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Why We Are at War

By LOUIS F. POST

THE United States has gone into the world

war in self defense. Supplementary ob-

jects are more ideal and also just; but this
is the cause that gives us our warrant of war by
even the narrowest rules of international orderli-
ness which civilization has yet evolved.

We are resisting armed invasion. The neces-
sity for it is evident from the most familiar facts
of German history. For half a century German
empire builders have made no secret of their
policy of world conquest.  For the past three
years the German Government has given to their

~ policy of a war of conquest vigorous life in

Belgium and in France. When that policy and
those invasions are considered in connection with
the defiant and death-dealing assaults by the

-German Government upon the sovereignty of the

United States in February and March, 1917, the
defensive necessity of our entering the war is
demonstrated.

Historically, those culmmatmg events - hark
back to the Franco-Prussian war. That struggle
of nearly half a century ago, provoked by Bis-

~marck with a trick as all the world now knows,

was the initial grand play in the Prussian mlllta_ry
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- game for world empire. At its close the Prussian
plans for larger conquests began taking on dis-
tinctive shape. They had developed out of a
political philosophy which emphasizes the auto-
cratic doctrine of duties in opposition to the
democratic doctrine of rights. Elsewhere the
doctrine of rights, which had inspired historic
revolts against feudalistic régimes of obedience,
was becoming hospitable to the idea of a natural
balance of rights and duties—rights to life, for
instance, in balance with corresponding duties to
let live. But in Prussianized Germany, the feudal
principle of duty to superiors in station was re-
vived as a new discovery and invested with new
sanctlons ' ) -

German pro;ectors of a world emplre-—phll-
osophers, militarists, historians, scholars, states-
men, courtiers—set about the mculcatmn not al-
ways by logic or gentle persuasion, of autocratic
theories of duty as the supreme obligation of men.
Distorted echoes of those teachings were often
heard in American universities and from Amer-
ican platforms in discouragement of democratic
progress here. These American echoes usually
stressed the obligation as one between individ-
uals, which is after all not so very different es-
sentially from the principle of a balance of duties
and rights. .But this was not the thought that
the moulders of Prussian empire stressed. The
essence of their theory of duties is militaristic. It
implies a duty of obedience to the word of com-
mand. It requires subordination at all times and
“in all things to “the state” (a conception identical
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with the “Leviathan” of Thomas Hobbes),
~which, 'in the Prussianistic imagination, is per-
sonified by the Kaiser. - Exalting “the state” as
- the prime-object of individual devotion and the
Kaiser as its-visible deity, these Prussian pro-
moters of despotism established, almost in the
ceniter of Europe and in an age of developing
democracy, a -reactionary empire of “divine
right,” which they dedicated to a world-conquer-
mg purpose.

Though the King of Prussxa by “divine rlght”
of birth is German Kaiser only by Constitutional

derivation, this makes no difference. The Ger-
" man Constitution is of a texture and the despotic
Prussian spirit of a character to invest the Kaiser
with the King’s inherited divinity. There is, to
be sure, a Constitutional parliament for Germany ;

but it is ruled by an imperial chancellor respon- -

sible-to the Kaiser, whose appointment he holds,
‘whose purposes he serves, and who can dismiss
him at will. - Except for a fragile right of veto,
it has no more legislative power than a v1llage
debating society. In Prussian municipal govern-
ments, too, the Kaiser controls the governmg
officials. - Nor is this autocratic “state” political
alone. - It'is also supreme in its influence upon

education and morals. Children’s minds are
- moulded by its educational processes in accord-

ance with the Government’s conception of what
is best for “the state”—not for the child, unless
by lucky coincidence, but for “the state. ” ke
its political adJustments ‘the Prussianized educa-
tional machinery is pyramided up to the Kaiser.
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From elementary schools the wheels revolve with
automatic regularity and mechanical precision
" through higher schools and universities to a place
in the exquisitely geared machinery of “the
state” at which all is moved and mastered by
the Kaiser’s touch of a governmental button.
The Kaiser himself is under the influence of a
dominant caste — agrarian and military — of
which, in virtue of his birth, he is the most
WOI‘Shlpful grandmaster.

Caste gradat1ons are characteristic of this
mystical German “state.” To the Prussianistic
institutions of Germany they are what democracy
is to countries more advanced in-civilization—the
spirit of the place, the thought to conjure with,

the sign to conquer by.  They do not belong with’

those mere survivals of caste which distort the
democracy of other countries, but are a system of
caste government which is cultivated as a social
- and political necessity and as one of the indispen-
sable factors. of “kultur.”” The German child is
educated for the caste in which he is born. Pre-
" judices of higher toward lower grades of caste,
and subserviency from the lower to the higher,
are sedulously fostered for ““state” reasons. Uni-
versity professors are flanged for caste grooves.
Clergymen and school teachers are congealed in
caste moulds. Workingmen are graded off and
graded through by caste variations. Women are
:stra1ght~1acketed in castes of sex, appendant in
series to the caste levels of their respective men
folk. And complexities of military caste, inter-
‘weaved with a land-nobility caste, rule the others
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—subject of course-to the K‘aiSer; who is at the

apex of these caste gradations. ' :

Out of it all has come a stupendous social and
political machine. Individual impulses have been
ossified and moral perceptions inverted. Fven
the scientific and the religious groups have been
shaped on caste lines.

And this ‘machine is_ efficient. No blame to
such as worship efficiency for the sake of effi-
ciency, if they bow the head and bend the knee at
the altars of the German' system. ‘There are

- those, however, who value efficiency not for its

own sake but for the sake of the worthiness of
its objects and the usefulness of its accomplish-
ments. To such as these the prospect of a world-
wide imposition of a Prussianistic “state” by
military conquest is not inviting. It is abhorrent
to every democratic instinct and at variance with
every democratic.thought. C

- Yet precisely that purpose has been the mani-
~fest object of German efficiency. In so far as it
~ has served useful ends in social life, those ends
have been served as incidents to the purpose of
world conquest. Except in so far as the effi-
ciency has been for the mere sake of being effi-

cient, or for the sake of subordinating the Ger--

man people—body, mind and soul—to the domin-
ion of a caste-bound “state,” its unconcealed de-
sign has been to make military conquest of the
rest of mankind. o

- The Prussianized German Governmerit coveted
- a“place in the sun” where its shadow would hang
over all the earth; and efficiency for military con-
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quest was its method. Conquest was not the pur-
pose of the masses of the German people. But
it was the purpose of their ruling caste and its
royal chief ; and the German people, obsessed with
Prussian “kultur,” were an impotent factor in
- giving political form to their 1nst1nct1ve love of
democracy and peace.

So the Government of Germany has, for pur-
poses of world conquest, been able to devote years
of time and volumes of human energy to making
marvelously efficient a gigantic war machine. By
inculcating an automatic sense of duty to “the
state” through the ramifications of mechanized
“kultur,” and developing a spirit of military con-
quest as a necessity of normal German life and
national existence, it has sustained in Germany
in times of peace, that abnormal public opinion
which in countries like ours is sustained only: in
times of war. It has taught the German people
to think of might as the only measure of right,
and of war as a necessary element in the life of
nations and an indispensable factor of “kultur.”
It has impressed upon them the duty of making
aggressive war not only for the good of Germany
but for the good of the human race.. And, teach-
ing the vital importance of seizing “the most
favorable moment” for beginning wars of con-

quest, it encouraged a Germany-wide toasting of

“the Day” when the conquering movement should
begin.

After more than forty years of such prepara-
tion for forcibly extending Prussian imperialism
over the world, “the Day” came. The “most
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favorable moment” for further Prussian con-
quest was seen and seized by the military caste
of the empire. The German Government, a young
and vigorous despotism, armed to the teeth, was.
ready and eager to begin its next war of conquest.
Russia, a decrepit autocracy, had but.recently
suffered military disaster. France, so far ad-
vanced from her old lust for revenge that the
anti-war party had just won the parliamentary
elections, was neither inclined to make a war nor
prepared for waging one. Great Britain, her
parties in power (Liberal, Labor and Irish) all
anti-war parties on the whole and in every re-
spect the antithesis of the party in power in Ger-
many—was averse to war gnd, without further
preparation, hardly capable of successfully wag-
ing even defensive warfare. Circumstances had
thus conspired to make this moment “the most
favorable” possible for the German Government
to begin its war imove for world conquest.

Had any doubt remained, an incident occurred
tostifle it. Just at this “most favorable moment,”
when the German Government was hair-trigger
ready for war, and France, the nation first to
be crushed, was wholly unready, as was Great
Britain also, a royal prince was assassinated. The
crime was in no sense a cause for war; but to the
German war lords it was “a good enough mor-
gan.” As one member of the German parlia-
ment dared to say to them with bitter irony, they
welcomed that assassination as “a gift from
heaven.” = A war of conquest was what they
wanted, and a war of conquest they made. - Had .

v e e




it s st e

10 ’ Why We Are at War

not “the Day” arrived? Was not “the most
favorable moment” at hand?

In the twinkling of an eye the Kaiser’s mili-
tary machine assembled. Every man dropped
into “his place” at the word. Almost before the

- western world suspected a possibility of war, the

German Government had seized Belglum and
sent a huge army of invasion on its conquering
way toward Paris. In a month the invadér was
to have been again in that city which nearly fifty
years before he had beleaguered and starved into
surrender. From there he was to have offered a
German peace. Its conditions would have been
framed to crush France so completely that she
could never resist a German jmarch of conquest
again. The least of its exactions would have
been a strategic harbor on the English Channel
—a point from which the next war of German

. conquest westward could be waged with advan-

tage against Great Britain. And this German
peace—a truce between conquests—would have
endured until another “most favorable moment”
for conquest had made further invasion by the
German Government “necessary for the German’
people” and “the good of the human race.” The
treaty of peace Would then have been another
“scrap of paper.”

But  the unexpected happened. The efficient

war machine somehow proved inefficient at a

“decisive moment. The German march of con-

quest from Berlin to the Atlantic coast was
checked. Only checked, however, for the in-
vader has not yet gone back into his own country.
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eHls war of conquest in western Europe Stlll

hangs in the balance. For three years he has

.occupled Belgium. and northern France. His

possession is without the slightest color of any
right but mlhtary might. He can neither justify
nor excuse his invasion by even the semblance of

-a defensive plea. His hold upon those countries

accords with no. other explanatlon than a stu-
pendous attempt ‘to realize in part his long fos—

tered policy of world conquest.

And now, pursuant to that pohcy and for its
more complete realization, he has thrown his
western - battle line beyond Belgmm beyond

France, beyond Great Britain, many leagues out
upon the Atlantic Ocean toward the United

States.

This advance of the German westward from

his. own frontiers into and through Belgium, into
northern France, and, overleaping the rest of
France, out upon the Atlantic to the 2oth

"merldlan, is indicated by the shaded part of the

accompanying map. (See map on page 12.)

-By that menacing extension of his battle line
out upon the- Atlantic Ocean toward the United
States, and his claim to military sovereignty over
the intervening waters, the German Kaiser chal-

lenged the United States to fight or fall back.

He thereby claimed this area of the ocean as a
Prussian lake. Had he won the European war he
could have extended his claim to the whole ocean,
unless we ourselves had subsequently broken the
peace and made war upon him to recover what
for the sake of peace with him we had unresist-
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ingly ‘yielded at a-more favora’blev time for de-

fense. Had he lost the war, with what grace

could we have claimed restoration by the vic-
torious Allies of the ocean rights which, during
their war, we had yielded to their foe?

- But our concern in the matter: comes closer
home even than that. When the Kaiser notified
the Government of the United-States that after
February 1, 1917, he would sink at sight Amer-
ican vessels ente ing the ocean area indicated by
the shaded parts of the map on the opposite page,
he declared war against the United States. When
within that area he began sinking American ves-
sels at sight, as he had notified our Government
he would do, and killed: American crews and pas-
sengers sa111ng on them under the American flag,
he made war upon the United States. It was on
his part invasive war, a war of conquest, precisely
the kind of war upon this country which he had

made two and a half years earlier upon Belglum,

and France. .

Before that declaration of war and those acts
of war, we had reason to fear the German Gov-
ernment, reason for indignation, reason for re-
sentment. - We might have gone to war with no
slight justification. That we did not was because
our Government was then, as it still is, under an
administration which does not revel in thoughts
of war; it abhors war. But when the German
Government advanced its invasive battle line out
upon the opén Atlantic in our direction, asserting

-its sovereignty there as it was asserting it in Bel-

gium and northern France, and killing American
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- citizens on American ships under the American

flag upon waters where they had as good right
to be as in their own cities, States or harbors,
then a new element came into the case. Our
Republic was invasively and defiantly put upon
the defensive. The most pacific administration

the United States has ever had could no longer

keep us out of the war without putting us into
national subjection to an alien power. The Ger-
man Government had then left no alternative to
this Government but war or surrender.

Our ships might indeed have stayed away from
the ocean area over which the German Govern-
ment thus asserted exclusive sovereignty. Their
crews and passengers might have remained at
‘home in obedience to the Kaiser’s command. In
obedience to that command our Government
might have ordered them to do so. But none of
this would have been any safer to our inde-
pendence, any more in the interest of peace be-
tween this country and Germany, or any more
reasonable on any count, than if the Kaiser had
ordered us to stay off all the ocean outside our
own territorial waters, and we had obeyed.

If the United States ought, in conscience or
from policies of peace, to have yielded to the
Kaiser’s extension of his invasive battle line out
upon the ocean to the 20th meridian in our direc-
tion, we should have had no reason in conscience
or peace policy for forcibly resisting its exten-
sion at the Kaiser’s command to the 3oth degree,

nor to the 6oth, nor even to the very three-mile

limit off our own coast line. There is no argu-
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ment in opposition to our war against the German
Kaiser as a war of self defense, which would not
be as reasonable if, in his lust of world conquest,

he were immediately -approaching our water

frontiers across the ocean, as almost three years
ago, obsessed with that lust, he approached the
land frontiers of France across Belgium.

Of course, on principles of non-resistance the
United States would not be justified in either
case. Nor should one be hasty to deny that non-

resistance 'is -good strategy as well as good
morals. It has sanctions that cannot be lightly

ignored, and there are historical instances of its
potency. At all events no high-minded person or
noble-spirited people will couhtenance bullying
denunciation or tolerate maltreatment of those
among them who preach and. practice non-re-
sistance, The memory of Tolstoy forbids. But
the policy of national non-resistance to wars of

- conquest is not yet a social factor. Still feeling

its way forward, the world is unappreciative of
any better defense to invasive war than defensive
war. Asone of the most idealistic and deservedly
influential newspapers of our country and time
has phrased the thought, “The world has not
reached the place where might can be met with

argument, or where the wrath of nations can be

turned away with a soft answer.” It is by the
test of the social toe-mark of our own time that
our war against the German invader must be
tried; and by that test the war we wage is a

necessary war because it is a war of national

self-defense.
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- That there are. more ideal justifications has
~been intimated above. Our war is no less just
than necessary as a war of self-defense; and it

© is just also because it is a 'war in defense of the

" peaceable democracies of the world. This justi-
fication, eloquently made by the President in his

- war proclamation, can not be too often repeated, -

nor too clearly apprehended.  “We are now about
to accept gauge of battle with this natural foe to
- liberty,” said.the President, “and shall, if neces-
sary, spend the whole force of the nation to check
‘and nullify its pretensions and its power. We
are glad, now that we see the facts with no veil
of false pretense about them, to fight thus for
the ultimate peace of the world and for the
~ liberation of its peoples, the German people in-

cluded ; for the rights of nations great and small,

and the privilege of men everywhere to choose
their way of life and obedience. The world must
* be made safe for democracy’—an injury to one
is the concern of all. “Its peace must be planted
upon the lasting foundations of political liberty.

We have no selfish ends to serve. We desire no °

conquest, no dominion”—our war is not of the

Prussianistic order. “We shall fight for the

_ things which we have always carried nearest our

hearts—for ' democracy, for the right of those

who submit to authority to have a voice in their
own governments, for'the rights and liberties of
small nations, for a universal dominion of right
by such a concert of free peoples as shall bring
peace and safety to all nations and make the
world itself at last free.” AR

o~



Why We Are at War ‘ A7

~ Those are the ideals for which we are to
struggle while in the war. They are the ideals™
for which we are to stand in adjusting terms of j
peace when the war is over. o /
And they are none the less genuine because in
our war struggle in.their_behalf we temporarily
suspend our own guaranties of individual liberty
in order to make the war effective as our people
would have it; instead of a failure as the war
lords of Germany would like it to be. This is
part of the necessary cost of all wars for de-
mocracy. Our Revolutionary War, with its demo-
cratic purpose and outcome, could not have been
won by democratic methods. The French Revo-
lution, with its democratic aspirations and its
overthrow of ancient feudalism, was it not sus-
tained coercively? Our Civil War for a govern-
ment of the people, for the people and by the
people, was not prosecuted in very strict accord-
ance with democratic forms or deference to

democratic guaranties. - :

It is not, however, with the higher ideals for
‘which we are now at war that this discussion is
- especially concerned, except as they may be in-
volved in the necessity for defending ourselves
against an invading foe. Back of those ideals
are the plain work-a-day facts to which the
President referred as the moving cause of our
going into the war, when he advised Congress
that ‘“‘the recent course of the Imperial German
Government” had been “in fact nothing less than
war against the Government and people of the
United States.” - ‘
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On those facts, the Congress of the United
States, the only authority known to our funda-
mental law for such action, and through the
~ only process that could have been binding upon
our Government, accepted the war-challenge of
the German Kaiser. No referendum could have
had any legal force. Nor would it have had any
probable advisory value. It would only have
offered another opportunity for Prussian diplo-
macy. The obligation was upon Congress; the
only power to decide was in Congress; the only
available reflection of public opinion short of
revolution was through Congress.

Congress accepted this challenge of war. It
did so in no private interest but in the public in-
terest. It did so because the German Government
was making actual war upon the Government and
people of the United States. The challenge was -
not accepted while it remained a “scrap of
paper.” But when this challenge of war was
vitalized by deeds of war, when in accordance
with its terms of defiance American ships were
sunk and American lives were taken under the
American flag by the Government of Germany
within an ocean area on which the rights of this -
country are as indefeasible as its rights to its
own territory, but over which the German Gov-
ernment had invasively assumed exclusive sov-
ereignty, then Congress accepted the challenge
of war. o o i

There was no possible alternative. This self-
constituted enemy of ours, after long fostering
a policy of conquest, had actually invaded Bel-
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gium and France pursuant to that policy. By
that long fostered policy, he had proved his in-
vasive intent.. By his actual invasion he had
transmuted invasive intent into invasive action.
By his diplomatic negotiations with Mexico and
his operations within the United States, he had
disclosed his invasive intent toward the United
States itself as one of the objectives of his
general policy. By throwing his invasive battle
line out upon the ocean to the 20th meridian in
the direction of the United States with a threat
to the United States, he confirmed his hostile in-
tent toward this country. His destruction of
American ships and American lives under the
American flag within that acean area was the
overt act of his aggressive war upon the United
States. For us to have ignored the manifest
intent after it had been vitalized by the overt
act, would have been to surrender at discretion.

So our war with the autocratic German Gov-
ernment, if it involved no ideals at all of the
loftier or less selfish type, would nevertheless be
justified as a necessary war of national self-
defense.

We are resisting invasion as truly as if our
call to arms had been to check a hostile army
marching northward through Mexico or south-
ward from Quebec. And in sending soldiers to
France to help the French, the British and the
Belgians drive the invader away from their
home countries and back into his, we are defend-
ing our own home country under the same neces-
sity as if we were advancing into Canada or
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Mexico to meet an approaching army of con-
quest. While the German Kaiser is in France or
Belgium, he is a menace to the United States,
now that he has demonstrated his hostile intent
toward this country; and no peace can be made
with safety to our independence until he has left
the places he has invaded and gone back to his
own frontiers.

It might possibly have been better to assent
to his conquering the world, nation by nation,
until our own turn came, than to enter into the
awful carnage which resistance to his foul ambi-
tions demands; but that was not the vital ques-
tion. We were not confronted with a problem
of war or no war. Our problem was one of
resisting conquest now, in a war in Europe and
with allies, or later on in our own country and
without allies. :



