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ODAY the problem of securing

democracy in the Americas—and
by democracy I mean individual free-
dom above all—is, like the question of
securing peace and prosperity, a prob-
lem, it seems to me, in organizing effec-
tive world government. With frustra-
tion for mainspring, the pendulum of
world political thought on this problem
has been swinging between extremes
that have proved equally impractical—
that of trying to let each nation move
as it pleases, and that of trying to get
all the nations to move together.

Like nearly everything that happens
these days, the recent Lima Conference
was symbolical of the failure of both
extremes. From the one side came the
Latin American republics which had
tried the League of Nations solution
and, disappointedly, turned to Lima
with various plans and hopes of getting
there what they had failed to get at
Geneva. From the other side came our
own country. The youngest adult in-
habitant can remember when it was
pretty confidently assumed here that
the United States was big enough to
stand alone, that we were not really a
part of the world, but a world apart.
That was not quite the spirit in which
we went to Lima. There was a feeling
around then—and it has not lessened
since—that our safety and freedom re-
quire at least the whole Western Hemi-
sphere to be safe and free from totali-
tarianism.

It is true that there remain some who
say that we can get along alone, who
even maintain that our democracy is of
such a superior and untouchable quality
that the only way we can maintain it is
to keep it aloof from all others, includ-
ing what these people love to call the
“so-called democracies.” When one
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pins down these die-hard isolationists,
however, on how we are to maintain our
democracy alone, the answer boils down
to more and more armaments and more
and more governmental interference in
our lives—more and more centralization
of power. They are ready to make us
dependent on our own government on
the pretext that we can keep independ-
ent of other governments. They would
save democracy from a foreign foe by
betraying it unwittingly to a domestic
foe.

It may be that we can keep out of
war as they say—I do not believe it—
but we certainly are not escaping the
effects of the rise of absolutism in the
Old World, nor can we escape the ef-
fects of war there. We are not keeping
out the absolutist trend toward a power-
ful centralized government. We are not
keeping out anti-Semitism, that despica-
ble, thoroughly un-American “ism.” We
are not keeping out unemployment and
its pressure toward nazi, fascist, and
communist systems. We are not keep-
ing out recession.

INTERNAL DANGER

We have more than money and jobs
to lose in depression, as in war. The
Germans and Italians lost their indi-
vidual freedom to no foreign aggressor,
but to dictators who rose from inside
with hard times and unemployment
brought on by world ungovernment.
We can be the next great people to lose
inside our state what we made it for.
If we lose our freedom that way while
the British and the French lose theirs
to foreign autocrats, shall we be the bet-
ter off?

I have little fear of our losing our in-
dividual freedom through war—and
none whatever if in that war we have






