Document A: Franklin D. Roosevelt, Great Arsenal of Democracy Radio Address, Dec. 29th, 1940 (Excerpted from Original)
My friends:
This is not a fireside chat on war. It is a talk on national security; because the nub of the whole purpose of your President is to keep you now, and
your children later, and your grandchildren much later, out of a last-ditch war for the preservation of American independence, and all of the things
that American independence means to you and to me and to ours….
We face [a new] crisis, this new threat to the security of our nation…. Never before since Jamestown and Plymouth Rock has our American
civilization been in such danger as now. For on September 27th, 1940 -- this year -- by an agreement signed in Berlin, three powerful nations, two
in Europe and one in Asia, joined themselves together in the threat that if the United States of America interfered with or blocked the expansion
program of these three nations -- a program aimed at world control -- they would unite in ultimate action against the United States.
The Nazi masters of Germany have made it clear that they intend not only to dominate all life and thought in their own country, but also to enslave
the whole of Europe, and then to use the resources of Europe to dominate the rest of the world….
[T]he Axis not merely admits but the Axis proclaims that there can be no ultimate peace between their philosophy -- their philosophy of government
-- and our philosophy of government. In view of the nature of this undeniable threat, it can be asserted, properly and categorically, that the United
States has no right or reason to encourage talk of peace until the day shall come when there is a clear intention on the part of the aggressor nations
to abandon all thought of dominating or conquering the world….
Some of our people like to believe that wars in Europe and in Asia are of no concern to us. But it is a matter of most vital concern to us that European
and Asiatic war-makers should not gain control of the oceans which lead to this hemisphere. One hundred and seventeen years ago the Monroe
Doctrine was conceived by our government as a measure of defense in the face of a threat against this hemisphere by an alliance in Continental
Europe. Thereafter, we stood guard in the Atlantic, with the British as neighbors…. And the fact is that during the whole of this time the Western
Hemisphere has remained free from aggression from Europe or from Asia….
[D]oes anyone seriously believe, on the other hand, that we could rest easy if the Axis powers were our neighbors there? If Great Britain goes down,
the Axis powers will control the Continents of Europe, Asia, Africa, Austral-Asia, and the high seas. And they will be in a position to bring enormous
military and naval resources against this hemisphere. It is no exaggeration to say that all of us in all the Americas would be living at the point of a
gun -- a gun loaded with explosive bullets, economic as well as military….
Some of us like to believe that even if Britain falls, we are still safe, because of the broad expanse of the Atlantic and of the Pacific. But the width
of those oceans is not what it was in the days of clipper ships….
Let us no longer blind ourselves to the undeniable fact that the evil forces which have crushed and undermined and corrupted so many others are
already within our own gates. Your government knows much about them and every day is ferreting them out. Their secret emissaries are active in
our own and in neighboring countries. They seek to stir up suspicion and dissension, to cause internal strife. They try to turn capital against labor,
and vice versa. They try to reawaken long slumbering racial and religious enmities which should have no place in this country. They are active in
every group that promotes intolerance. They exploit for their own ends our own natural abhorrence of war. These trouble-breeders have but one
purpose. It is to divide our people, to divide them into hostile groups and to destroy our unity and shatter our will to defend ourselves.
There are also American citizens, many of them in high places, who, unwittingly in most cases, are aiding and abetting the work of these agents. I
do not charge these American citizens with being foreign agents. But I do charge them with doing exactly the kind of work that the dictators want
done in the United States. These people not only believe that we can save our own skins by shutting our eyes to the fate of other nations. Some of
them go much further than that. They say that we can and should become the friends and even the partners of the Axis powers. Some of them even
suggest that we should imitate the methods of the dictatorships. But Americans never can and never will do that.

…The American appeasers ignore the warning to be found in the fate of Austria, Czechoslovakia, Poland, Norway, Belgium, the Netherlands,
Denmark, and France….
The history of recent years proves that the shootings and the chains and the concentration camps are not simply the transient tools but the very altars
of modern dictatorships. They may talk of a "new order" in the world, but what they have in mind is only a revival of the oldest and the worst
tyranny….
The British people and their allies today are conducting an active war against this unholy alliance. Our own future security is greatly dependent on
the outcome of that fight. Our ability to "keep out of war" is going to be affected by that outcome. Thinking in terms of today and tomorrow, I make
the direct statement to the American people that there is far less chance of the United States getting into war if we do all we can now to support the
nations defending themselves against attack by the Axis than if we acquiesce in their defeat, submit tamely to an Axis victory, and wait our turn to
be the object of attack in another war later on.
If we are to be completely honest with ourselves, we must admit that there is risk in any course we may take. But I deeply believe that the great
majority of our people agree that the course that I advocate involves the least risk now and the greatest hope for world peace in the future.
The people of Europe who are defending themselves do not ask us to do their fighting. They ask us for the implements of war, the planes, the tanks,
the guns, the freighters which will enable them to fight for their liberty and for our security. Emphatically, we must get these weapons to them, get
them to them in sufficient volume and quickly enough so that we and our children will be saved the agony and suffering of war….
Let not the defeatists tell us that it is too late. It will never be earlier. Tomorrow will be later than today….
We are planning our own defense with the utmost urgency, and in its vast scale we must integrate the war needs of Britain and the other free nations
which are resisting aggression. This is not a matter of sentiment or of controversial personal opinion. It is a matter of realistic, practical military
policy, based on the advice of our military experts who are in close touch with existing warfare. These military and naval experts and the members
of the Congress and the Administration have a single-minded purpose: the defense of the United States….
American industrial genius, unmatched throughout all the world…has been called upon to bring its resources and its talents into action….
We must have more ships, more guns, more planes -- more of everything. And this can be accomplished only if we discard the notion of "business as
usual."… No pessimistic policy…shall delay the immediate expansion of those industries essential to defense. We need them.
As planes and ships and guns and shells are produced, your government, with its defense experts, can then determine how best to use them to
defend this hemisphere. The decision as to how much shall be sent abroad and how much shall remain at home must be made on the basis of our
overall military necessities.
We must be the great arsenal of democracy.
For us this is an emergency as serious as war itself. We must apply ourselves to our task with the same resolution, the same sense of urgency, the
same spirit of patriotism and sacrifice as we would show were we at war.
We have no excuse for defeatism. We have every good reason for hope -- hope for peace, yes, and hope for the defense of our civilization and for
the building of a better civilization in the future. I have the profound conviction that the American people are now determined to put forth a mightier
effort than they have ever yet made to increase our production of all the implements of defense, to meet the threat to our democratic faith.
As President of the United States, I call for that national effort. I call for it in the name of this nation which we love and honor and which we are
privileged and proud to serve. I call upon our people with absolute confidence that our common cause will greatly succeed.
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There are many viewpoints from which the issues of this war can be argued. Some are primarily idealistic. Some are primarily practical. One should,
I believe, strive for a balance of both. But, since the subjects that can be covered in a single address are limited, tonight I shall discuss the war from
a viewpoint which is primarily practical. It is not that I believe ideals are unimportant, even among the realities of war; but if a nation is to survive
in a hostile world, its ideals must be backed by the hard logic of military practicability. If the outcome of war depended upon ideals alone, this would
be a different world than it is today.
I know I will be severely criticized by the interventionists in America when I say we should not enter a war unless we have a reasonable chance of
winning. That, they will claim, is far too materialistic a viewpoint. They will advance again the same arguments that were used to persuade France
to declare war against Germany in 1939. But I do not believe that our American ideals, and our way of life, will gain through an unsuccessful war.
And I know that the United States is not prepared to wage war in Europe successfully at this time. We are no better prepared today than France was
when the interventionists in Europe persuaded her to attack the Siegfried Line.
I have said before, and I will say again, that I believe it will be a tragedy to the entire world if the British Empire collapses. That is one of the main
reasons why I opposed this war before it was declared, and why I have constantly advocated a negotiated peace. I did not feel that England and
France had a reasonable chance of winning. France has now been defeated; and, despite the propaganda and confusion of recent months, it is now
obvious that England is losing the war. I believe this is realized even by the British government. But they have one last desperate plan remaining.
They hope that they may be able to persuade us to send another American Expeditionary Force to Europe, and to share with England militarily, as
well as financially, the fiasco of this war.
I do not blame England for this hope, or for asking for our assistance. But we now know that she declared a war under circumstances led to the
defeat of every nation that sided with her from Poland to Greece. We know that in the desperation of war England promised to all these nations
armed assistance that she could not send. We know that she misinformed them, as she has misinformed us, concerning her state of preparation, her
military strength, and the progress of the war.
In time of war, truth is always replaced by propaganda…. When England asks us to enter this war, she is considering her own future, and that of
her Empire. In making our reply, I believe we should consider the future of the United States and that of the Western Hemisphere.
It is not only our right, but it is our obligation as American citizens to look at this war objectively, and to weigh our chances for success if we should
enter it. I have attempted to do this, especially from the standpoint of aviation; and I have been forced to the conclusion that we cannot win this war
for England, regardless of how much assistance we extend.
I ask you to look at the map of Europe today and see if you can suggest any way in which we could win this war if we entered it…. Suppose we
had an air force that we could send to Europe. Where could it operate?...
I have asked these questions on the supposition that we had in existence an army and an air force large enough and well enough equipped to send
to Europe; and that we would dare to remove our navy from the Pacific. Even on this basis, I do not see how we could invade the continent of Europe
successfully as long as all of that continent and most of Asia is under Axis domination. But the fact is that none of these suppositions are correct. We
have only a one-ocean navy. Our army is still untrained and inadequately equipped for foreign war. Our air force is deplorably lacking in modern
fighting planes.
When these facts are cited, the interventionists shout that we are defeatists, that we are undermining the principles of Democracy, and that we are
giving comfort to Germany by talking about our military weakness. But everything I mention here has been published in our newspapers, and in the
reports of congressional hearings in Washington. Our military position is well known to the governments of Europe and Asia. Why, then, should it
not be brought to the attention of our own people?
I say it is the interventionist in America, as it was in England and in France, who gives comfort to the enemy. I say it is they who are undermining

the principles of Democracy when they demand that we take a course to which more than eighty percent of our citizens are opposed. I charge them
with being the real defeatists, for their policy has led to the defeat of every country that followed their advice since this war began. There is no better
way to give comfort to an enemy than to divide the people of a nation over the issue of foreign war. There is no shorter road to defeat than by
entering a war with inadequate preparation. Every nation that has adopted the interventionist policy of depending on someone else for its own
defense has met with nothing but defeat and failure.
When history is written, the responsibility for the downfall of the democracies of Europe will rest squarely upon the shoulders of the interventionists
who led their nations into war uninformed and unprepared. With their shouts of defeatism, and their disdain of reality, they have already sent
countless thousands of young men to death in Europe…. And they have led this country, too, to the verge of war.
There are many such interventionists in America, but there are more people among us of a different type. That is why you and I are assembled here
tonight. There is a policy open to this nation that will lead to success--a policy that leaves us free to follow our own way of life, and to develop our
own civilization. It is not a new and untried idea. It was advocated by Washington. It was incorporated in the Monroe Doctrine. Under its guidance,
the United States became the greatest nation in the world. It is based upon the belief that the security of a nation lies in the strength and character
of its own people. It recommends the maintenance of armed forces sufficient to defend this hemisphere from attack by any combination of foreign
powers. It demands faith in an independent American destiny. This is the policy of the America First Committee today. It is a policy not of isolation,
but of independence; not of defeat, but of courage. It is a policy that led this nation to success during the most trying years of our history, and it is
a policy that will lead us to success again.
We have weakened ourselves for many months, and still worse, we have divided our own people by this dabbling in Europe's wars. While we should
have been concentrating on American defense, we have been forced to argue over foreign quarrels. We must turn our eyes and our faith back to
our own country before it is too late. And when we do this, a different vista opens before us. Practically every difficulty we would face in invading
Europe becomes an asset to us in defending America….
The United States is better situated from a military standpoint than any other nation in the world. Even in our present condition of unpreparedness,
no foreign power is in a position to invade us today. If we concentrate on our own and build the strength that this nation should maintain, no foreign
army will ever attempt to land on American shores.
War is not inevitable for this country. Such a claim is defeatism in the true sense. No one can make us fight abroad unless we ourselves are willing
to do so…. Over a hundred million people in this nation are opposed to entering the war. If the principles of Democracy mean anything at all, that
is reason enough for us to stay out. If we are forced into a war against the wishes of an overwhelming majority of our people, we will have proved
Democracy such a failure at home that there will be little use fighting for it abroad.
… We have been led toward war by a minority of our people. This minority has power. It has influence. It has a loud voice. But it does not represent
the American people…. [T]he majority of hard-working American citizens are with us…. [T]hey are beginning to realize, as you and I, that there
are times when we must sacrifice our normal interests in life in order to insure the safety and the welfare of our nation.
Such a time has come. Such a crisis is here. That is why the America First Committee has been formed--to give voice to the people who have no
newspaper, or news reel, or radio station at their command; to the people who must do the paying, and the fighting, and the dying, if this country
enters the war.
Whether or not we do enter the war, rests upon the shoulders of you in this audience, upon us here on this platform, upon meetings of this kind that
are being held by Americans in every section of the United States today. It depends upon the action we take, and the courage we show at this time.
If you believe in an independent destiny for America, if you believe that this country should not enter the war in Europe, we ask you to join the
America First Committee in its stand. We ask you to share our faith in the ability of this nation to defend itself, to develop its own civilization, and to
contribute to the progress of mankind in a more constructive and intelligent way than has yet been found by the warring nations of Europe. We need
your support, and we need it now. The time to act is here.

Document Questions
1. FDR says, "Never before since Jamestown and Plymouth Rock has our American civilization been in such danger as
now." What is the significance of Jamestown and Plymouth Rock? Rhetorically speaking, what was FDR trying to
accomplish by mentioning those places?
2. Throughout the speech, FDR rarely mentions Japan, or the conflict in the Pacific. Why do you think that is?
3. Do you agree that the U.S. could remain neutral, even while supplying the Allies with weapons? Do you think the Axis
saw it that way? Why or why not?
4. In what specific ways does Lindbergh argue that interventionists are “undermining the principles of Democracy”?
5. Why would some Americans perceive Lindbergh as a "defeatist"? Do you agree or disagree? Explain.
6. How do FDR and Lindbergh use historical foreign policy to make their cases? How do they use such policy differently
to build their arguments?
7. In what ways are Lindbergh's and FDR's notions and/or approaches to "national defense" different? Give me specific
explanations for full credit!
8. Which perspective (FDR’s intervention or Lindbergh’s isolation) is most compelling for you? Why? Give specific
examples to back up your claim!

