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Wn Americans arc unhappy. We are not happy abous
America. Weare sot happy abour ourselves in relacion v
America, We are nervons—or gloomy —or apatheric.

A we look our at che rese of the world we are confused | we
don't know what o do. "Aud to Bricawn short of war'' s
typical of halfway hopes and halfway measures.

As we loek weward the future—our own fugure and che
future of orher narions—we are filled with {oreboding, The
furure dosesn’e seem o hold anything for us except conflice,
disruprion, war.

There is a sl;:ri.l:ing contrase botween our state of mind and
that of the Brivish people. On Sept. 3, 1555, the Grse day of
the war in England, Winston Churchill had this to say:
“Crarside the seorms of war may Bow and che land may ke
lashed with rhe fury of 1t gales, but in our heares chis Sun-
day morning chere is Peace.”™

simce Mr. Churchill spoke those words che German Laf:-
waife has made havoc of British civies, driven the popelation
underground, frightened children from their sleep, and im-
posed upon eveTyons a NErvous strain as gread as any thac
people have ever endured. Readers af LIFE have scen this
havoc unfolded week by weck

Yet close observers agree that when Mr. Churchill spoke of
peace in the heares of the Bricish people he was not indulging
in tdle wratory, The Britsh people are profoundly calm.
There seems to be a complens absence of nervousness. o seems
as if all the newroses of modern life had vanished from England.

Inn the beginning the Brtish Government made claborars
preparations for an increase in mental breakdowns. Bue thess
have actaally declined. There have been fewer than a dozen
breakdowns reporced in Loadon since the air raids began.

The British are calm in their spirie not because they have
nothing to worry about but because they are fighting for their
lives. They have made chat decision, And they have no
furcher choice. Al their miscakes of che pase 10 vears, all the
S0 pid.il:u:l and failures thar they have shared with the rese of
the democracic world, are now of the past. They can forget
them becawse chey are faced with a supreme task —defending,
yard by vard, cheir island home,

With us it is differens. We do not have oo face any artack
romorrow of the pexe day. Yer we are faced with something
almaose as difheule. We are faced wich great decisions.
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We know how lacky we are compared oo all che rest of man-
kind, At least ewo-ehieds of us are just plain rich compared wo
all the reer of che human family —rich in food, rich in clothes,
rich 1n enteetainment and amuosement, fich o leisure, rich

And vet we also know thar che sickness of the world is alse
QLIe iii;-l..'r.g:_ We, oo, have mi:ﬁﬂH? fasled to solve the
problems of our epoch. Amd nowhere in the world have
man's failieres been so ligtle cxcusable as in the Uniged Srares
of Amcrica. Mowhere has che contrase been so Ereat Berwesn
the reasonable hopes af our age and the aceual faces of failure
amd fruscration. And so now all our failures and mustakes
hower like birds of ill omen over the White House, over the
{_:.Fi.:u] dome and over chis '|'.I'ir||:|:lJ page. H.i.l:una]]].', we
hiave ni peace.

Bur, even beyond this pecessicy for living with our own
misdeeds, there is another reason why there is no peace in
gur heaets, [t is thar we have not been hoaest wich ourselves.

In chis whole marcer of War and Peace especially, we have
besn &0 various rimes and in various ways false o ourselves,
fales 1o cach other, falie o the faces of history and false to
the future,

In thiz zelf-deceit oor pul.l.l:ji:.l.l. leaders of all shades of apin:
ion arg desply implicared, Yerwe cannor shove the Blame off
oir them. I our Jeadors have deceived us it is mainly because
we ourielves have inzizseed on l'lcmg decetved. Their deceir-
fulness has resulced from owr own morsl and insellecrual con-
fwsion. In this confusion, our educarors amd churchmen and
scienises are decply implicated.

Journalists, oo, of coorse, are implii:il:cd. Bur if Amer-
icans are confused iv is mor for lack of sccurate and pertinent
informacion. The American people are by far the best -
formed people in the history of the world.

The trouble is nor wich the faces. The crouble is thee clear
and hoenest inferences have ot boen drawn from the faces.
The day-to-day present i3 clear. The issues of tomorrow are
befogmed.

There is one fundamencal issug which faces America as it
Faces no ocher navion, Tois an issue pecaliar oo America and
pn'.'u|i.:|: to America in the 2oth ﬂrnl:ur_l.' —now. It s -;lﬂ:'r.-er
even chan che immediare 1moe of War. If America meess it
correctly, then, despire hosts of dangers and difficulties, we
can look forward and move forward to a furore worthy of
men, with peace i our heares.

If we dodge che issue, we shall flounder for ten or 2o or o
bicter years in a charcless and meaningless serics of disasters.

The purpese of this ariicle is o seare thar issue, and des
solution, as candidly and as completely a5 possible. But st
of all ler us be complerely candid abour where we are and
how we gor there.

AMERICA 15 IN THE WAR

But are we inil?

Where are we? We are s the war, All this ralk aboue
whether this or that mighe or might not get us inwo the war
is wasned effore. We are, for a face, fv che war.,

Tf there s ane rll.il.:: we Americans did nog wane oo bz, irwas
fu the war. We didn’t wang much 1o be in any kind of war
hl.l.l:.. if there was e kind of war we mode of all didnt wani
o be in, it was 2 European war. Yer, we're io o war, as
vicious and bad a war as ever sorack this planer, and, along
wich being worldwide, o Buropean war.

O course, we are notr technically at war, we are nog paine
fully at war, and we may never have o experience the full
hell chatr war can be. Mevertheless the simple statement
seands: we are iv the war, The Loy 1% that Hitler knows jit—
and maost Americans don’c. It may or may noc bz an advan-
tage o continue diplemaric relations with Germany,  Bug
the face thar & German embassy sl flovrishes in Washingron
beaweifully llusteaees the whole mass of deceits and self-
deceats in which we have been living.

Perh aps the best way oo show oursslves char we are in the
war is o consider how we can ger our of ir. Pracrically,
there's only one way oo gee out of it and thae is by 4 German
victory over England. If England should surrender soon,
G-:nnnn].- snd America would not stare Iﬁgh tng the nexc ﬂn'!.-'.
%o we would be our of the war, For 2 while. I'_'Ec:l'u: that
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THE AMERICAN CEMNTURY foontined

]1p.l|r: ITlIEIJt then atrack in the South Seas and the Phi]:ip—
pines. We could abandon the Philippines, abandon Australia
and Mew fealand, withdeaw o Hawaii. And wait, We
WIJL!I'ZI I‘h! CMUT DE I:J'IIE YWar.

We say we don'r wanr to be in the war. We also say we
waant England o win. We want Hitler stopped—maore than
wie want to stay out of che war, 3o, at the moment, we're in.

WE GOT IN Via DEFENSE

. . But what are we defending?

Mow that we are 10 this war, how did we fii= wt We gotin
on the basis of defense. Even char very word, defense, has
been full of decedt and self-deceir.

To the average American the plain meaning of the word
defense s defense of American termicory. Is ouor nacional
policy today limiced to the defense of che American homelasd
by whatever means may seem wise? It 08 not. We are mor ina
war o defernd American TEITICCY . We are in 2 war o defend
and even o promone, encourage and incice so=called demo-
craeic principles throughoue the world. The average American
begins to realize now that thae's the kind of war he's in.
And he's halfway for ir. Bor he wonders how he ever [t
there, since a year age he had nor che slighesss incention of
geeting into any such ching. Well, be can scc now how he
got there, He got chere via “defense.™

Behind the doubts in the American mind there were and
are two different picture-pacterns. One of chem stressing the
appalling consequences of che fall of England lesds us o & war
of intervention. Asa |.1|.l:i|.‘| mnatter of the defense of Amnerican
::rrin;lr!.r is thac F!ii.TI:IJEE nc-'.'nurll}' trc? Dt 1z moc megerravidy
truie, For the ooher piooare s rnughh." chis: while ic would he
misch Berrer for us if Hicler wer= ut‘:rz]}' checked, neverthe-
less regardless of whart happens in Europe it would be entirely
possible for us o organize a defense of the northern part of
the Western H-:mi:ph:r: s that ches COUnTry could nor be
successfully arvacked, You are fsmiliar with char picrure. Is
it creee or false? No man is qualibed po seate categorically that
it is false. If the entire resc of the world came wnder the
organized domination of evil ryrants, ic is quite possible o
imagine chat this countey could make ieself such a tquh HLLE
o crack thar noc all che ryrants in the world would care o
come agamse us. And of course there would always be a
betrer than even chance that, like the grear Queen Elizabeth,
we coald play one tyranc off agamse anocher. Or, like an
wnfinitely migheier Swirzerland, we could live discrestly and
dangerously in the midst of enemics. No man can say thae
thar picrure of America as an ilinpregnable armed camp 15
false. Mo man can hnnl::l:]y say thar as a jure matcer |:|fI .
fense—defense of our homeland—ic §s necessary o ger ingo
or be 10 thes war.

The question hefore ws then s not primarily one of necessity
and survival, I is a question of choice and calcalation. The
true questions are: Do we wawr 0 be in this war? Do we
prefer to be i ie? And, if s0, for whae?

WE QBJECT TO BEING IN IT

o o Owur Jears bave a special cause

We arc im chis war., We can see how we gor inoe icin cerms
af defense. Mow why do we object o strongly 1o being in ie?

There are lors of reasons. First, there is the profound and
almase universal aversion 1o all war—ro killing and being
killed. Bur the reason which needs closest inspection, since
I 15 e p:i;ullp.r oy this war and never feli about any |.'u':1.'iuu!-
war, is the fear char if we ger inoo chis war, it will be the end
of our consticutional democracy. We are all scquainred with
che fearful forecase—that some form of dicearorship is re-
quired to fighe 2 modern war, thae we will certainly go bank-
rupt, that in the process of war and its aftermarh our economy

will be |.lr5r.|_l." m-l::ia.ll.m:l, that the 'I:tr]iti.ui.:nt aow in oflice
will size complete power and mever wield it up, and chas
whae with the whole rend soward collecriviam, we shall end
up in such a total national socialisim that any faine semblances
of our conscitucional American democracy will be torally
uitrecognizalble,

We start into this war wich huge Governmene debe, a vast
bureacracy and 3 whole generation of young people srained
e look 0o the Government a8 the source of all life. The Paroy
i power 18 the ooc which for long years has been most sym-
patheric to all manner of socialise docerines and collecrivise
prends. The President of the United Stares has convinually
reached for more and mone power, and he owes his continua-
tion in office today largely o the coming of the war. Thus,
the fear thae che Unived Srates will be driven to a national
sacialesm, as a resule of caraclysmic circumsances and con-
erary wr che free wall of che American people, 15 an encrely
justiiable fear.

BUT WE WILL WIN IT

.« . The big guestion is how

30 rhere's the mess—ro dare, Muoch more could be said in
amplifcation, in gualification, and in argument, Bur, how-
ever elaborately they mighe be staved, the sum of the faces
abour our present position brings us o chis point—rhar rthe
paramount question of this immediage moment 5 not wheeher
W get inga war hur how do we win ir?

I we are i a war, then v is oo litgle advantage 1o be aware
I!I[ I:]1.E ".I.l.'l:. AI‘L‘]. CIOCE W'E .II.‘ID1II: |45} ﬁLI.T!EI'I-'\f_'I WWiC arnc JII1 ia 'A'.I.I':
there s mo shadow of doubr ther we Americans will be de=
rermined (o win it—oose whar ic may in life or ressure

Whether or not we declare war, whether or nor we send
expeditionary forces abroad, wheeher or not we go bankrupe
in the peocess— all chese rremendous constderacions are macs
ters of strategy and management and are secondary 1o cthe
overwlielming importance of winning the war.,

WHAT ARE WE FICHTING FOR?

.. . JAnd uﬂ:lj-' we need o know

Having now, wich candor, examined our position, it is
time ta consider, to beoter purpose than wousld have been pos-
sible before, the larger tsmue which confrones us, Seated most
simply, and in general terms, char isuc is: Whar are we
hghting for?

Each of us stands peady 1o give oar life, our wealth, and all
our hope of personal happiness, to make sure that America
shall nos lose any war she is engaged . Buc we would like
o know what war we are trving o win—and whar we are
supposed oo win when we win it

This qu::s[i-nn.in.g refleces our rrecst INSTINCEE 3% AMEricans.
But more than thar, Our urgenc desirg o give this war it
[Toper namc has a lJl:i-pcru.[: prd.l.'l:jl.'d.l ilhj‘ﬂ.'lrtullt'c. If we
know whar we are hightung for, then we can drive conbdently
toward & vicoorious concluston and, whae's more, have at
lease am even chance of ::l:.:.hlishin_; 2 workshle Pesce.

Furthermare—and this is an exprasrdinary and profoundly
historical face which deserves to be examined in detail—
Anetica and only Amernica can cl'Fl:L'l:i.h:lg." stare the war aims
of this war.

Almost every expert will agree that Britain cannot win
complete victory —cannoc even, 1n the common saying, 'soop
Hicler” —without American help. Therefore, even if Britain
should from ome to fime anpounce war aims, the American
people are continually in the posioon of effcctively approving
o moE ;_pprn-;"mg those aims. Un the contrary, if America
were b anmownes war aims, rresr Bricain would slmost cer-
tainly accepe them. And the entire world including Adolf
Hitker would accepe them as che gauge of this batele,



Americans have a fecling thar in any collaboration wich
Grrear Britain we are somehow |:l]a::|r|.|:|5 Britain's fame and no
wir owi. W hatever sense there may have been in this notion
in the past, woday ic is an ignorane and foolish conception of
the situation. 1n any sorc of partership with the Bricish Em-
pire, Grear Brivain is perfecely w:i]]:ing thar che United Scares
of America should assume the role of senior parener. This has
been true for a long time. Among serious Englishioen, the
chief Eﬂmphil‘ll‘ aguiﬂa: America {:m] ilbui.qi:lll:u]]:.‘ their best
alikd for themselves) has really amounted o chis—rhat Amer-
ica has refused to rise to the opportenitics of leadership in
che world.

Consider this recent statement of che London Fesnsmdoe

"I any permanen: closer associztion of Britain and che
Uniced Beaces is achieved, an island people of less chan 5o mil-
ligns cannoe expECt T b the senior parner. . - . The center
of graviry and the ultimate decision must increasingly lie in
America, We cannot resent this bistorical development. We
ay rather feel ]'.ﬂ:n.u! thar the f:H’L:: of d:p:nd-:nr-t, -:-rl.rnil:j-
ard sndependence is coming full circle into a pew inteede-
pendence.”” We Amecricans no longer have the afibi thar we
cannot have things the way we wane them so far as Grear
Britain is concerned. Wick due regard for the varving prob-
Leins of the members of che Bricish Commonwealth, whae we
want will be okay with them.

This holds true even for that Lnlpin.rl_g rl.ru:lpnul. called
Union Nowea proposal, made by an American, that Bricain
#nd che Unired States should create a now and larger federal
wiiaa uf]:cur]l:b. Thac may not be the nghl: J.ppn;n.l.{h Lo QHIT
|:u'|.1|:|l|:|:||. Buz no :hnugh:ful American has done his duty by
the Unieed Graces of America wnril he has sead and pondercd
Clarence Sorgic's book presenting that proposal.

The big, important poine to be made hese 1s simply char the
compleic opportunty of leadesship is swrs. Like most grear
CECative OppartLILLEeCE, L 15 an I,JFIFH_:HI.tI‘IiI::I.‘ :m':]up:d i
:|:|.1|:«|:r.||.1|.1|.15- dithculties and dang:r&s. If we don't want at, of
we refuse to rake i, the responsibaliny of refusal is also ours,
aid gairs alone,

-.".i.l.ill:liiltl:dl}'., the future of the world cannor ke sercled all
in one plece. e 1= sl:u.pid. Lo Iry ro |1Iu:|1ri11|: rthie furure as
you blugpring an engine or az you draw up 2 constirution
for a sororivy. Do if our trosble 18 chae we don't know what
WE are :ﬁshl::i:na' for, then ic's up o us oo figure ir gur. Dan't
expect some ocher countey o tell ws, Seops this BMaz proga-
ganda about fighting somehady clse’s war, We fighe no wars
except gur wars, T Arsenal of Democracy?” We may prove to
be thae. Bur today we musc be the arsenal of America
and of che friends and allies of America.

Friends and allies of America? Who are they, and for whas?
This is for us to tell them.

DONG DAMOC OR DEMOCRACY

.« . But whose Dong Dang, whose Democracy ?

Buar how can we tell them? And how can we tell ourselves
for what purposes we seek allies and for what purposes we
fight?* Are we going to hghs for dear old Danzig or dear old
Trang Dang? Are we going o decide the boundaries of
Usivania® Or, if we canibor stats wat aims a teems of vascly
digtant peography, shall we wse some HE words like Democ-
racy and Freedom and Justice? Yes, we can use che hig words.
The President has already used them. And perhaps we had
berrer ger wsed oo weing them again. Mavbe they do mean
Enl.'lll]l:thil!lg—'.llmut the future as well as che pasc.

Some amongst us are likely to be dying for them—on che
ficlds and in the skies of haptle. Eicher thar, or the words
themselves and what l:hi,'.}' mean die with ws—in our beds.

Bur 15 there nnl:hi.ng herween the ahsurd sound of distant
civies and che brassy crumpering of mva jestic words? And if so,
whose Dong Dang and whose Democracy? Is there noe some-
ehing a litele more praceically satisfving chat we can gee our

weeth into? I3 there no sort of underscandable program? A
prageam which would be :J:.I.r]].' good for America, which
wionald make sense for America—and which ae the same tme
mighrt hawve the blessing of the Goddess of Democracy and
even help somchow to Ax wp chis bochersome marcer of
Do gy DJ.I:IE?

[s there none such? There is, And so we now come squarely
and closely face 1o face with the issac which Americans hate
neost o face. e s thae old, old issue wich those old, old bae-
tered labels —rhe issue of Isolationism versus Internationalism.

W derest both words. We spat them ac each acher wich che
fury of hissing geese. We duck and dodge them.

Ler us face thar issue squarely now, If we face it squarely
now —anad i in facing ic we take full and fearless aocount of
the realitics of vur age—then we shall open the way, no
noocssarily to peace in owr daily lives bur o peace in our
heares.

Life is made up of j0v and sorrow, of satisfactions and ditfi-
cultics, In thig time of trouble, we speak of roubles. Thers
are many troubles. There are troubles in che feld of philos-
ophy, o faith and morals. There are troubles of home and
family, of personal life. All are interrelaved but we speak here
especially of the roubles of natonal policy.

In the feld of natisaal policy, the fundamental rrouble with
America has been, and is, thar whereas cheir nation became in
ehie ol Cenmury tle most powerful amd che mose vizal nacion
in the world, mevertheless Americans wers unable oo acoom-
modare themselves spiriwally and pracocally to that fact.
Hence they have failed o play cheir pact as a world power—a
fatlure whech has had disascrous consequences for themgelves
and for sl mankind. And the cure is this: o accept whole-
heartedly owr dury and our opportenicy as che most powerful
and vital padion in che world aod in consequence o exere
Ul Pl the world the full LEpaLE of our |.r.||||.|.-|'.'r||-|.1|:I for sach
purpiscs as we sce it and by such means as we s fit.
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“For such purposes as we see fit”" leaves entirely open the
question of what our purposss may be or how we may appro-
l:-ri.tl:q.|}' achicve them. Emph n:'ii:.al]].' our cml}' alrernagive o
isplarionism is nor 1o endertake vo police the whole world
aoc g impose demascrine institusions on all mankind includ-
ing che Dalat Lama and che good shepherds of Tiber.

America cannor be responsible for ghe good behavior of the
catre world, Bue America is responsible, to herself as well
as o history, for che woerld=snvironment in which she lives.
thing AN SO '.'il:ﬂ”}' affece Amernca’s environmeEnt §s
America’s own influgnce upon ir, and cherefore if America’s
civironment is unfavosable to the groweh of American life,
chen America has oobody o blame 3o decply as she musc
bilame hecself.

In tes failure to grasp chis relationship beoween America
and America’s cavironiment lics the moral and pracocal
hﬂﬂkml!l:!.__'c" 1:&- any .I.I:IIJ JJ] :I-HICI'I:HE I'JE i!ulltimli!m. II LS I35T
unforrunzee thar thiz viros of Eelaconise sterilicy has so
decply infecred an influenrial secrion of che Republican Pary,
For until the Bepublican Pasry can develop a vital philosophy
.ﬂl.'ld FII'i.'IEI.'.Im I-i.'ll.' |‘|.:r:l:r.||:u.': LINICIACIVE |'.|I'Id ACTLYLLY a5 a wn-rH
power, it will continue co cur imself off from any ussful pars
ticipation in this hour of histary. And its pargicipation is
deeply needed for the shaping of the furure of America and
of the world.

E O

Bue palitically speaking, it is an equally seriows fact thae
for seven years Franklin Roosevelt was, for all practical
purpases, 2 complete isolacionise. He was more of an isola-
vignisc than Herherr Hoover or Calvin E'IJL'IHIIJE\C. The fact
thart Franklin Roosevelr has I.'ECEI'I.I:.]-‘ nrn.ﬂgl:d A% An emsers
gency world leader should not ohscure the face thar for seven
years his policies ran absoluely counter to any possibilicy
of dfective American beadership in ingernational co-operation.,



THE AMERICAN CENTURY (mainusd)

There is of course & justification which can be made for the
President s firse two terms.  Ie can be satd, with reason, thae
greac social reforms were necessary in order to bring demasc-
facy up-to~daee in the greatest of democracies. Bur the face
15 thae Frankhin Roosevelt fatled o make American demisc-
racy work succesefully on 4 narrow, macerialistic and nation-
alistac basis. And wnder Frankhin Rooscvcle we oursclves
have fatled co make democracy work successfully. Our only
chanee now o make it work is in rerms of & viral inrerna-
vional economy and in termd of an international moral order,

This objective is Franklin Roosevelt's great opporounity to
justify his firsc two cerms and o go down in history as che
greaest rather than the lase of American Presidents, Our job
i5 to help in every way we can, for our sakes and our children's
sakes, voensurg char Franklin Reosevely shall be juscly hailed
as America's greatest President.

Wi:huuL dFIT I'lE'JT.I ]'I'E L AN h 4Iur (gL i=14 F'l.'l'.'llr]l':nl:.
Wich our help he can and will be. Under him and with his
keadership we can make isolationism as dead an issue as
slavery, and we can make a truly Americow intermationalism
someching as narural o us in our time as che .:.l.l.-_|'.-].:.r.|: or
the radio.

In 1919 we had a golden opportunity, an opportuniey
unprecedented in all history, co assume che leadership of che
wogld—a golden opportunity handed 1o us on the proverbial
silver placter. We did not wnderstand tha: opportaniey.
Wilson mushandled . We l‘:i:ﬂt:d . The np[h':rl:uni:r_g."
persisted. We bungled it in the 1gao’s and in the confusions
af the 1930's we killed 1t

To lead che world would never have besn an gasy task, To
revive the hope of thac lost opportenicy makes the task now
imfunitely harder than it would have been before, Neverthe-
less, with che help of all of us, Roosevelr muse succood where
Wilson failed.

THE 30TH CENTURY 15 THE AMERICAN CENTURY

Some [acts aboul our time

Consider the oeh Centary. It is noe anly in the sense thac
we happen ro live in it bur ours alse because it is America’s
first century as a Gominant power in the world, 5o far, ehis
century of ours has been a profownd and tragie disappoine-
ment. Mo other century has been so big wich promise for
human progress and happiness. And in no one centory have
S0 MANY MEn and wamen and children suffered such [:aiﬂ amid
anguish amd bivver death,

It 15 a badling and dificult and paradoxical century. Mo
doubr all centuries were paradoxical ro those who had o
cope with them. Bue, like everything else, our paradoxes
torclay are h:ilggnr znd becter chan ever. Yes, becrer as well ag
bigger—inhsrently herter. We have poverry and starvarion
—but only in the mider of plenty. We have the biggest wars
o the niidst of the most widc:pr:.tﬂ, the lJEr:r.I::I: and the mosc
articulate harred of war in all hisrory. We have ryrannies
amil dicrarorships— bur only when democracic idealism, onoe
regarded as the dubious cccentricity of a colonial nation, 15
the faith of 2 huge majoriey of che people of che world,

And ours is also 2 revolugionary cenpury, The paradoscs
maks it inevigably revolutionary. Revolutionary, of cowrse,
in sCiemee and in iu.d-u!u::r}'. And also :I'-I:'I-'IJIIJI:iHn.II.‘!.‘. as a
corollary in polites and che strocrure of sociery. Bug to say
thar a revolarion is in progress is nor to say that che men with
cither the craziest 1deas or the angriese ideas or che muose
'|'.|.:u.1.i'hl¢ i3 ara EOLLE C0 COMTEE GUEC 0 COp. The Bevalurion
of 1776 was won and established by men most of whom ap-
pear w0 have been both gentlemen and men of common sense.

L'h::.r]:.- a rn\'ulu:iqm:.r_l.f epl:u.'h IIEDIﬁEl grear i:h:l.rl._;u, grear
.:d]us.l:m:-n'rr.. And rhis iz r.ml:r o reasnn wh:,: ir is r:;:ll_'!.r &0
foolish for people toworry abour our “"comstioariona] demioc-
racy' without woreying or, better, thinking hard aboue the
world revoluzion. For nni:p 45 W g0 0uT Lok MEst and zolve

for our time the problems of the woeld revolugion, can we
EHI'.I"IH-' J'II.'I'H" Lk l'l!'ﬂl.'.lhlll-l'l 2FUTr L'llll'l.ll.'itlll:il:ﬂlﬂ.l. dﬂﬂml’lﬂ" :F{..'
another g0 or 100 years,

This toch Century is ballling, difficult, paradaxical, revolu-
cionary, Buar by now, at che cosc of much pain and many
hopes deferred, we know 1 good deal abouwe it. And we oughe
to acommmusdare oer outlook o this knowledge s0 dearly
bought. For example, any rrue conceprion of owr world of
the zoth Cenpary must surely include a vivid awareness of at
least these four propositions.

First: our world of 2 000,000,000 human beings is for che
frse time in hiscory one world, fundamentally indivisible,
Sevond : modern man haves war and feels inmuitively thar, in
its present scale and frequency, it may even be fatal o his
species.  Third: our world, again for che ficst cime in homan
history, is capable of producing all the macerial needs of the
Eﬂl::iI\E !11.I:IT|=.I'I. .F.il11||'¢|' FI!H.II'I:J'I.: II'IE 'IH-'\!:I.I']IJ n:l' the :I.DI:!'I. 'EvED »
if it is to come o life in any nobility of healch and vigor,
must b oo oa significant degree an Amernican Century.

As o the first and second : n postulating the mdivesibiliey
of the CONEEMPOrEry world, one does not necessarily imaging
thar anvthing like a world srare—a parliament of men—muast
be brought about in thes contary. Mor need we assume that
war can be abolished, All thac i is necessary to feel—and o
feel decply—is thar terrific forces of magneric arrraction and
repalsion will operate as between every large group of human
h-:irtg:; on chis FI|.|II1:"I:. i_ar_;p: secrions of the human I'i.rnilr
may be effectively organized into opposivion mo each other.
Tyrammies may roquire a large amount of living space. But
Fresdom requires and will require far greaver living space
than Tyranny. Peace cannot endure unless in prevails over a
very large pare of the world, Juseice will come near to losing
all meaming in the minds of men unbess Justice can have
approximacely the same fundamencal meanings in many lands
aid among many pl:uph:!-.

As o the third poant—the promise of adequate production
for all mankind, the “"more abundanc life” —be ic noved thac
this is characeeristically an American promise. It is 4 promise
easily made, here and elsewhere, by demagogues and propo-
menes of all manner of slick schemss and "'planned sconom-
tes.” What we must insist on is that the abundant lifc is
predicated on Freedom—on che Freedom which has creaced
its possibilicy—on a vision of Fresdom epder Law. Wichoue
Frecdom, there will be no abundane life, With Freedom,
there can be.

And fnally there 15 the belief—shared let us remember by
most men living—rchar the zach Century must be to & signifi-
cant degree an American Cenoury. This knowledge calls us
[or QL0000 OoYy,

AMERICATS VISION OF OUR WORLD

How it shall be created

Whar can we say and foresee about an American Century?
It is meaningless merely 1o say thar we rejece isolacionism
and accepe the logic of interpacionalism, Whar inremacion-
alism* HKome had 2 great internationalism. S50 had the
Vatican and Genghis Khan and the Ooman Turks and the
Chincse Emperors and 19th Cenrury England.  Afrer che firsg
World War, Lenin had one i mind, Today Hicler seems o
have one in mind =one which appeals strongly o some Amer-
ican isolationists whoss opinion of Europe is so low that they
would gladly hand it over to anyene who would guaranres to
destrov it forever. Bur what meernationalism  have we
Americans o olfer?

Chars cannaot come out of the vision of any one man, It masg
be che produce of che imaginations of many men. It muse be
a sharing wirh all peoples of our Bill of Righes, our Declara-
rion of Irp;I»:pu:n:;I»:nn;»:J our Consgioarion, our ma{mlﬁ-:mt 1=
dustrial produces, our vechnical skills. It musc be an interna-
vignalism of the people, by the people and for the peopls.
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