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Ask publishers to restore access to over 500,000 books. In February 1941, Henry Luce, editor and publisher of Time and Life magazines, declared that America was at war. This bold claim likely puzzled many readers, as World War II had been raging in Europe for nearly two years without direct American involvement. Some Americans were still
advocating for isolationism, unsure if the war would ever require their participation. So how did Luce make such a statement? The editorial "The American Century" sought to back up this claim and transform it into an even greater one: that America's Twentieth Century was its own. Only by recognizing this fact could Americans overcome the
"sickness" Luce identified, making the world their own. Henry R. Luce was born in China in 1898 to American missionary parents. He spent most of his childhood in Chinese missionary schools before attending Hotchkiss School in Connecticut and Yale University with Briton Hadden. In 1923, they co-founded Time Magazine, a weekly focused on
news. The magazine's success led Luce to create Fortune and later purchase Life, transforming it into a news weekly centered on photojournalism. Luce's mass-circulation publications reflected and shaped popular culture and political attitudes. Luce was a staunch Republican, advocate of free enterprise, and anti-communist. By the late 1930s, he
became an internationalist, supporting American aid to Britain and its allies, eventually favoring U.S. military intervention in the war. Luce sought to develop arguments that would bring public opinion around to embrace a more activist foreign policy and reject isolationism. Republican internationalists found it challenging to overcome dominant
isolationist sentiments within their party while also dealing with President Franklin Roosevelt's domestic New Deal policies, which were anathema but whose approach to the war was increasingly aligned with their own. FDR had been slow in addressing the totalitarian threat, having pandered to isolationist sentiment for domestic political purposes
during his 1940 reelection campaign. Henry Luce, editor-in-chief of Life magazine, recognized that President Franklin D. Roosevelt's national defense strategy required collaboration with senior Republicans Henry Stimson and Frank Knox. However, this rapprochement on national security policy posed a challenge: how to reconcile the domestic
agenda without compromising individual freedoms. The divide between realists and idealists further complicated matters. In 1940-1941, Luce sought to bridge these partisan and intellectual divides by presenting a compelling case for American global leadership. He argued that Americans were unhappy and uncertain about their nation's future,
particularly when compared to the calmness of their British allies in the face of Nazi destruction. For Luce, the solution lay in addressing America's unique responsibility in the world, concurrent with its unparalleled power. The current conflict compelled the United States to confront questions it had never faced before: what should be its role in the
world? Should it prioritize principle or geography? Should it focus solely on its own protection or have a duty to protect others? Luce believed that America's defense went beyond mere territorial protection. It was a war fought to defend and promote democratic principles globally. The United States has the capacity to lead in both principle and
geography, and victory is within its grasp. To exhibit principled leadership, America must take up the mantle of global leadership and clearly define its goals. This would require a level of power and prestige that is unmatched by any other nation. Luce suggests that America's position in February 1941 makes it uniquely suited for this role, with
unparalleled military strength and influence. The nation's ability to inspire confidence in others around the world, based on faith in its good intentions and ultimate strength, also lends credence to this claim. However, Luce argues that setting clear war aims is crucial for America's success. If Britain were to take the lead, it would likely result in a
coalition of nations following its goals, rather than taking independent action. Instead, America must assert its own leadership and goals, as it has the power to shape the course of history. This means that the United States must be willing to take responsibility for setting the agenda for the war effort, without relying on others to define its objectives.
By doing so, Luce believes that America can unlock its full potential and emerge victorious in a manner that reflects its unique character and values. Isolationism is no longer an acceptable strategy for the United States as it has grown strong and influential. Instead, the country must adopt an internationalist outlook if it wants to take on a leadership
role globally. This shift in approach is necessary to reconcile two possible paths of defense: one based on geography and the other on principles. By embracing internationalism, the US can justify defending far-off locations in the name of principles, rather than remaining silent and claiming that problems elsewhere are not its own. The country's
strategy must "grow up" and become more involved in addressing global issues, as ignoring them is no longer an option when one has become powerful. The US has a duty to shed its isolationism and accept the strength it possesses, along with the responsibilities that come with it. Americans must recognize their responsibility to exert influence on
the world for purposes they see fit and by means they deem necessary. While Luce doesn't specify exact principles for which the US should fight, he emphasizes the importance of promoting a values-based international order that is favorable to American life. This can be achieved through initiatives such as developing a free global economy,
supporting democracies, and promoting moral principles that align with American values. Fighting Collectivist Threats at Home and Abroad: A Different Internationalist Approach We must note that Luce's idea of an internationalist America was not like New Deal America. One key argument made by Republican isolationists was that entering the war
would lead to a dictatorship, bankruptcy, and socialism in the United States, as well as politicians seizing complete power. They believed this course would result in total national socialism, making our constitutional American democracy unrecognizable. In fact, the nation was already on this path, with huge government debt, a large bureaucracy, and
young people trained to rely on the government for everything. The party in power had long been sympathetic to socialist and collectivist trends, and the President has continually sought more power, which he owes largely to the impending war. Thus, it's justifiable to fear that the United States will be driven towards national socialism, contrary to
the American people's free will. Luce's solution wasn't isolationism - refusing global leadership and repeating 1919's mistakes - but rather promoting a type of internationalism friendly to democratic constitutionalism. Instead of New Deal America, Luce envisioned an internationalist America that persevered through its early centuries under "the most
exciting flag of all the world," dedicated to the progress of humanity. This America would be rooted in its own history and principles, not those of the New Deal, and would exercise global leadership animated by the original principles of freedom that defined it. He acknowledges that Roosevelt's first two terms might be justified due to "great social
reforms" needed for America's democracy. However, he highlights Roosevelt's inability to successfully implement democracy in an isolated and materialistic manner, instead advocating for a vital international economy and moral order. This objective presents Roosevelt with a significant opportunity to justify his presidency and leave a lasting legacy
as the greatest American President. The author emphasizes the need for collective effort to ensure Roosevelt's success, stating that without it, he cannot achieve greatness. With cooperation, they can make isolationism obsolete and create a natural internationalism, akin to modern innovations like airplanes and radios. With freedom comes no
abundance of life. It's about America inspiring others to strive for its ideals, which are built on the principles of freedom. By leading by example and sharing its values with the world, the US can help other countries adopt these principles. The question is, how can the US achieve Luce's goal? One step is embracing internationalism over isolationism.
The US needs to share its Bill of Rights, Declaration of Independence, and Constitution with the world. These documents are the foundation of America's values and can teach others about freedom and equality. However, simply sharing these documents isn't enough. Americans must genuinely believe in these ideals and be passionate about them for
it to make a difference. They need to demonstrate devotion to freedom, equal opportunities, and self-reliance. By doing so, they'll set an example that others can follow. The US also needs to provide its industrial products, technical know-how, and skills to other countries. While the US already exports these products, it should go further by sharing
knowledge and expertise to help others create their own successful artistic, intellectual, and scientific works. Moreover, the US must ensure its vision for international economic order is dominant. This means defending the freedom of the seas and promoting free trade among nations. If the US doesn't guarantee this principle, its prosperity could
stagnate, and the "American Century" would lose its meaning. Lastly, Americans need to act as global citizens by sending humanitarian aid where it's needed. Luce believes that this kind of action can foster goodwill among nations and help create a better world. World leaders have long recognized the United States' significant global influence, with
its immense economic resources and military capabilities. In light of this, it is reasonable for America to prioritize addressing hunger and poverty worldwide, especially in regions severely impacted by conflict. The notion that the US should take action to feed those affected by war is morally justifiable, as the country's defense spending is substantial.
The public response to Luce's editorial reflected the divisions within the nation, with some critics labeling him a warmonger while others praised his vision for a post-war world. Prominent figures such as Walter Lippmann and former speechwriter Robert Sherwood expressed support for Luce's ideas, which emphasized American global leadership.
However, opponents on both sides of the political spectrum accused him of promoting imperialism. Vice President Henry Wallace countered with his "Century of the Common Man" speech, although its intent was not entirely clear at the time. Luce maintained that his argument focused on America assuming a responsibility in world affairs
commensurate with its strength. The term "American Century" has become synonymous with American global leadership, inspiring both admiration and criticism. Ultimately, Americans' dissatisfaction stems from their awareness of the US's capacity to positively impact the world. A bleak future filled with destruction and calamity is not inevitable, as
the US possesses the ability to shape its destiny. If Americans recognize their role in shaping the world, they can create a better future. American leadership is often viewed as a key component of its global influence, but true internationalist outlooks are needed for effective world leadership, notes Henry Luce. He emphasizes that America has been
uniquely positioned throughout history to shape the world, making it essential to recognize this opportunity and solidify the notion that the 20th century belongs to America. The terms 'isolationism' and 'internationalism' can be misleading as they do not always accurately describe an individual's stance, notes Luce. Those who prefer the term
'noninterventionist' argue that while they support American involvement in global affairs, they oppose military intervention in foreign conflicts. Luce further highlights America's privileged position, stating that two-thirds of its citizens enjoy a higher standard of living compared to others globally. This disparity has led modern society to view war as an
unacceptable option due to the devastating effects of advanced military technology. Request made to publishers to revive access to over half a million titles in their digital repository during the American Periodicals: A Journal of History, Criticism, and Bibliography period from 1936-1941.



