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What has been happening or attempted in the United States cor-
responds, to a surprising degree, to the course of events in other
countries while they were being led along the road to dictatorship
of some kind. Always an extremist ménority was confronted by a
divided opposition and, beceuse the majority were divided and lack-
ed leadership, the extremist minority had its way. Through failure
to cooperate with @ sound middle-ground liberals, "labor" and
"capital’, ultra-conservatives, and the rest, all ended in being
exploited or "liquidated" by extremists, This seems to be one
lesson of nistoryQ

Other nations that have come under dictatorship had not, like
the English-speaking peoples, a long heritage of liberty and self-
government. Also, fhere had really been chaos in their countries.
We have had neither of these excuses. Here, it has seemed as 1if
those in power actually cultivated a defeatist attitude towards
American institutions; as if they fostered class-feeling in a
country without “classes", and discouraged cooperation., One might
almost infer that they were fomenting confusion and partisitism in
order to "fish in troubled waters" for their own ambitions.

Moreover, in each of the three typical countries that were
brought to didtatorship, there was a large nucleua of fanaticism,
whether for military nationalism of for militant communism. This
fact produced leadership of a certain sincerity of purpose, what-
ever one thinks of the purposes or of the methods employed. Here
in the United Stated no such thing was native, in ahy amount worth
mentioning. What we had of fanaticism for socialism or communism,
both of which apparently requireg dictatorship, was strictly en

alien importation. And those who believed in such foreign cure-

alls were, with few exceptions, persons who understood little of
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the precious heritage of our liberties, who saw here only freedom
to attack our institutions, liberty to attack liberty. So here in
America there has been no excuse of convinced fanaticism among the
people, no mandate even of a respectable minority, to explain offi-
cial attempts, sometimes subtle, sometimes crude, to undermine our
Constitution and substitute dictatorial é?gﬁbcracy.

Really the crisis of 1931-1932 presented to American govern-
ment very few problems that were new, unless in degree of intensity;
and none that could not be dealt with within the frame-work of
American institutions. Emergency powers were generously voted, as
a temporary measure, to the ExecutiVe. These powers were loaned,
not given, by the people, through their representatives. Once the
first crisis was passed, instead of relinquishing them, we have
seen the Executive constantly reaching out for more powers, Court
packing)and government reorganizationyg and wages and hours 1aw§,as
originally proposed by the Administration, all appear, on examina-
tion, to have been thinly veiled schemes to gain more power. The
original problems of the depression, such as, for example, how to
bring about recovery and reemployment, end, later, how to balance
the budget, have been dealt with so inefficiently (since the early
months of the crisis), that it is hard to believe their solution
can have been the principal official aim, Rather do the problems
seem to have been exaggerated to serve as an excuse for huge expend-
itures and the building up of a political machine of bureaucratic
and dictatorial power,

Italy, Germany, and Russia each started from conditions . en-
tirelﬁ different from those in the United Statég,t’fﬁ dictatorship
was implicit in the aims pursued. Nothing of the sort has been true

here. If bureaucratic autocracy is sought in America, it must be

as an end in itself; for we have no problems whose solution requires
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it. In contrast, again, to some other countries, the course of off-
icial aetion here, with some few notable and praiseworthy exceptions,
has seemed to be tinged with a curious and alarming frivolity -- as
if statesmanship were, not responsibility for the destiny of a na~
tion, but rather a game for the satisfaction of the pdayers. Instead
of a philosophical approach to grave and intricate question, we have

seen far too much slap-dash experimpentation. Another striking
thing has been the astonishing failure to learn from the experience
of other governments. Some of those govermments have faced with
deliberation, dignity, and relative economy problems very similar
to those faced here with such superficiality, clamor and waste,
Relief, unemployment, and labor problems are a few examples.

Here, the tax=-payers' money has been spent to buy populerity
with propagande and "spoils", and thus has created a gigantic part-
izan political mechine. When there is added to all this a frequenﬁ
resort to demqgoégfy and deceit, the debauching of politics, govern-
ment, national finance and, much the worst of all, of the national
character, follows as a natural result. These phenomena are famil=-
iar land-marks., So are movel and hasty projects of law, So are
officjal fostering of huge éroups dependent upon govermnment for 1!
livelihood, making for that partisitism which did so much to destroy
Rome by demoralizing the people.,

In the absence from the United States of the usual justifica-
tions for dictatorship, it seems a fair question to adk whether
dictatorial power is being sought here in order to change our in-
stitutions or whether it is sought to change our institutions in
order to gain and hold power. It is a considerable shock that

within five years it has ceased to be considered alarmist to dis-

cugs the possibility of dictatorship in the United States. In

substance it makes little difference whether that term is used, or
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whether we say that the present executive is bent upon usurping
functions and responsiibilities of the Courts and the Congresse.

Qur alarm is increased by the fact that many members of the Con-
gress, from fancied self-ineerest, "party loyalty", and in a few
cases, perhaps, a gullible Utopianism, have been inclined to sﬁbmit.
We must at least admit, further, that there has been a determined.
effort to centralize government at Washington, thus weakening State
and other local self-government, both in scope and in independence.
If "the power to tax is the power to destroy", so, too; is the power
to give largesse in return for submission. We have certainly seen
grandiose attempts at regimentation., And our vast, costly, and
highly political bureaucracy is notorious. We have seen, in high
places, disrespect for the spirit of oup Constitution and for our
Supreme Court, the two safeguards of our liberties. Ve have seen
the attempt to govern, with the help of personal advisers unknown

to us, through pressure of favor and threat, of paid propaganda and
demagogic appeal. Is it not enough? Does the word dictatorship
matter?

The Court battle is won; but the war goes on. Nothing truer
was ever sald than that eternal vigilance is the price of liberty.
Capital and labor and citizens at large need to be alert to sense
and stop the grasp for autocratic power concealed in the government
.reorganization bill and the wages and houns bif& as ﬁi-e proposqu
Similar scrutiny is due the farm billg,for the same reasoeyand also
bééause, if they affront human nature and economic law, they will%ow
do more harm than good.

What are Americans going to do about this whole situation?
What are we going to do to restrain inordinate ambitions and to
check costly experimentation with unsound theories? vhat are we

going to do to obtain governmnnﬁ that is wise, trustworthy, effic-
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ient and economical? Where can we look for government that inspires
confidence, that encourages hope and innitiative , instead of para-
sitism, a government that stands for America at its best? Te must
look to the best men we have, regardless of party.

The time has come when Americans should ask themselves whether
they are no longer capable of local and national self government;
whether they wish to surrender their freedom and initiative in re-
turn for regimentation and a very meagre and unreal "social security";
whether they waht socialism or communism or facism, or whether
they are still worthy of democratic institutions and able to solve
their problems in the American way under their Constitution. That
may be the hard way; but it is, in the long run, the only safe way.

If America is stlill America, these questions can be answered
in only one way. I think we all know that there is still a heavy
majority of genuine Americans, of authentic American characteristics
and opinions. Although now largely uninformed or inarticulate or
deceived, or led astray, for a time, by material favors, they are
regdy to rise in response to honest leadership and to put their
country back on the path of wise and sound progress.

Being "Liberal", or "Progressive", or"Conservative" scareely
matters. The issue seems to be the American people vs. the present
leadershig,witn its extravagant zmbition, its foreign theorii?s,
and its héncnmen and rubber-gtamps. The bulk of the American
people are sound liberals, not "radicals". Will the sound liberals
get together? All these terms have been much distorted by misuse.
The term "sound liberal" as employed here means one who wishes to
see his nation prosper morally and materially, who is honest, and
who brings wisdom, knowledge, and moderation, &s well as zeal, to
the pursuit of his aims; and one who knows the world and human-nature

and is not a "crank " of any kind.



6

It has been evident for twenty-five years that the horizontal
lines of cleavage running through both our American parties, and
dividing ultra-conservatives, sound middle ground liberals (norm-
ally most numerous in both), and extreme radicals, have been much
more real than the line dividing the parties themselves. This
situation may be tolerable, even if absurd, in serene times. But
it is not only absurd but tragic in the present crisis, which
transcends in importance the fate of any politicel party. The
great majority of Americans who stand between the two extremes of
political and social thought can prevail only &f united. Napoleon
was accustomed to defeat the armies of the Coallition one by one
becagse they never were wise enough to present a united front to
him, He met his first check when some of them had the idea of
joining together to oppose him. Whem this occurre@,he showed his
appraisal of the mentalit& of his opponents by remarking, " I
should never have bplievgd that of a general of the Coallitioni"
Shall % stup dci(ga%'gé\ﬂ %x@ /"‘u‘ fd. MR"Z Pn mg

For a very large number of voters it is difficult to get ex-
cited, in times like these, about promoting the interests of the
Democratic Party or the Republican Party as such. It seems like
fiddling ﬁhile Rome burns. Republicans everywhere have a rare
opportunity to deserve and to gain the respect of the whole nation
if they have it in them to put country above party, even to the
point of giving up the party name and the part identity and merg-
ing with those like-minded of the other party. Parties arise to
meet emergencies.’.Neither of the present nominal parties is in
position to meét the present crisis, 2 vesws great one in our history.
Things have gone too far for the Republicans, as an opposition party,

to stem the tide; and the situation is too grave for a merely crit-

et

ical and powerless opposition to be of emy=real use. Therefore the
A
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real service Republicans can render is that of uniting with the
like-minded Democrats.

On the other hand it is very doubtful whether the genuine Dem-
ocrats within the "Democratic Party" can alone check the dangerous
courses of the "New Dealers", who function under the same party
label. How then, if they wish to serve their country, can they
hesitate to merge with like-minded Hepublicans, under whatever name?

As is perfectly well known, no considerable number of Bouth-
erners will vote for the name "Republican". So long as it is
"Republican” vs. "Democrat", the brains and character of the South
remain politically stultified; and whoever calls himself "Democrat”,
whatever he really is, starts with the vote of the §outh in his
pocket. This is a great loss to the Nation. Tﬁ??iéivisipn of Amer-
ican opinion by the "Mason and Dixon Line" today, when all Americans
should stand together, simply plays into the hands of minorities.

A large part of the offisial Democratic Par%ﬁ z is well
known, as appalled and disgusted as anyone withmthe current regime.
The stage is set for a vital coaliition party with a real mission.
Both parties have, of course, moved very far from the or inal
connotations of their names. What is worth s=ving in<;iab of them
is quite congenial to what is worth saving in the other. It is
interesting to recall that the official mame of Jefferson's party
became "Democratic-Republican"', This would seem a name made to
order for this situation, were it not doubtful if the South would
stomach the word "Republican', even thus diluted. "National Demo-
cratic" might do; or "Constitutional Democratic"., The name will
be found if the leader appears.

Republicans can take the patriotic course in the first plac

the /&aluM o~ (o ai,

by supporting,in primaries, conventions, and ectionsthhose real

democrats who have had the conscience and courage to oppose the
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mo§tz' f‘iagrant outrages of the "New Deal”. They can put prineiple
andRGEuntry above the curse of party loyalty. In return they muat
expetct the same of real Democrats. It is disquieting to see some
"Democrats" seeking to reestablish "party harmony" when they know
there 1s none; seeking to compromise the destiny of a potentially
great people in the name of "party loyalty", which is e mere
prejudice or love of office-holding.
The Nation honors those Senators who defeated court packinge.

It looks to them to defeat other sinister measures. It looks, to,

: ;?{, Wwhe a&ﬁ aled pownd /mofuw.s*
all Republicans to support them. It lookslto blem as the.nakhﬁﬁqgfuucaéaqs
jllilrfbr Americans who believe in America to féim a new party

that really represents America.
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