom	from
fear	-	symbolized	America's	war	aims	and	gave	hope	in	the	following	years	to	a	war-wearied	people	because	they	knew	they	were	fighting	for	freedom.	Roosevelt’s	preparation	of	the	Four	Freedoms	Speech	was	typical	of	the	process	that	he	went	through	on	major	policy	addresses.	To	assist	him,	he	charged	his	close	advisers	Harry	L.	Hopkins,	Samuel
I.	Rosenman,	and	Robert	Sherwood	with	preparing	initial	drafts.	Adolf	A.	Berle,	Jr.,	and	Benjamin	V.	Cohen	of	the	State	Department	also	provided	input.	But	as	with	all	his	speeches,	FDR	edited,	rearranged,	and	added	extensively	until	the	speech	was	his	creation.	In	the	end,	the	speech	went	through	seven	drafts	before	final	delivery.	The	famous	Four
Freedoms	paragraphs	did	not	appear	in	the	speech	until	the	fourth	draft.	One	night	as	Hopkins,	Rosenman,	and	Sherwood	met	with	the	President	in	his	White	House	study,	FDR	announced	that	he	had	an	idea	for	a	peroration	(the	closing	section	of	a	speech).	As	recounted	by	Rosenman:	“We	waited	as	he	leaned	far	back	in	his	swivel	chair	with	his
gaze	on	the	ceiling.	It	was	a	long	pause—so	long	that	it	began	to	become	uncomfortable.	Then	he	leaned	forward	again	in	his	chair”	and	dictated	the	Four	Freedoms.	“He	dictated	the	words	so	slowly	that	on	the	yellow	pad	I	had	in	my	lap	I	was	able	to	take	them	down	myself	in	longhand	as	he	spoke.”	The	ideas	enunciated	in	the	Roosevelt’s	Four
Freedoms	were	the	foundational	principles	that	evolved	into	the	Atlantic	Charter	declared	by	Winston	Churchill	and	FDR	in	August	1941;	the	United	Nations	Declaration	of	January	1,	1942;	President	Roosevelt’s	vision	for	an	international	organization	that	became	the	United	Nations	after	his	death;	and	the	Universal	Declaration	of	Human	Rights
adopted	by	the	United	Nations	in	1948	through	the	work	of	Eleanor	Roosevelt.	Suggested	Reading	Elizabeth	Borgwardt,	A	New	Deal	for	the	World:	America’s	Vision	for	Human	Rights	(Belknap	Press,	2005).	Laura	Crowell,	“The	Building	of	the	‘Four	Freedoms’	Speech,”	Speech	Monographs	22,	(November	1955):	266-283.	Samuel	I.	Rosenman,
Working	with	Roosevelt	(Harper	&	Brothers,	1952).	Halford	R.	Ryan,	Franklin	D.	Roosevelt’s	Rhetorical	Presidency	(Greenwood	Press,	1988).																


