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Ends and Means

The first chapter of & book by Aldous Huxley,"E & M", (1857) begins
[ i

with the following werdes statement: '' -~ ’~

And,on page lo already,lir. Huxley draws tnis conclusion - which is

to reappesr throughout the whole of the book as one of its leading

thoughts:

LI L

e don't want tp secrutinize the question if it ls precisely correct
Ller fpns P
to say thatpa perfect "agreement" among all prophets and reformers
"pnom Isaiah to Karl Marx." The objections to this theory are obvious
r

and,of course,ewemmere famliliar to a man of Bsds- so comprehensive
a background as Huxley's. He knows bettér than we do the innumerable
differences between the various patteérns of utoplan promises end
prophecies. What he wsnted to point out 1is the mysterious resemblence
among all of them - that eommon hope end supreme promise - :" the
Golden ége of 1iberty,pgace,justice and brotherly love." It is in

this ultimete prospect emd—parad that Alexander the Great and Christ ,

Mohammed and Lenin meet each other. For evern the conquerors wanted

Aot aehb Rafli s 2 ‘6”"'-;‘ & e ¥
to ranle the world in order to make 1L hapDVeres -- -
) > Y WIS, v U
This tpue for all movements and programs that were derived from

,{[;'I Ry
our civilizetion,or that could adapt themselves to the baslc scheme

of it... It is not true,however,for those conquerors who invaded the

reslm of our civilization from outside - greedy e&s the wild beasts,

or obsessed with a utopian scheme that was completely forelgn to

our tredition and nature... The Huns &1@ had certainly no interest

in establishing "1liberty,peace, justice and brotherly love." Nor
consider it the Nazis their historicasl tesk to promote those sublime
idess. It is,quite on the contrary,their aim end pupose 10 iddemet
eliminate the influence of those noble notions. The simple explanation
for this staggering fact is that the Nauzis do not belong to this

vast....of our civilization thet has existed "for neurly 59, cent.s"
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SThet is why all eschatologicsl doctrines are compatible with
ssch other - whether socialistic or Christien,mystic and retionslistic
- while the gep between our concept of life and the Nazi ... is
insurmountable... :
_‘:__&4,}’!/::!?’:

Huxlev's theory - that there is a basic & rﬂ’men, as ltu@ Taims

)
)
)
/ 14, 7ot
/
’

- is,therefore,not applicable to “ﬂ?‘ﬂ?‘ﬁﬂﬁt ﬂ*ou}wm ﬂrm fn@ struig le
Shis {i , T« VL2V
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S We are C onted with now.,. There is no sgresment as to the ultimate
—a ; nredoxtan MUl e ot Rt tane Plina 2 b
< gims ther'e-ig,sometimes mnlilaritv of u‘na Me8LiSsse s . . ,, o s
: Lt Aalle 45 q-'/‘l Wy oY o =Y &\ 4 (e _-_,;f__
& \
?:_ xpiffnrsnt regSOnsS. .. Lna*Luat_va¢guqﬁmna ie-bhe—compietely e e
‘ : W A an 4r0)n Y s Ho 9 RS T ek .
g\ "M‘?ﬂl‘? | ]
~ cheyﬂcter of [l_wﬂ”l nhilo&omnv and, bbuﬂﬂﬁu.=muh04%#t"wt Lnav
‘::f:hﬁ T)"”‘-""‘ L ‘ i x P g Ao e albry,
)'f? present as their-"aim" - the destruction of Karxism,or the struction
p? i of plutocracy,or the grestness pf Germany - 1s nothing but /pretext,
r..:\
{ s‘ &= Iy =1 =
o trick.... m It would be erroneous to sa¥x that they staln s great
o i
B o <:\ gim by employing _ublouﬂ or hideous MEENS e o @nP“m&&ltx#R#Qgr ”3u.grﬂ
IR ahde 16m5 — fffn effelidy | 3000w T o,
- »&e—s%&ta\thet,sometimes,uhey use,as if by misteke, good/ means frr
§ the sake of thelr aim whieh is,slways and intrinsically,utterly

evil... But,again,we have doubts if the term "good" makes very much

. §wop !

w19

é‘ ense when zpplied to a type of men to whom the such moral cuategories
B =
NN :?; have no validity,indeed,no reality whet so ever. It may be,then,
L
T more accurate to speek of timely means which they Nazls employ

- o 0

':h : 3 for their atavistic purposes... "Good means": fight sgalnst resctions=
=D 1 ) _

s ] rv cligues - eliminating certain traditional priveleges  (but with

the purpose of establiching an even more tyrannic and infinitely

more ruthless memm=syf réiime of ruling gangsters...) = Tlmely means:
A e la wtep Loy Ao 1vyg e Ma o POt | ;. RO p D rnt
their way of using the vast apperatus of modern technlique in the

interest of educatioen and propagenda... But what sinister sort of an

., education! what abominﬂble form of propagandal...
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There is,then,a new danger: first,that certain tendencies and
ideas... could be stained and morally compromised by the very fact
that they were used by the Nezls; second,that we might be Tempted,or

even forced,to adapt our own behaviour up to a certain degree to the

Nazl tacties, for the fs;i::,ple resson that this may prove the only feasible
o

way to meet and to ject them. It is the latter we are most concerned
Of Omr’ ~0h
with - the danger M acquiesce| in Nazl standrads while

we fight against them... ((-&4‘ (;f &/ VRS
' For,if it is true that there is no such thing as an origingl Nazi
philosophy,it is true as well that there exists a phthemenon that

deserves the designation of a new style crested By the Nazis, It is
— o2 W )
" -~

a very eclectic style,to be”t-mé - 2 hidepua“bastard style containing
and intermingling 211 sorts of ingredients. Yet,it possesses a certain

boisterous sham=novelty and still sSeems to exercise a conslidergble
_{'_Jf wa A 5ol fo /. v bl .
& a*‘tz-eacti.orl,ﬂ;r Let ys presupg, however,thst the spell of this gangster
ond VLTOhn- —~ (L5 a(fh 2 S
gstyle is more or less worn- out by now; let us take 1t for grsnted that

the overwhelming mejority of gll men and women - both in the eountries
suppressed by .... and fighting - are thoroughly fed up with that
filthy pell-mell pseudo-revolutionary slogans snd .... baseness;

the ‘{fac't. remeéins that we eewmnes are not in a posjiition an,v‘nore to check

\ /the sickening assault of $m g motorized underworld = u'nl‘e.qs we

1.

adjust ourselves-to some of their methous{ o fhis had not 1:0 be so,
AV O As ¢y By Ap AdAY G AL (AT
necessarily. If the moral attitude of the democrscies ﬁL—hﬂ.‘u been

r(.
/

more determined and more courageous... However,ss=tims in view of
the present state of affalrs there is no choice any more., lMar has be=

come the only way of gelting rid of, a morgl pest which we usua 1ly £
_ﬁ...‘: oo ad-pan- il s Fa £y (,r\nll’ Zﬂ J(Cf.,..! Te Onpd- .-_z,__.. = h
e

l - . = -NU’
identify with the name of the rman Fijl Thehmere f‘act {hat we are

forced m to recognize the Tecessity of this wer and have to
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P of Hitlerism. For it was the Nazls and Fescistg/who have always

= ‘I ] g [ ‘lf ﬂffa fxa "."’Eg ' -I.n._*‘-‘- ’c'—r-‘ L1," A :"‘:/J .

5\ ?-45 preachned,fhe charm and elating qual;tie of modern werfere - while
_‘L;:‘% _Odllev s at

glorification of mass But now we heve to accepl Ri——e

| e t‘ne.\ pro_reqaive sndilibera inciples,have rejected the obnoxious
ol R
s -~ ! i
. -‘,.‘_
o)

< - the cruel sacrif¥€ies snd must recommend theilr ,..: simple becsuse
.y \ B = !
0 {?
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they are indispensible #n'order—fto—win—the—wer._and because we nethec

=

rrf,-'-' 'r' "-‘_ 5 P {J“." PR

that deem the victory of the demoerscy as the

1 e ———

el T =3

4 for =ny tqe maintenesnce and gevelopment of civilized human life.
o | ot e H g a Ll oo put altnai-atfiy 1L

"

| .- en f‘.'\-1£"‘"- bli f(', L ;

'J.‘his may determine our action in meny detells but does by no means

: _ o le s Orsrs of -
& the ir:tv‘insic problem of th s

"MeENS > ends/l‘he problem remains relevent,indeed, it is more
urzentATow then ever...

Hhe theorical qoluti:::n seems could be formulated without aifficulty.

| It is so convenient to use big snd convincing words - such as

| &h-f?"&:JHI " ;
| "demoecratic ﬂﬂl&dﬁpﬁm“, "milltant =Sy numanismf,”discinli:

: rd
| ned I‘reed{:m, rete., Al‘sc: it is only too gasy to% trespasses
| ((“ft 3+ _,:,: f Ay =

and moral offenses & uover‘nment may comit&%—a{—-ﬂa&m&l—

8,88 a8 sort of sccessory mistakes
t’m ¢
M ﬂ! tlT
ermdminey - slightly distur mqj\ u%My prineiple impor=

tance and completely underqtanaabla conamerint the cruel pressure
oG idlyy

of the criqis.../ﬂhis bty indulience of verious errors s»

and defects in our own ranks is justified and even necessary - up to

a certain degree. It-would be ebsurd toe weaken the moral strength of

one our own the very side whose victory we hevo—ieeosnitiod—as M

P
-

e and consider of vital importance for the future of menkind.
"Unity in the face of the enemy demands suspension of party and

political stride." These are words recently used by Clement H. Attlee,
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leader of the British Labor Party and & member of the Wer Cebinet.

N

i

But he hed said before:"....." - And he continued:"....

Not to give up Lun 3 very thing for

ge ere fighting.,..:
i S et L -

wh h w
P -4---?'-‘.\---0\-:'.__,_.‘

present

nere it is - one of the parsmount problems inherent in our

L}

-

light: the gist of these reflections. The question is how much

e

N .-/.ﬂ\.a-/’-\"

liberty must we secrifice nlle dafen ing Lhﬁ]ﬁxinc;pln of libertyy
— e T A S i AT T Y T Y S LI e
NGt i’_* rHaL W‘E’”@memmmh 6
Pam DL 1015
capacities,our. seepticism,our naturel it and predilections,

) N

THr-Eatups T s verSion - of Samme: Ml--wf&?fe/ The question is whether

Ao
a democracy can manage to remain democretic when in the full end genui
sense of the term,when struggling for her very life apgeinst o

ruthless sggressor. The same question,applied to the private sphere

= )
@ might be formulated as follows: Can en indepedent intellectusl
; Aan {\ -'('r : : = |

Succeed in wmmmiwedes= 1aintalning his ace and his intelligence

if he adheres wholeheartedly to the tmeddmeawe rraoctices of &g

N AN S A |

belligerent _cvurnment//ﬁe?**ﬁﬂ TrUlsh tHat thé possession of power,

§
and the dﬂte$mination to keep 'i1tyds spt to corrupt the character
. _npf Tres TE B N :
< valid - in spite cf *nﬂ‘unuanipblb fact that there are others
(On The iwis:zaf Soole g ALk L S RS i
- 7] who have 1nfinitely Hore rover and-wﬁﬂcuhamaxpaﬂdw&t'....,and are
"Y‘tr.&{"c‘d -'f} ;A J_! %‘f“‘f {U f.-l't.ru..—i 5 P
“nfinitely worse, sHd WHS HiisE ‘Ue-defeated st any price. /
7
But & victory is thinkeble that would be,technically,s plein
S E
triumph of~Qur side and yet,in a deeper gerise snd at the bottom,

& victory of thoSe hostile forces-thét we want to check... For,

what wonld be the @oral“mqgnin& of our vietory if we 18 O b,
accomodated ourselves,during tHemaﬁru;§19,too thoroughly to the

’ F ‘-\‘\-\-_
moral standerds of the ne enemy? 4 What™wauld be the use of defeatin
B

.

r -
Hitler if wehad condescended completely to the besebess of his

.

methods? No "emergency" could serve as an excuse for so dgnal

rmoral fallure. The apologists of the Russisn revolution , too, kept




- - 1:{} A rdl' I-l-J' 0/

Undeniably,there is a problem: it would be 'utLlQ fn balittle it.
L] — .

For ,there can be no doubt that in times of highest dramstiec tension
Q U

such as ours,a two-fold effort is demsnded of Pixthinking and independent

q,,-. lf-m“ 4 D O s
ni-to ﬂ;ert-iﬂﬂnﬂﬂlvns...tn £ive shelr very best...,end,at the ssme
fbh--'lp .

time,$a renounce,up to a certain degree,our criticel cepacities, cur
scepticism,some of our naturel animosities and predilections. Hut the

somewhet vague and elusive.

-
]
on

term "up to a certain degree" is sags

Jp to what degree =memdd have we to sccomodate ourselves to the
wmibbbont crim necessities of this period? How far are those wEdpedbeedarn |
“@pemeorel secrifices and compromises to go without stain ing and distor=
ting the very cause W@t for the sake of which we accept them?

"N These are questions that cannot be decided upon in ceneral esnd

én bloc: they have to be examined and contemplsted in each individual
I Ll _eac:

case, It is,ss most things in life,s wmeddsm matter of instinet and

tact,of morel and intellectusl poise...
Needless to say that it 1s & matter that concerns not only the re=

spensible men - theose who have to meke the asctual decigions, It is

Toe—ertrorte—and theoreticelly and empirically,the resctions of tie
ublic opinion are at least as relevant as the smbewdders decisions

one of the foremost characteristics of democracy that , feeermrrppesgEgs

of the administretion... And publiec opinion is composed of millions

of indlividual instincts,feelings snd reactions. Hach individual resc=

{’ ‘i P G ‘,frr,- L Eviny - .f{;"f | .

tioen counts. . ﬂj ﬁl,?,./r Y A 52 DR PR x(-'-"f':"'"‘r 1oy
l‘f{ ;L‘vl‘f ' [ :
Let us coneidur some concrete instances... The moot question of
-
whether or not one should feed the women and children eceupies—bw
living 1n certein zones tiet not formally occupied by H. but virtuelly
belonging to his sphere of influence, Many aspects involved... even

from the political point of view,let aslone the humanitarien angle

For 1t may seem distastrous to estrange the French from the British




I?_
10#‘ < & L~

cesuse, Besides;the rTencn people are—be-teke actively part in the

8
" e
S Ol 1 :

net;“&iehmeﬁgfof g truly new order,after H.'s fall,if one makes them

starve to desth...? On the other hand,the Vichy Government 1is undoubted=

lv on the other side of the fence - & bctentiel ally of H., and & virtual
T]-' .”}‘,'- Ny mOT A gt K (! 1ev P g_-? {'L,fl G L P

enemy of the snglo-Sexon democrecles, Furthermore,it is n.i.m

ke Nazi Cermany that must bz blamed for the suffering of Europe and

A wn '{.\-"'.'qj;.,.._r-_i =
our policy must be to make the suppressed reorl jeons i¢civos of this

egsentiel fact., The growing discontent of the subjugeted nations 1is,

=

in fact,one of the most significant assegs & of Eniland's politice
strategy. It cen,therefore,hardly be in the interest of Britain (i.e,

5

in ths interest of the democratic cause) to mitigate the herdships
due to the Nazil agiressiveness, reabdestimedeclmmtea-al ....

This is just one of the s3ter.problems which no only the governments
have to face but up about whose outcome public opinion will have to
decide as well.

Or,it is so convenient to speak about & "disciplined llbertyﬁend
that all classes and groups ought to b=tmy make sacrifices... Heality
is,unfortunately, infinitely more complex. Let us consider - if only
casually #® and in en inadeguate way - so crucial en example as the

, Lo ] ‘ L EY oni gl
Limerican labor problem. The strikes in the defense inadustry )

o :
éf%ffé%arm the public.afid to-earouwse—the gravesat sutspicions—snd opprehen=
stenms. Moreover,the ominous resemblance with conditions in France is
apt to incresse the general spprehension...¥Yet,even the utmost gravity

of the situation must not induce us to drew rash conclusions. It is
correct (and easy) to say phat }sbo

'\_c: A )t ;ég’wh'f.-u
discipline ang

should s S—esptorrene display more

considering the state of 8 national
h‘)r
emergency almost unprecedented in the history ef this cowntrv.JLt is

‘\'r",

wme true that labor endangers its own influence in the developments to







5 <Cefot -s- Sa beCam 6f (isating wils,

come if it qabota ges now the trerendous ef‘forts of this &cvernﬁfant“]
and this people to make good former negligences and to live up to

= [

But,on the other hand,we have to serutinizd tl’@—ﬁpjr;gggn of guilt

# the demands of so decisive & moment. <on., ¢ Fiioy 4 1~
Lampgt- =T

L W

and responsibility in each particulsr case. e 4 Nspdiv—neod—poion—tn

*TEe Ir a—digtraons-—error to-take-lt for

Any prejudiced and one=sided point of view would be distsstrous...
We must not take it for granted that elther side 1s faddw entirely
culpable in this stride. To whom did the cﬂairmen of the Judiclary

Mg b3 e
Committee refer when he’%::jthe cther day,sheose—fpichboning-—worss
n'f’

w determination te recommend

P2 - SR TIT R
the electric chair,without hesiteting "one split second," "for all

enemies of the defense program." These are frightenin. words, They
: ot toevlai— 1 f &

must have ‘been aimed at both puruies - ﬁh} industralists as well

L “14“' " 3 B '
asg “Eao r-pq*'iv-e unions. ....JIt would be absurd to curtail the rights

- of labor and to spare big buQineqq }n g Pight for democrsatic urn.rmq;x
n 2‘ N’- 'pf -'1"!-' v e -f'ﬂ 4’/ "'()r f*‘ 4&"’5” L ?‘"*ﬁ *> v ' "f'ff e f o

ne,there may be some among the union leaders who try to es;bg';a._.eg

efforts,oub of their prineciple disapprovel of the war or fas ou
( of their antagonism towards the present administration... but there
(1 might elso bn }xzdus*rialist? % are ino]w‘ d to ploit the emergency

./v Ao ot LA/S by A tomg
for their own 1ntarﬂﬂstsy‘.. This 1s not trln place to discuss the

¥mplications...in & more detailed way: to decide whether in any
qpefif’ic cagse the i«;tnwbance re caus ea t::v .?e employers or & by
i "Cen Ry L L] IJ'L'“" o uled
thﬂ emp oyne'%/\hiq is too vast and involvr:d g toplc to be discussed 44
in so fragmentary a fashion. What we went to point out is $ only st
+++e the danger of emotiefal simplifications and vague penerslizations.
+—re=bedes That "everyone ought to make sacrifices" is obvious enough
Bppippiem—daee lhat seems M much more complicsted is to define and

to 1limit the sacrifices required of .amsis the verious groups and classes

within our socciety and of the qinble individual .vithi? the {‘1.!15 ses,

: - 'f,'f Eyan
k: ot i ( r ’f r? \ fbr-i———%k. ,U o Tl {(‘ e
T ‘/{) ,}" L | Ay L—\' fod 3 rﬂ‘.’ M.{ \ fr
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"pisciplined liberty"... :it sounds fine,snd it could be fine...
But bseme—sssmgmmee- | the epithet "disc." 1s emphesized too strongly
the beautiful notion "liberty" might eventually lose 1its elating im=
pect - while the very existence of liberty would be endangered 1f
1t failed to acqulesce in & certain emount of sensible self-restriction

It 1s,agein,a metter of measure and shades.

o P‘h—jfﬁ\._, <
The example of the freedom wf—the—progs—SEEME DHL CLCHLIED Iy —&PER0=
; )
prate-F as it is one of the insliensble axioms of the democrsatic
} o et RN 1L B A ——
creed. To abandon 1it,1if only tewnorsrilv,voulu imply the most dangerous
——— O WA =) S Sy fyrisi it
risks.... Even be—wmmm—sweainst CDPtéin;ﬁoozs Ifom strlkes as aagweionsy
{1ved | Speerce.

ominous svmptom - particularly if the warning comes from a »est—TTT™

eaprentative of the Americsn natlon.

To incite public indignation sgainst peciflist writings produced
under the terrific pressure of the first World Wer... 1s it compatible
with the dignity of a liberal intellectual? But the indictments of
T e
such men as JAe=mgauo,Hemingway,Aldington,Dos Passos semtsln the truth,
and nothing but the truth 0“ever,1 wes thls very type of literat.
v Cobt
Soet—xEs _Tdeat upon heeped vifwmarationsanu which then
was burned in the cities of the Nazl Germany. Who wants to imitsate
so ignominious an example? Besides,we don't need to be afraid of
a reslistic presentation of wee the horrors of war. For the our
acceptance of the noeessiby vf—bthg present war as a necessity does
by no means imply that we edhere to the fasclst theory of the heroic
baauty,the adventurous greatness of modern warfare... Why should
we conceal the ugliness and boredom,the abjectness and cruelty of
O
modern mass slaughter frem ? Why We must not denyjwhet we heve hitherto
belleved. We call this war a necessary evil,esnd it may be nllowe;)ta
considering the utter strain of this moment,to stress the "necessary"
in 2 somewhat stronger way then the depressing word "evil." But still

EEP‘M?“#Y

we insist on thawevil character of war. It would be,thersfore,asbsurd
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to denounce a pacifist novel,written years pefore the evil was to

become once more inevitable,as high treeason...
1 i (& =
= ; :

Lﬁf+rﬁ freedom of the press 1s curteiled,it is already virtually
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lost. But,again,the
and s keen feeling of each writer's high responsibility iIn these

davys of crisis. A democratic government may be indulgent of the

its antagonists... Perhaps,it is even wiser to let them talk rather
Tl e

than to give them the aureole of mertyrdom, But the matter

more delicste if the so-called supporters of democracy lower them=

qmlv to hepomﬂ the ahents of FEEC}Sm LL is ui“co FFLln that

ol T PR o gyt
‘a nsLional magazine” ,such éas Célller 8,opens ite colunns to that /
. f . ST R T L ER S T

_..{}i'.'.-l' e g.ﬁ yL, T3 o »
B~ garrulous cham ion in cceen flig hts and political dis tojtlole,u. L.

oo (L. 2 o b 0vS e ;, pes / | /.,_’( | {

¥

ﬁ’..f.h" ] . L F f ¢ P
(P.-ﬁ,hﬂnfi—.ﬂlr‘itten...) ¢ ! ﬁ'f ._"( f‘ . ,-}ﬁ.fj;.- ‘f
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{tuJ-Tlph1ntiOn of the antithesis between liberty and authority?....

By
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oA T Yol v oeee But censorship would be worse..;/ﬁ‘=§e—;ither to jespardize

so =" the wvietory in this vitel struggle DY ....,0r to betray the very

/

Patd ideas for which the struggle is fought: 1t seems always the same
i s Ans ot d)
:{l - e, painful end perplexing dilemme...There isjno patent salution
[ ¢ £ N
) re &'! r no ready-made answel'... & In the political sphere everything is
g gk
Lfi‘ relative,imperfect,dublous... 4 certain ﬂmount of tactical compromise
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f N -+—{ is inevitsble..s It ig = metter of primacies anﬂ relativities...

... Yet,our determination must be firm and unshakeble: to promote

the velatively good in its fight against the absolutely ssexovil.

— —

e have to be vigilant and reslistic.... lust scrutinize our cohs
science,in every individual case: Is here the immorslity of the |
tactic %uch that it compromises the aim?
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The paramount question Feeeumee-ahemmlmeimE i ©01lnLs 18!
liow can democracy manage to remain democratie,in the full sense of the
term,while struggling for her very life agalnst the totalitarian

aggressor?y

m
{

Or,to ask the

w0

ame question with regerd to our personal plight
sphere of sctivity: Can an independent intellectusl become an admitted

partisen of & belligerent government,without jeoperdizing nls creatlve

-3

detachment snd Integrity
Our solution is - thst there is no clesr-cut,sbsolute solutlon; or
rather,that all spodictic formulas lavishly offered to us,are too vague,
too general,too grandiose. "Disciplined freedom," "milltant decency,"
"dynamic demoeracy," - all these are fine things to recommend,to pralse
and to claim. The guestion 1s only how te live up To such ideal pat=
terns. How can we reconcile our pecifist and liberal convietions with
the hard necessities of the crilsis? Up to what degree are liberty and

discipline compatible with each other? On what point does discipline

o

egenerate into brutal force - our determined will to resist into &an
hysterical obsession? .

It is e£ll & matter of balance,measure,intellectual instinct,moral
intuition and political tect. - a matter with many facets,many im=
ponderebles involved. Qur decision hss to be made,not just once for
all,but in every individusl case - according to the inescapable demands

le advise of
of the hour and our own consciente., The consideration determining
our actions and attitude must be both ethlcael and reallisticy - in ew
individual case. The moral axiom - that questlonable means cen never
be instrumentasl in bringing about gocd ends - becomes & futlile and even
disturbing when applied riglidly,regardless of the actual circumstances
confronting us. There exist,in thls imprefect world of ours,certain

differences between the comparstively good and the completely bad.

If we recognize that the democratic allles are better than the totalis
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The paramount question ;—wwm ia:
ilow cen democracy manage to remein democratic,in the full sense of the
term,while struggling for her very life agalnst the totalitarilen
azgressor?

Or,to ask the same question with regard to our personal plight end
sphere of activity: Can an independent intellectusl become an admitted

partisan of & belligerent government,without jeopardizing his crestive

detachmént_;?d 1ntg§r%§y? PR AP ST Yo Al w;-i:-f |
Our solut n is ~'+hzt JLare is no clear cut absolutagsplution
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rather,that all apodlc%&; gnrmulaa lavis?lv of ered to us,are too vague,
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too general, too trandioae. "Disciplined freedom,“ "militent decency,"
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" dgynemic democracy," = 2ll these are fine things to recommend,to pralse
end to cleime. The question is only how to live up to such ideal pat=
terns, How can we reconcile our pacifist and liberal convliectlons with
the herd neceassities of the crisis? Up to what degree are liberty and
diseipline compatible with each other? On what polnt does discipline
degenerate into brutal force - our determined will to resist into &n
hysterical obsesslion?

It is ell & matter of balance,messure,intellectual instinct,moral
intuition and political tect. - a metter with many facets,many im=

ponderebles involved., OQur decislon has to be made,not just once for

all,but in i:;@%;:ﬁ:1Vi 1l cace - accornin& to the 1nescapable demands
-

of the hour an conscience, The conaineration determinlnb

our 9ctioﬁq and attitude must be both ethicel and realisticy - in evgry
individual case. The morel axiom - thet questionable means cen never

be instrumentel in bringing about good ends - becomes # futlle and even
disturbing when applled rigldly,regerdless of the actual circumstances
confronting us. There exist,in this imprefect world of ours,certain
differences between the comparstively good and the completely bad.

If we recognize that the democratic allles ere better than the totalil=

-




.'lf {
»
W/
fi , 4
# e
=7
b
/
]
Vs
£
'
i
r
1
’ .
[ ! L |
/
\

r
/
]
Fa
¢
r
2 r |

5




=T

Somrmiaere—ib—T T R TR Paecmbdg /  Cuht we to acqulesce in

censorship?

But what,then,is it we are fighting for?
+++
The problem is highly intricate - full of grave implicastlons. lore=
over,it is composed of several sub-problems,each of which is utterly
involved and has many aspects. Nevertheless,!/he solution has to be
simple.
e may have to recepitulate our suppositions and the eonclusions we
have drawn up to now.
l.) Our abhorrence of everything the Nezis,or those who ape the
Nazis,stand for,is not primarilly besed on our disapproval of the
means they emplovy (detestable as most of them may be),but on their

principles,or rather,on the complete lack of principles - the perple=
xing nihilism of their movement.

2,) The question of whether or not the ends can justify the means
iﬂ,therefofe,irrelaVEnt with regard to the Nazis and our own attitude
towards them.

It is,however,highly relevant to our own conduct and our moral
decisions.

3.) We recognize the necessity of the present war and consider its
outcome as & matter of life or death for our civilization and every=
thing we believe in. We are of the opinion thet Hitler's triumph would
represent the most fatal calemity man has been stricken with since
the bezinning of his history. Also,we are convinced that any form of
a "negotliated pesce" that sllows Hitler to remuin in power and fzlls
to disarm the dangerous German people,means nothing short of a plain
Nazi wictory. Hitler's defeat does not guarantee s a priori the
establishment of a perfect democracy all over the world; but it is
the indispensdble prereqguisite for any constructive effort on baﬂif
of such heppy developments.

4,) Our adherence to the cause of certsin belligerent,or semi-bel
ligerent,nations implies,necessarily,thet we acquiesce in certain
methods and practi€es which are far from being unobjectlonable,

War has always been hideous,boring and inhumen - and is even more so
today beceause of its utter incompetibllity with the standards of
modern technigue. But since thls war has become inevitable,thafgiks to

a staggering sccumulation of sad and stupld mistakes,there is no sense
in insisting that 1t 1s nasty to throw bombs or to blockade pecople.
Obviously,these are very ugly things to do. But Hitler must be
defeated.

5.) The fight against Hitler induces democracy to &ssimilate her=
self,up to a certein degree,to Hitlerism. Our ascquiescence in war
(i.e. brutal force) as & possible instrument to bring about moral
end socilal decisions,indicates in itself a certain complisnce on our
pert to the admitted immorslity of the Nazils,
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