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Truth Faces War Hysteria

MOTIONALISM Has if§ proper pl"a‘ce'—in
love and in politics, in loyalties and in prop-
aganda. But when it enters tie field of
reason it is as out of place as the proverbial bull
in fHe china shop.
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“My country right or wrong” is a heautiful
sentintent,  But that’s all it is—a sentiment.
When one fails to define "“the country” as an
aggregation of individuals and treats it as' a ne-
bulous thing apart from the people, a premise
which is completely devoid of reality has heen
established; all reasoning from such a premise
must be fallacious. Or, unless standards of
“right” and of “wrong’ can be ascertained, “my
country right or wrong” merely means that my
country—thie etnitity we have not defined—deter-
mines its own moral values. Redsoning from
that permise will lead to incongruous conelusions.

In the field of gocial action this confusion of
emotion and reason leads to dangerous incon-
gruities. In times of great stress—political cam-
paigns or war—we suffer from mental conflicts
which miake logical processes difficult. Objec-
tivity is dlfflcult sdve in times of emdtional tran-
auillity. The alm of philosophy is to fortify the
mind against the irrational thinking super-
induced by waves of emotional strain, and to
guide one's action in the light of proved princi-
ple,
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Now, then, if it was true a yea¥ age that war
is the result of economic forces it is true now.
Unless, indeed, new facts have been. discovered
which disprove tlie darlier convietion, siuch as
thoge which would demonstrate racial inferiority
or substantiate the Malthusian dectring, Is it
likely that such war-born fantasies are more re-
ligkle than the headlines from which they are
culled?

If it was true a year ago that the COIldltLO!lS
which enslave men bring about armed contlicts,
then the only way to prevent such armed con-
flicts is to abolish those conditicns. If oiie HowW
pelieves there is any other way, one must have
been wrong a year ago.

If it was true a yeéar ago that the pmvate col-
lection of rent and the pubhc appropriation of
private property dve the ingredients of the war
economy, then it must follow that nothing short
of the abolition of these two institutions will

stop war. Or, slall we “re-evalugte our philoso-
phy in the light of current events” and maintain
that the way to prevent war is to have a larger
war machine?

If it was true a year ago that in a condition
of freedom all men will seek to satisfy their de-
sires by production and exchange, are we now
to say that we were wrong; that a condition of
freedom is impossible because some men, say
Communists or Nazis, act upon some other prin-
ciple of behavior?

If it was true a year ago that the dignity of
the tribe, nation or race is merely the sum fotal
of the dignity of the individuals who comprise
that community, what reason have we now to
substitute the jingo idea of the sanctity of the
State?

If it was true a year ago that tasstion is an
unmitigated evil, we can justify the claim that
more taxation for war purposes is a good thing
only by admitting that we were wrong a year
ago. A principle is not an expedient.

If it was true a year ago that war entrenches
the forees of monopoly, degrades the individual,
strengthens the political machine and destroys
democracy, then to argue now for war as a
means toward freedom ig either a denial of prin-
ciple or a rationalization that defies all reason.

If it was true a year ago that conscription is
a complete denial of man’s inalienable rights to
life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness, any
Justzfmatlon of conscription now as a democratic
principle is intellectual prestidigitation.
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And so it goes. Principle after priciple whieh
in more tranquil times were held as axiomatic
in the philesophy of freedom have been ques-
tioned by some who profess to follow this phil-
osophy. That the instability is caused by war
hysteria is' quite obvicus; the frank admiission
that hate and fear (or a policy of expediency)
has replaced principle as a motivating factor
could be accepted, albeit with a mental shrug.
But such is the doneeit of (he Human mind fhat
it seeks logical justification for its emotional
complexes. .

Thus the tendency to “re-evaluate the philos-
ophiy in the light of curfent events"—which
means either that one never understood the phil-
osophy or lacks the intellectual integrity oi the
true philosopher.




