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CHAPTLR O\'R

The Battle of Ideas-the
Decisive Battle

A x I a D r a N student recently tried to erplain to me lus
countrymen's attitude to other nations. \Vhat he sain was

more or less as follows :

"We Indians recognisc the fact that the United States

has given millions of dollars to help Incha economically,
and that the \Western countries eonstantly contribute
material aid to develop our industry, our economic life,

our liealth services, etc. In spitc of this, everything that

cornes from the West is regarded, at any rate by students,
with scepticism ancl suspicion. Soviet Russia bas only
given India a minimum of econoinic or material help.
Yet the Soviet Union bas won thousancls and thousands

of friends and ideological allies of late years in India. The

reason is obvions : whoever avants to ovin India today
must offer us ideas that will give our lives purpose and
meaning. The West does not understand this. But Soviet

Russia understands it ancl acts aceordingly."
What he saicl about India applies everywherc in the

world.

Externally. the world situation is characterised by a

tremenclous tub of-war bet veen the West and the Soviet
Union. Each of the main combatants bas various other
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states grouped around it. Some cannot he said to have

joined either of them outright, and both of the power-
groups are competing to vin the friendship of those
nations. But the Soviet Union bas in addition succeeded

in securing as ideological allies a numher of individuals
in the countries of the West and the countries which

stand with the West in the political battle. As an example

of this we have only to think of what the many cases of
espionage rince the fast World War have revealed.

Both groups of nations feel that it is necessar_y to make
military preparations for var, so as not to be weaker than

its opponents. This bas led to armament programmes
vaster than the worlcl ever thought possible. Military
preparedness is the first priority in both power-groups.
The great stress that is laid on military preparations for

war should not, however, cause us to forget the war of
ideas that is so characteristic of our Lime. At the heart of

the so-called "cold war" there is a battle in progress
between opposed systems of ideas which aim at gaining
control over mankind.

The problem which confronts democracy today is this:
lias clemocracy the strength to defend itself? Can it

now and in time to come court upon citizens vho feel
deeply and personally committed to the ideas which
underlie democracy? And can democracy take the offen-
sive? Has it the ideological power to vin the peoples
now subject to totalitarian governments?
Modern military science lias produced such efficient

ancl destructive weapons that a war will inevitably have

the most catastrophic results for everybody. Accordingly
an)' nation with aggressive aims must do its utmost to

obtain its objective vithout risking a military war. It must

therefore resort to psychological warfare, taking the form

of icleological influence and infiltration. By adopting this
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method it vill be able, in time of peace, so ta veaken its
opponent's national morale that it vill either achieve its

purpose without resort to arms, or vin as easily as possible
if open warfare is unavoidablc.
A number of authorities have stressed this.

B. H. Liddell hart writes in bis book Def once of the

West that, "We are in a timc when iclcological warfare is

more clangerous than atomie var." And in bis acldress to

the Senate Foreign Relations Committee in Paris, July,
1931, General Eisenhower said : "The one thing I avant to

stress at the beginning is this : the struggle going on in
the world is for the mincis and hearts of men. It is an

ideological strugglc. There is every possible way of going
about the thing, and open warfare is only one methocl."
Both of these statements cmphasise points which are

of vital importance for our endeav ours to prevent a future
var, and strengthen our nation to meet the stresses and
strains that the immediate future may hring, even without

a \var. Our work must not merely aim at strengthening
the nation militarily ancl preparing people, on a purely
psychological level, for some possible future military war.

If we work solely with that objective it will flot be enough,
and the results may even be dangerous. It Inay leacl the
nation to take it for grantecl tllat an armed conflict is

inevitable, and thus impecle the positive work which must

always be carried on, with a vie v to el.iminating causes of
var and promot.ing unclcrstancling ancl imity in inter-
national relations. Our work for what is tcrmecl "psycho-
logical prepareclness" must in these days first and foremost
aim at giving ail citizens-the military forces and the
civilians alilce-a clear understanding of thc war of ideas
that is in progress already, increasing at the same time

Liddell Hart, B. I-I.: Defence oftue West (Cassel, London,
1950), p, 1329.



their willingness and ability to clefenci themselves against

the onslaught of ideas wluch are incompatib]e with
democracy ancl destructive of it. Experience shows that
where the morality of a community is bad, ancl where in

consecluence social conditions also are bacl, undemocratic

ideas Ibid it particularly- easy to take root. \Vhat we have

to do, thcrcfore, is to create a liigher lev et of social

morality in our democracy.
A high level of morality gives strength to any Society,

in war or pence. Its effect is to bring ethical principles
consistcntly to bear upon every aspect of social lite. This
will hclp to remove social inequalities ancl the resnlting
mistrust, anal will also strengthen the sense of fellowship
in our nation by makrng it possible for ail sections of the
population to participate fully in the responsihi]ities and

privileges of democracy. A feeling that one is neglected,
that there is unfairness in the distribution of social benefts,

and that one is not allowed to etercise the responsibilities
for which one is competent, tends, on the other hand, to

weaken the will to resist, and makes it easier for an enemy
to .vin icleological allies who will act as fifth-columnists
behind one's own unes. Because victory will he casier,
the enemy will be more strongly temptecl to attack. In

general, then, we must realise that effective psychological
preparedness is directly conducive to the preservation of
peace.

The main task in oui psycholobical prreparedness must
therefore he that of meeting the psychological warfare
wagecl in peace-cime. The work we do in Lime of eace

may he decisive for the future of the nation : it may
preserve pence; and it may create thc will anal power to
resist whicli will be needecl if var should corne after ah.

Psycliolohical warfare will, of course, vary to some
estent accorclinb to the circumstances, taking clifferent
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forms in war-tinte than in tune of pence. But in the main

it is ahvays the same. By and large ive may say that the
psychological warfare which we have to counter has the

follo ving aims in ail circumstances ancl in ail its forms
1. To destroy or vveaken the belief iii the central values

that a nation vishes to preserve ancl endeavours to
defencl.

2. To undermine confidence in the ability and moral
interity of the national leaclership-the politicians, the
military and administrative leaders, and others, with
whom the citizens are in contact and who have their

confidence.

3. To weaken the ability and willingness to co-operate
for common aims by destroyinb broup solidarity.

4. To destroy the people's psychic equilibrium and
personal adjustment to the existing conditions.

In view of this the objective of psycholodical prepared-
ness vill be manifest. It must not, however, be restricted

to thc situation at the moment. It is a necessary part of
the holicy of every democracy as long as any anti-demo-
cratic ideologies exist. Ancl it has no specifically military

character. It concerns each one of us and the part each
one of us is playing. Further, as alrcacly indieated, it
is something more than defence, for anti-democratic
icleologies cannot be stopped by defensive mens ures.
Dernocracy must be on the offensive.

It must unfortunately be admitted, however, that

clemocracy lias in reeent times rcnnained on the defensive
in the ideological strubgle. What can the reason be?
Democracv believes that it bas the right ideas for the

furtherance of social development, the ideas which,
measured alike by scientific and moral standards, should
be tue soundest, the ideas whicli in the deepest sense of
the vorcl are best for the individual man. Democracy
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shoiild consequently have every reason to be on the offen-
sive. But perhaps we are not sulliciently clear in our mincis
as to what is impliecl in our clemocratic ideas if we really
try to work them out in practice. Possihly, too, we do not
understand tue power inhercnt in the anti-democratic
ideologics, or how these ideologies work in the world and
in our own country today. The esplanation of the defensive
robe playcd by denocracy in the icleological battle today
may he found in these words of a former Communist
leader in the Ruhr district

"'\Vith ideologically blifld demoerats Communists can

do what they like."
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CHAPTER T\VO

Psychological Preparedness
and National Morale

IN THE mareh of events, psyehologieal warfare, besicles
retaining sonie of the general characteristics it ahvays has
possessed, has acquired certain new and special features.
These are to a large extent connected with the emergence
of the great ideologies, Vhich have gaineci adherents-in
larger or smaller nurnbers-in ail countries, and have
shOWf an appalling power to capture and control the
minds and lires botte of individuals and of the masses.

The reasons are many. In the fast few generations people
have seen how a number of generally acceptecl values
have lost their Uinding and unquestionecl authority, with-
out being replaceci hy any clear standards of value. The
optimistic faith in science and technology, which tem-
poraril_y served as a kind of substitute, vas soon succeeded
by deep frustration, as the course of events showed only
too painfully Chat it Kvas ill-founcled. This bas had the
effcet of giving people a deep sense of insccurity : they
grope for a footholcl, and therefore often fall an easy prey
to well-directecl psychological propagancla. Other causes,

too, have contributed to the result. Social évolution bas

in many places created hard ancl disagreeable conditions
of life under which large sections of the population suffer.
Similarly, political evolution has caused certain larges or
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smaller sections of the nation ta feel that they are uufairly
treated; accordingly they have been clriven into an alliance
because they have the saine needs and demancls. And
fina]ly, the propaganda technique of today bas made it

possible ta influence such groups of people on a scale
unimaginable hitherto-moulding and giving a onc-track
direction ta their mincis ancl working upbn their cmotions.
Hitler, as someone bas said, would have been unthinkable

without the louclspeaker.
The great ideologies of oui day appeal ta urgent needs

that are sa essentially human that they know no fi ontiers.
For that reason a nation vhich considers itsclf as the

champion of such an ideology car court upon finding loyal
and obedient allies in other nations. These allies, believing
that thev are fighting for the ideology of the future, are

also willing ta be used as pawns in the manoeuvres for

purely political power that such a nation employs. In the
last World Var we saw how "icleological allies" of just
this kind were very largcly responsible in several countries

for successfully putting the military clef ence organisation
out of action in duite a short time. Still more clrastic is

the esperience ive have had in the years rince 1915, when
the exploitation of ideologieal allies lias macle it possible
ta subject country after country to the contrai of a Great

Power, without military intervention.
For the conclusion of pence after the last World Var

did not encl the ideological war. On the contrary, it usliered
in a period marked by an enormous increase in its intcnsity.
As time lias gone on, the situation bas becorne clcar, and

the antagonistic forces are casier ta recognise. The whole
Communist world lias definitely segregated itself as a

single ideological bloc, which also constitutes a military
unity (with the exception of Yugoslavia). The Communist
ideology, as it manifests itself today, is clearly opposed ta
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what is meant by clemocracy in the nations of the West.
The Communist-controlled coun tries have abolished many

of the forms of frecdom that we consider essential for the

clevelopmeut of individual personality that democracy
envisages-e.g. the freedom of the Press, freedom to meet

and to organise political parties, to visit other countries,
and so on.

The commun ideologv unites Communists in ail coun-
tries, irrespcctive of nationality or race. Wherever they
are, they follow the same directives and work for the same

ends.

This being sa, it is essentiel to see clearly that psycho-
logical prepareclness does not heeome less necessary when
from time to timc a certain relaxation of international

tension sets in. So long as there are strong icleologies that
are wiclesprcad and have content incompatible with our

demoeratic principles, ve shah he subject to the impact
of psychological warfare. And tue ability of ideologies to

gain adherents in tue enemy's camp is not diminishecl in

the periods when the danger of war does not appear to be

imminent, Aecordingly it is of tue utmost importance that
the moral fibre of the nation he strengthened, irrespeetive
of the variations in international tension.

\orway's foreign policy since the War has clearly shown
tliat she will thro v in ber lot with the whole democratic

world. Tins does not merely mcan that we realise the
weakness of our position if ive stand clone. Norwegian
foreign policy is not solely dictated by the desire for

security in association with tlie great nations. It is an
expression of our desire to build the eountty's future upon

the b•oundwork of icleas which serve as the foundation
for all democratic societies in the world.

It would seem to he clear, then, that what we do to

fortify our people morally and ideologically cannot stop
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short of a narrow, national objective; it must be part of
a larger whole. In this work it is a primary goal that we

promote co-operation and confidence between our own
and other nations, linking our country more closely with
ail the peoples vho set store by the same ideals and basic
values. On that accourt we must also meet with positive
counter-measures ail endeavours to sow division and mis-

trust between the democratic states, for instance between

the U.S.A. and the European clemocracies, between the
countries in N.A.T.O., etc.

This loyal co-operation with the other democratic
peoples does not mean that we renounce the right to
criticise. Sound, positive criticism is unquestionably
necessary. But we must be no less ready to sec our
own shortcomings than to criticise other nations, other
parties, and so on. One-sidecl criticism only produces self-
righteousness in those who are criticised. We must also
be able to respect things we do not unc.lerstancl in other
nations, things winch may have underlying causes about
whicli we know too little. Tins is a highly-important

point in the ideological battle. One of the strongest
weapons the anti-clemocratic ideologies wield today is
the prominence they give to ail antagonism betwcen the
democratic states, with the intention of creating emotional
strains and bitterness between them. One must realise

where such criticism cornes from and what its aim is. Often

there may be a kernel of truth in it. But its intention is

negative. Partly it emanates from people who know what
they are out for, and for \vhom objective democratic
criticism is merely a cloak for an altogether different aim,

namely, the ereation of division ancl ideological confusion.
And in part the criticism cornes from naïve idealists who
mean well, but do flot understand how the ideological
forces work.
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\Vhat makes the ideological battle specially dangerocis
today is the fast that so many in tiffe democratic countries

do not realise the enormous power of the ideolo ies, nor

the nature of their propaganda, so that thcy think it is

only a matter of yct another tug-of-war bctween Great
Po vers, of the kind we know so well from the historv of

the ninetcentli century. The situation today is essentially
the saine, they sav, etcept that modem veapons make
it more terrifying than ever before. Suc] < <i view arises
from an imperfect iniderstandinig of the nature of the
ideologies involved.
The Communist ideology naturally exploits tue present

tension between the Grcat Powers. But its own dynainic
nature impels it to exploit nn y .situ ation ancl any power-

combination by which it is confronted. An alteration of
the balance of power in favour of the democratic nations
xvi11 not alter this. Communism as an ideology has still

the same objective, and its chances of gaining world
dominion vill depend upon tlic degrec of ideological
clarity and conviction with which democracy can meet
it.

The fear and insecurity we ah l fecl on account of the
world situation oftcn causes us unconsciously to minimise
the dangers. To relieve our antiety our subconsciousness
helps us to believe that Communism has changed its
nature, that for instance the Coimnunists in China are not

at ail of the sanie type as those in Russia, but are only

poor peasants 'ho orant more land, and that if only ive

reduce the armaient programmes of the \Vestern nations
the Soviet Union vill no longer feel in danger, and so the
Communisi menace vill disappear. Again and aaain we
sec ho v utterances along these liner are eagerly seizecl
upon by people who have no antidote to their fears, and
how propaganda caf this lcind is largely eniployed in
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clemocratic countries with the abject of malcinb the
population Blind to wliat is really happening.

Iârom time to time one even hears douhts expressed as

to vhether trie icleolooical battle lias any reality. Is it true

that the icleologies have such enormous power? Is it truc

that it is such a dangerous thing if we fail to ârasp what
these icleologies mean and how they work?
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CHAP rER THRGE

How doeS an

Ideoloby work ?

IT WILL llelp to ansvver this question if we recall what
we expcricnced in the vears bethvicen 19» and 1910.
Many of us did not understand thc po«-er inher.ent in
Nazism and Fascism. \Ve failed to sec tliat these dynamic

idéologies could nevcr he checlced or satisfied by the con-
cessions that the democracies made to them. Our thinking
still ran on the time-lionoured unes of diplomatie negotia-

tion and power politics, \Vc did not real ise ho v an idcology
con exploit tue hlindness of its opponcnts. That is vhy,
although we were clcmocrats and despitc thc Tact that we
clcfinitely rejected botli Nazism and Fascism, we macle
concessions and took part in celebrations and events such
as the Olympic Gamcs in 1936, which thcse idcologies
utilised and turned to their own advanta e. Vve did not

realise that it vas a clangerous thing when these idéologies
won allies within the democracies, nor did we understand

how catastrop]iic it miglit Le for usas clemocrots if we
Lad flot a elcar grasp of the moral obligations implicit in

clemocracy. Oiir eyes were only opened when we saw
our own Nazis and collahorators in full swing, aiding the
enemy in our own country.

`Ve eau learn much l'rom the history of the last few
dccadcs. But if we vaut to grasp thc rcal nature of the
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ideological Uattlc, to sec how ideologies work and learn

what they ai'e out for, we cannot do better than study the
theory aucl practice of Communism.
Lenin bas defined the task of Communism with corn-

plete clarity:
"To carry on a war for thc overthrow of the international

bourgeoisie, a war a hundreci times more cliffieult, pro-

longed, complicated Chan the most stubborn of orclinary
Avars between countries."`

Tvpical also of an ideology is the helief that it must

sooner or liter attain its goal because of its inherent
power : "Communists must know tliat the future is theirs
in any case," as Lenin says.2 Communisis can change their
tactics and pursue a policy \vhich may stem opportunistic,

but the aim is ahvays the sanie, and the eonvineecl Com-
munist bas an unsnahablc belief that historical évolution

is on lus sicle-an évolution which vill leacl, with the

necessity of natural la v, to flic victory of Comtnunism.
One can 'ell uuclerstancl that such a conviction is a source

of great strength.
How, thon, does Communism vork as an ideology? Are

ail the accusations of infiltration ami disruptive manoeuvres

truc? Many people say: After all we have seen great
fluctuations in Soviet policy; how cati they be reconcilecl
vvith a consistent icleological outlook?

The answer is tltat the fluctuations in foreign policy,
whieh have so often arousecl optimistie popes in the clemo-
cratic mind, are entirely in accorclance with flic directives

given by Lenin. They do not denote any change in funda-
mental point of vie\v or principic. Accordingly, the charges
brought against Communists of infiltration and disruptive
manoeuvres are not tenclentious calumnies; they siinply

Lenin: The Infantile Sickness of "Lcftisrn" in Cornantrnism
(Moscow, 1.920), P. 52.

2 lb. p. 87.
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draw attention to the fact that Communists are consistent

in following the icleological directives they received from
Lenin ami Stalin. Lenin says, for example:
"Ta refuse beforehancl to manoeuvre, to utilise tue

conflicting (cyan though temporiry) interests bet veen
enemies; to refuse co-operation and compromise with
possible (aven though transient, unstabl_e, vacillating, con-

clitional) allies-is this flot an infinitely laughable thing?
Is it not as though, in thc clifcult assent of an unctplored
and heretofore inaccessible mountain, we were to renounce

beforehand tue idea that we might have to go sometimes
in zigzags, sometimes retracing our steps, sometimes
giving up the course once selected and trying varions

others? People who hit capon such icleas have ncither sense

for expcricnce."1

That tue varying Soviet policy towarcis other countries
is dietated solely by tactical ideological considérations is

clear from the principles laid clown for foreign policy by
the great Communist leaders. We cluote Stalin
"The Party's taslcs in this perioci in the sphere of Foreign

policy are determined hy its position as the Party of inter-
national recolution. Tlicse tanks are

1. To utilise ail the contradictions and conflicts among

the capitalist groups and governments wbich surrouncl our

country, with the abject of disintegrating imperialism.
2. To stiut no forces ancl resources to assist the pro-

letarian revolution in tue West.

3. To take ail measures to streugthen the national libcra-
tion mo-vement in the East.

4, To strengthen the Red Army."2

It is also clearly statecl that agreements with eapitalist
governments must be regarcled as tcmporary

Stalin: 'i he Party 13efore and After the Seizure of Power (Works,
Vol. V, Moscow, 1954), p. 113.
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"Evidently this refers to tcmporary abrecmcnts with
capitalist states in the field of inclustry, tracte, and, perhaps,
in the field of diplomatie relations .. .

"I thinlc that the existence of two opposite systems-
the capitalist systeni and the Socialist system-cloes not

exclude the possibility of such agreements .. .
"The limits to these agreements? The limits are set by

the opposite natures of the two systems hetween which
there is rivalry, struggle, con(liet. Within the limits per-

mitted by these t vo systems, but only within these .limits,

agreements are quite possih]e."'
Many people maintain, too, that the Soviet Union un-

questionably bas a sincere desire for pcace. Tlie Soviet
statesmen assert it themselves, and with a certain amount

of tr-uth. But ive must realise that these aspirations for
peace also have an ideological backgrouncl and are
determinecl by tactical considerations
"«e must not forget Lenin's statement that as regards

oui vorlc of construction very much depends upon whether
we succeed in postponing war vith the capitalist world,
which is inevitable, but whicli con be postponecl cither
until the moment when the proletarian revolntion in
Europe matures, or until the moment vvhen tue colonial
revolutions have fully maturecl, or, lastly, until the moment

when the capitaliste corne to blows over the division of
the colonies. Therefore the maintenance of peaceful rela-
tions with the capitalist countries is an obligatorv tank for
us. Our relations with the capitalist countries are based
on the assumption that the co-existence of two opposite
systems is possible."2
When, therefore, the Soviet leaders have been constantly

Stalin : Interview with the first Arnerican Labour Delegation
in Russia (Works, Vol. X, Moscow, 1954). p. 128.

" Stalin: Speech to 15th Con<7ress of C.P.S.U. (Works, vol. X.
Moscow, 1954), p. 296.
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asserting their peacefiil aspirations of late, and arguing

Chat it should be possible for the two systems to co-exist
peaceably, tlle explanation mav bc duite simple, namely
that the preservation of peace scems at present to be the
most eapedicnt policy for Commuuism in its pursuit of
world concluest. What tbcy declare today is in complete

conformity with the principles laid do«-n by Lenin and
Stalin.

Lenin also gives clear directions for dealing with the
non-Communist countries, His statements on this subject
give us the key to much of what is happening in these
countries toclay

"It is more dil$cult for \Vestern Europe to begin the
Social Révolution than il vas for us. To attcmpt to `circum-

vent' this difliculty, to `leap over' the hard taslc of utilising
reactionary parliaments for revolutionary purposes, is
absolutc childishncss."1

"To ovcrcome a more potent enemy is possible only
througb the greatest effort and by dint of the obligatory,
thorough, careful, attentive and skilful utilisation of every
`breach' howcver sniall, bet veen the encmies, of every

clash of interests between the bourgeoisie of ail countries,
between varions groups and species of the bourgeoisie
within separate countries, as well as of evcry possibility
however small, of gaining an ally, even though it be a

tcmporary, shaky, uiistable, unreliable and conditional
one. Who bas not eraspcci this has failed to grasp one iota
of Marxism, and of scieutific, modern `civiliscd' socialism

in general."'
Lenin gave clear directions for the work in the different

anti-Communist dates. These directions explain why
Communist infiltration is so difficult to detect, for it does

'Leinn: op. dit., p. 47.
lb., p. 53.
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nul always act undcr Hie rame of Commuuism. They
show us also that the ideologieal world var of today is

something altogether different from, and more than, tlie
traditional struggles bcNveen the legal political parties
with which ive are familiar in oui' parliamentary life.

"But tliose vho cannot co-ordinate illegal forms of the

struggle wi.th legal oncs, are very poor rcvolutionaries. It

is flot at ail dificult to he a good revolutionist once the
revolution bas already Broken out-when ail and everyone
joins thc revolution from more cnthusiasm, h cause it

is the fasinon, sometimes even front consideratioris of

personal gain. It costs the proletariat labour, great labour,
and I may say, elcruciating pains to rid itself after the
victory of these `glas-revolutionists' (pscucio-revolutionists).
It is far more difficult, and yet more valuable, to knovv

how to be a revolutionary, even when conditions are yet

lacking for direct, general, truly mass- and truly revolt.i-
tionary-action; to lie able to defend the interests of the
revolution (by propaganda, agitation, organisation), in
non-revolutionary institutions and oftentimes in clown-

right reactionary sw-roundings, amongst masses Chat are

incapable of immediatcly understanding the necessity for
rev olutionary methods. To Le able to find, to sense, to

determine the concrete plan of still incomplete revolu-
tionary mcasures and methods, leading the masses to the

real, decisive, final, great revolutionai•y struggle-this is

the chicf problem of modern Communism in Western
Europe and America."1

Of the Communists' activities among the workers in a

capitalisa community Lenin writes
"And this gives rise to the absolute, the imperative

necessity, for thc proletarian vanguarcl, for its conscious
part, for the Co nmuuist Party, to resort to manoeuvres,

'lb., p. 82.
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temporisinôs ami compromises wit]i the various groups of
proletarians, with the various parties of vorlcmen and
petty bosses. The whoie thing lies in being able to apply
these tactics ancl of raising and not lowering the general
level of proletarian clans consciousness, revolutionary
ability to fight and conques'."
The tactics employed today towards ideologically con-

fusecl groups in non-Communist countri.es are illustratecl by
Lenin's cleseriptions of the manner in whieh Mcnshevism
(a. school of thought vithin tile Communisl Party` in
Russia) was overcome in early clays
"The deinocrat; of the petit-bourgeoisie, inclucling the

Menshevilcs, inevitably waver bctween the bourgeois
clemocracy ancl thc system of soviets, bet\veen reformism
and revolutionary moods, bet vecn fear of the clictatorship
of the prolétariat ami sympathy vith the vorkers. The
right Communist taches must be to utilise this vacillating
attitude. But Chat is only possible if, as circumstances allow,
one maltes concessions to the clements which scek the

support of the proletariat, while at the saine lime opposing

the elements which tend to approaeh the bourgeoisie.
And when the Bolsheviks employed the right tactics
Menshevism gradually disintegratcd. The opportunistic
leaders were isolalcd, and the best workers and the best

elements in the petit-bourgeois clemocracy came oves to

os. But this vas a long process. Slogans such as `No com-

promises, no manoeuvres' oaly have the effect of vealcening
the influence and $ghting spirit of the proletariat."3

Lenin's statements about Englanci are also interesting
in tins eonnection

"Likewise in England it is necessary to put the worlc of

lb., p. 57.
2 Known at that time in Russia as the Social Denocrats.

'lb., p. 57.
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propagancla, of agitation and organisation in the armv anal

aniong the oppresscd nationalities deprivecl of equal rights
in thc Empire (Ireland, the colonies), on a new oasis (flot
in the socialist but in thc communist, not in the reformist

but in the revolutionary manner). For ail these splieres of
public life, in hie epoch of imperialism generally, and 1iow,
after a war which lias ctliaustecl tue peoples ancl which

lias opened their oves to the trnth (namely, tliat tcns of
millions have been l;illcd aucl maimed sol_ely to deeicle
whethcr EngIisli or German plunclerers shah rob more
countries), ail these spheres of public life are especially
611ed with inflammable material and create especially
many causes for conflicts, crisis, enhancements of flic

class-struggle."1

A statement of Stalin's vill throw light on thc way in
which Communism lias vorked and still works in colonial

counlries

"It is a question of preparing the proletariat of such
colonies as Inclia for the rôle of leader in thc libcration

rnovement ... The task is to croate a rcvolutiomtr v anti-

imperialist bloc and to ensure tlie hegemony of hic pro-

letariat ivithin this bloc."2

Communism exemplifies ail tlie most tvpical clmarac-
teristics of an ideology. Ii gives a philosoplry of life,
captures people's emotions, ancl provides a plan both for

the individual and for the hroups which are to champion
its cause. This plan is always aclapted to the conditions
at the time, and changes in the tactical plan do nui, of
course, mean that there lias been any alteration iii tlie

ultimate aim of the icleology. Thus the activity of world
Communism in recent years affords a clear example of

1 1h., p. 84.
Stalin: Marxisrn rmd the National Question (Lawrence and

Wishart, London, 1947), p. 217.
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the way in which an icieology acting on the same funda-
mental ideas, croates a plan which in practice is con-
stantly altered and aclapted to the economic, political and

ideolobical conditions confronting Communism at any
particular juncture. There is therefore a great cleal to be
learnt from the Communist offensives since the last World
War.

Lenin's instruction to exploit ail the conflicting interests

of the non-Communist countries is nowhere more scrupu-
lously implementeci than in the case of the relations

between the United States on the one side and Europe
on the other. I-Iere the Communists have been highly
successful in adroitly esploiting such conflicting interests

as exist; and many democrats who lacé ideological clarity
have actually ass.isted them, because they have not seen

tliat conflicts between democrats are something that we

ail share the responsibility for resolving. Such difficulties
have in consequence often been used to separate the
democracies from each other. In eploiting the tension
between the United States and Europe the Soviet Union
lias had many good helpers, who, without beinb members
of the Communist Party, nevertheless act in conscious
or unconscious accordante \vith Lenin's ancl Stalin's

directives»

In the Cornmunists' descriptions of the relations between
the United States and Enbland certain themes to which
they constantly return are not only used to divide these
two countries, but are also intendeci to foster distrust of

the United States in ail the nations which feel closely
associatecl with Englancl. Allegations such as these are

1 Stalin's directive states as a major principle "to utilise even the
smallest breach in tue enemv's front and any conllict of interests
between the bourgeoisie in the cliff.erent countries and hct veel the
diflerent groups within the bourgeoisie in every country."
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reiteratecl: the Unitcd States tries to cripple Englancl
economically hy prevcnting lier £rom exporting lier
industriel goods to East Europe, by shutting Engtish
goods out of thc United Statcs by high customs tarifs,
hy underselling English goods in Western Europe, and
by sliouldering Englancl ont of lier old markets in the
colonies and dominions; thc United States is restoring
the industries of West Germany in orclcr to undermine
Englancl's cconomy, is using lier economic power to bring
wesstnre upon othcr countrics for tue purpose of uncler-
mining England economically, etc., etc.

Iany tivill perhaps aslc \vhether these violent accusations
against the United States can lie entirely b seless. Is there
net some truth in them? Obviously onc cannot assume
that ail circles in the United States are actuated gay un-

selfisli motives in regard to the country's foreign policy.
In the U.S.A., as in other countries, diflerent interests and

viewpoirits, hotu of an iclealistie and of a selfish nature,

corne into play. But il is noticcable in the Coinmunist
propaganda tliat the sclfish interests in Hie United States
or other countries are exaggeratecl and representecl as the
sole factor clecicliug Hie Foreign policy of the country in

question. By talcing this lino the Communists endeavour
to make people suspicions of the idcalistic motives that
actually exist.

Similarly, the Communist propaganda sought te exploit
the hostility to the E.D.C. treaty vhich was so wiclespread
in France. Iii eider to strengthen French opposition to

this plan Communist propaganda exaggerated and gave
one-siclec3 prominenee to any Amcriean statements whieh
could be interpretecl as threats te France, bringing pressure

upon lier to malte lier accept thc plan.
Such partisan misrepresentations of Hie mutual relations

of the \Vestern nations are partly meant for the people in
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Communist countries, to strengthcn tlicir belief in the
Communist theoiy that the Cahitalist world 'iIl oradually
clisintegrate on accotent of its own inner strife, until the
day cornes for the Communists to take control. But it lias
also a very stron, effect upon ideolo ically unstable people
in the democracies, because it spreads suspicion and

Posters mutual clistrust. For the interpretations of political
devclopments in the Wcst which are sent out from Moscow
are duly spread in various forms ancl on di(lerent occasions

ail oves the world, not only by the Cominunist Party and
the Communist Press, but undcr appropriate disguises in

the non-Comrnunist Press and propagande, sa as to malte
them secm more crcdihle.

When considering the question of Comntunist infiltra-
tion zn the non-Communist countries it is natural to start

from Lenin's statement that Communists must "manoeuvre

and negotiate and make compromises with the difierent
proletarian groups anc1 with the clifferent parties which

represent the workers and small pronerty-owners." There
is also the question, as Lenin says, o£ trying to gain
allies, even if it Le only for a short time and even if
they are wavering and 'cak. We must also hear in mind
Lcnin's saying that such slogans as "No compromises, no

manoeuvres" only weaken thc influence and fighting spirit
of the proletariat. Flow, tlien, does Cornmunism go to work
in this sphere of action?

It is clear that the Communists have, in a number of

fields, made tactical compromises and gained allies for a
tïme, because world Cornmunism is best scrved in this s'av

for the moment. Authoritative statements from leading
Communist quarters show that this is so.

In leacling articles in the Cominform journal ("For a

Lasting Pence, fora People's Democracy") dated 24th April
ancl lst May, 1J:», clear instructions arc issued from the
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Comrnunist Party in the différent countries as to the causes

Communists should support and in \vhich they should
co-operate, in order gradually to assume tue leadership in

ibis co-operation, ancl use it for their own ideolobical ends
as long as this sliould proue expedieut
"The Central Committees of thc Communist parties iu

France, Italy, Creat Britain and in a number of other

countries point out that the members must devote their

main effort to strengtlieniirg political and orbanisational
work in the enterprises, that they must flot confine them-
selves solely to organising the strnogle for immediate
demands, but must liuk tins strudgle with the fight for
pence, for national inclcpenclence, with clefence of demo-
cratic freedoms; tliey must esplain to the vorkers the

essence of the policy of thc Parts' and its ultimate aims. Tiffe
Communists must lie active in tlie tracte unions, in the

peasant, women's and youth organisations, and they must

never forget that only by unitecl action cau the masses
rebufi the policy of \var, poverty and Fascism."

In accordance with this, we have aise seen how the

Communists organise mass striées and protest meetings
not because the ohjeets of the strilces or protest meetings
are important in themselves, but because such actions eau

be used to clisrupt aucl weaken dcmocracy, and because
they themselves eau win popular confidence by actively
supporting tue "people's" or the "workers' " cause. To gain
influence and future power they are active in everv form
of pence propaganda and in the struggic for libération of
the colonial peoples, though in reality they have no belief
in any other form of pence or liberatioii tlian that which is
the outcome of the ultimate triumph of Communism.
The Cominform journal constantly repeats the clirec-

tives te Communists in clifferent countries, ur ing them to
vorlc in the tracic unions and to set on foot United actions
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among the workers and link these united actions to
Communist-eontrollecl trace unions. Sueh directives eon-

sistently stress the point that the formation of united fronts

is the most important task of the Communists in Colonial
countries.

P•avda wrote on the evc of the lst of May, 1953
"One may become convinced by the exaniple of the

Chinese peoplc's victorious liberation struggle that the
scale and strenth of the national liberation movement

depends on the dcgree to \vlûcli the masses of the people
of the colonies are clrawn into this movement. Tins refers

above ail to the drawing into the liberation strugglc of the
peasantry and the working people, and it also refers to

the dra\vino of the national bourgeoisie into the hheration
movement. Hence, it bccomcs understandablc vhy the
Communist and Workers' Parties attach paramount im-
portance to the creation and stren;thening in the colonial
countries of a unitecl anti-imperialist fighting front." Then

Prauda bives a list of ail the places where this is taking
place : Malaya, the Philippines, Indonesia, Egvpt, Persia,
Central Africa and Kenya, North Africa, Nigeria and the
Cold Coast. Thc mme article says that "the national
liheration movement lias hecome an inseparable part of
the revolutionary strugble of the workinb people of all
countries for the triumph of Socialism."

This article in Pravcla recalls Lenin's observation about

postponing the inevitable war a;ainst the capitalist
countries either until the prolétariat war bas progressed
far enough in Europe or until the revolution in the colonies

reaches a critical stage. At that juncture Communism vilI
be more easily able to attain world-dominion, either hy
making war on a wcakened enemy or by taking contrai
\vithout any war, because Communism vill by then
have secured sa much of the leadership in the national
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libération struggle in the colonies. The article also stressed
Stalin's saying that one of thc Coinmunist Party's prnmlry

tanks is the strengtheninb of national liberation move-
ments. It is easy to see that Communists have faithfully
carriecl out these instructions from Lenin ancl Stalin.

If, tlien, we compare the directives given by Lenin and
Stalin for this sphcre of action with the authoritative
reports ancl staiements of leading Coniimmists today, we

are bound to give up the illusion that Communists have
nothing to do with the leadership of otherwise legitimate
liberation movements in various countries, Many clemo-
crats Gnd it difflcult to face this. They are not in sympathv

with tiLe Communist ideology. But if they admit Chat
Communism is lccenly interested in the liberation move-
ments and tliat it strongly influences them, they will be
apt to feel that they are guilty of condemnina even the
legitimate desire for independence that they sec in colonial
countries. If, however, we genuinely avant such aspirations
for liberty to have good and lasting results for the colonial
countries and the rest of the world we must be duite elear
about thc Communists' motives in supportin ; liberation
movementsand about the effects their influence on tbese

libération movements vill bave upon deinocracy. For
Communists the support of liberation movements is a

means of promotinô inner discord and weakness in the
non-Communist countries, and this, they are convinced,

is a necessary preliminary to the world victory of Com-
munism. Moreover they wish to secure future influence
and control in the différent countries, as they are liberated

and Begin to play an inereasing rôle in world politics.
Wlien democrats so often raise the question whetlier

Com unism lias become "better" or "worse" it simply
shows that the truc character of the ideologies is flot

undcrstood. A comfortahle and uucommitted "bourgeois"
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liberalism is no ;oocl préparation for understauding and

assessing Communism. Communist world policy cati ouly
be understood as a consistent app]ication in practice of
an underlying, total ideological principle. Therefore the
psychological warfare wageci against non-Communist
countries in the forin of icleological propagancla, disruptive
tactics, and infiltration, is flot thc normal political offensive
by which a Great Power seeks to get the boiter of other
Powers, capture new markets, and so on. Il is rooted in
a totalitarian philosophy of lite aiming at worlcl-domina-

tion. And ils shock-troops fight in lite Grm conviction that
in practice their philosophy will make an end of war,
poverty and oppression, and croate the classlcss society.

If, thon, our object is to stren;tlien the defensive power

of a country, it is not enougli to draw thc nation's atten-

tion to the clangerous, foreign idéologies, to warn people
against their a.ctivities, or perhaps to proltibit them. The

banning of Communist parties is no solution. Nor does
it represent a decisive victory over Communism if, for
example, an election reduccs the number of ils representa-
tives in the national assemhly. Notwithstanding sucb
accidentai setbacks, Cominunisin as an idcology will still
remain as active as ever in the pursuit of its encls.

\Vhat then bas oui' present-day clemocracy tltat it can

set against the breat icleologics?
No one con say that the democratic cowitries have any

such clearly formulated and uniting icleology as the Com-
munist bloc lias. Truc, there bas Brown up since the .fast
war, and despite ail their muti.ial clifliculties, a stronger
international solidarity between ail the democracies of
the West than ive have ever had bofore. Certain organs of

the Uriited Nations have also belped to strengihen the
unity of principle, and the fellowship in knowledge and
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sentiment, timon; the democracies. But there can be no

question bore of any real ideolocv.
Increasing numbers of people in the democracies are

be;inning to grasp the nature of Communism, and how it
\vorks. But that is not enough. Unless we have something
becter to put in its place, something that can give ourselves
ancl others a deep inner security, hope for the future, and

an objective to work for, then this increased knowlcdge of
Communism ancl of its activities is liable to create fear

and hopelessness. And to create such fear is clirectly
dangerous. For it bas t vo different results, botte o£ winch
are injurions.

In some people tins fear makes them try unconsciously
to keep thc scriousness of the situation at arm's lenbth by

endcavouring to persuade themselves and others that the
danger is not so breat after ail and that the facts are only

biased asti-Cornmunist propaganda. They wish to believe
that it is the Communists who feel themselves threatened,

and that the sole reason why they are agâressive from time

to time is out of sheer clesperation. Such people quite
forget that the Communist attitude is very far from being
indicative of desperation and uncontrolled aggression, and
that on tue contrary it bears vitness to purposeful action
ancl a cool and confident conviction that they have made

impressive progress, and that the future is theirs. In other
people, again, fear leacls to various forms of hysteria. We
know from psychology that both animais and human
beings, when confrontecl by a diliicult or dangerous situa-
tion they wish to evacle, and are unable to sec any satis-

factory way out of it, readily react with sonie hysterical
and senseless bchaviour, vhich often takes an aggressive
foret. Moreover this behaviour may be directed against

people or things winch are by no means the causes of the
difFcult situation. The reaction of some people against
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the situation today takes tue forrn of hvsterical anti-
Communist activity. They see a danherous situation which
they often assess clearly and correctly; but they sec no

clear alternative. At the saule Lime they fecl bound to do
something, so they direct the ag;ressiveness inspired by
thcir fear against the people wllom they happcn to feel
it easicst at the moment to attaclc. This is often tue under-

lying reason why a gond deal of the anti-Communist
activity we see today displays a hysterical character.
Both of these attitudes-fear endeavouring to minimise

the advance of Communism or fear leading to hysterical
antl-ComInunlst activity-are tZrpical of the delnocracics
today. And both attitudes show only too clearly that
democracy bas flot succecded in giving people any clcarly
dcfined and strong alternative to the ideology of Com-
mnnism. Had it been able to do so, these two attitudes
woulcl not have been so coinmon in democratic nations

as they are.

The Comniunists cannot be won for clemccracy hy
mcans of anti-Comnninism. The inherent moral and ideo-

ingical strength of democracy is the only weapon vhich
eau stop the onward mare] i of Cominunism and wili Com-
munists over to a dernocratic vay of life. But if clemoeraey
Jacks this inherent strcngth, it vill neither deserve nor be

able to do this. We must therefore regard the progress
anti strength of Communism as the brcat mxl (lecisive
challenge to the quality of democracy.
The only thing whieh can malle democrats to mcact in

a svise anci etpedient way to the propagauda ami advanee
of Communism is an icleology which gives inner sceurity
ancl fearlessness and a clear alternative to the Communist

system; an ideology which gives an assured faith in the
future and an objective embracing the whole world, and
which commits us ail to a personal share in the pursuit
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of titis end. An icleology with such far-reacliing aims as
Communism cannot be met with lesser aims. Our icleo-

logical alternative must ûe of such a nature that it enables
us to talce the offensive in the «par of icleas. Our basic con-

victions must lie sa strong Chat they wi11 win other people

and nations. Fading that; they will flot provicle au aclecluate
alternative in the critical struggle before us, and our fear

will bring about our clefeat. Ideologieal clefenee must

therefore tala the form of an ideological offensive which
wi11 turn our enemies into frieuds. If we fail to do this.

democracy viii lose in the battle for the world.
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(1-IAP rEC{ FoITII

What does an Ideology mean for

the Individucti anci the Coinmunity?

SINcn ideologies havc become such a tremendous force
in our clav, it must mean that, in some way or other, they

satisfy deep-seated needs in modern people. If, then, the
democracies arc to vithstand the ficrcc onslauglit of the
non-democratic ideologies, deniocracy itself must become
capable of satisfying these neecls in a hetter way.
Many people react negatively to the thought that

democracv must have a clear ideology. In part, this
negative attitude is die to the eireumstanee that vhat
Nor vegians kno v about idcologies is chic[ly derived from
tlieir esperience of Nazism during the war-memories of
Press censorship, tcrrorism, torture, arhitrary treatment,

concentration camps, etc. Very naturally this bas created
a negative, ernotional rcaction to the concept "ideology."

In addition, our cxnericncc of Nazism bas hiven many
people the erroneous conviction that an ideology must
necessarily he a bard anci fast, massive system of ready-
made political and social doctrines or principles. In view

of these misconceptions it is necessary to point out that
the word "ideology" is an important scientific concept
which has long had its accepted place in the social sciences.
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In itself it expresses neither a positive for a negative
évaluation.

In the joint publication Tensions that Cause Vars

Professor Arne Ness pives the follosving possible defini-
tions of the concept "ideology" : "Ideological doctrines
consist of clusters of (1) ethical or social norias or principles
and detailed codes of behaviour; (2) politically relevant

hypotheses, especially means-end hypotheses; and (3)
verbal stcreotypes vith no fairly precise meaning, but
influencing controversies svithin ancl betsveen nations."1
These definitions indicate that several forms of ideology
are conceivable. A short, simple definition of the concept

is given by the psychologists Krech and CrutchReld : "A
unified totality of beliefs and attitudes is au ideology, or

life philosophy."2 A theorctic-philosophical system is not
necessarily an ideology. It only becomes an ideology vhen
this systern of icleas détermines the total behaviour of a
perron, i.e. his thinking, bis emotions and bis vill.
We may take it as a fact tliat there seems to be a sarong

desire in man for a coherent and unified meaning in life

and existence. Krech and Crutchfield speak of the insistent
nature of man's "strivings after meaning,"3 and maintain
that "a man searching for an ideology or a lifc philosophy
is also driven by an explieit neecl for understandin;."`

Such an ideology or life philosophy bas immense signifi-
cance for the creation of a harmonious personality. Man

has many different needs and therefore seeks to attain
many ends-ends that are often so mutually opposed that
they corne into conflict. To take an example that is familiai•

1 Cantril, Hadlev (cd. by) : Tensions thot Cause Vars (Univ. of
I11. Press, Urbana, 19501, p. 271.

2 Krech, D., and Crutcbficld, R. S.: Theorr/ and Problerns of Social
Psycholog!I (McGraw IIi11, 1948), p. 102.

3 Ib., p. 153.
' Ib., p. 154.
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to ail : On selfish grounds vve may wish to do something
whicli is a breach of generally aecepied standards, while
at the same time wc want to retain the social respect of
our fellow men. If our personality is to be harmonions,
these needs or aims must somehow be organisecl and
niutually reconcilecl. This is brought about first and
foremost through a unified totality of convictions, a life

plulosophy whicli is so deeply coinpclling that it can direct
our energies : in otler vords, exactly vhat ive have under-
stoocl by an ideology. It singles out certain needs ancl aims
as primai-y, and sets up certain ideals or values as central
ancl governing. This, indeed, is absolutely necessary if the
Personality is to function harnioniously. A harnionious
pcrsonality is no chance constellation of needs, aims and
attitudes. All thesc factors are interdependent and form
a collaborative whole. Thus a harmonious personality may
be saicl to consist of a numher of necds, attitudes, etc.,

\vhieh have aecluirecl a definite structure by means of an
ideology. The manncr in which the various factors of
Bersonahty collaborate, and the veight and value given
to the separate needs in this collaboration, vill be decicled
accorcling to the values that the ideology stresses as central.

In the joint publication Tensions that Cause Wars' the
hsychologist Cordon W. Apport speaks of the two types of
personality that arc mort easily worked up and carried
away by aggressive nationalist emotionalism, Que of these
types is the unintegrated "mariy-minclecl person"... "Being
unsure of bis owu values, he will yield to the demagogue,

follow the prevailing fashion." The unintegrated perron is

hrecisely the man without an ideology, i.e. one in whom
certain overriding values have not helped to bring the
di(ferent sicles of tlie personality into stable and harmonious
collaboration. I-Ie hossesses no clear system of values vhich

'1h., pp. G6-G7.
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will enahle him to see through anci evaluate demagogic

and misleading propagancla. On tue eontrary, lie vill often
feel that such propagancla gives him just \vhat lie neecls
at the moment, He vill feel that hc gets "opinions" tliat

lie can express forcibly, and for a short time lie \vill receive
into lis life something tlhat is ahle to create a kind of
coherence in lis needs mcl aims, which arc usually in cou-
fluet vitli one auothcr and therefore give him a sense of
insecurity hoth in liimself and towards others. A foriü of

agitation which gives ail thc Haine to others for vhatevcr
is vvrong, seems oniy too easily to gain control ov er persons
svlio are insecure; such agitation can even give them
for the time bcing an increasecl senne of their own value
ancl importance. Thus we sec tuât "unintegratecl, many-
minded persons" usually full easy victims to the foret of
agitation winch pots the hlame on others rather t]uui
themselves.

As the second type, Allport mentions "the incliviclual
whose fears are such that lie bas himself developecl a

`totalitarian' character structure. I-Ie needs a safety islancl

in lus group, his nation. Beyonci the ingroup lie feels
hclpless. He suspects, rejects, hâtes the stranger ..." There
are many persons \vho are so much dominated by fear
that they dare not tome to grips with problems or with
other people. They keep life at a distance from them.
Either they submit to an ahsolute authority by entering
a group which always "is right," or else they develop a

clomineering attitude whicli always insisls on rights-the
right to unchallengeahlc opinions and the right to do as
they like. When one ahvays "is right" in this vay, or

when one is a member of a group that is sure it always "is
right," it is possible to clespise and look down upon otlier
individuels and groups, and so to keep at a distance what-
ever might threateu the conception one lias of oneself. For
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the fear which drives sucli a person is fn•st and foremost
the fear of discovering how weak and pitiable he really
is. But in the ;roue he joins, the individuel gains a certain
debrec of sccurity against this unpleasant discovery, and

the menil)ers of the group increase one another's feeling
of security hv making constant accusations and attacks on

other groups. They laclc a system of values that can give

inner secnrity and endow life with such meaning that a

man eau also Lave the courage honestly to sec bis owu
mistakes and \veaknesses.

In contrast w.ith these two types there is a third : the

one owning such a system of values that he can naturaliy
feel the whole world to be his neighbour. llis iclcology
givcs him n securit:y which does not depend upon Lis
always being right. IIis system of valises helps him to have
a realistic opinion of himself, to detect bis proneness to

find scapegoats, to show tyrannical behaviour or sub-
rnissiveness; ancl this agam enahles him consciously to

withstand these tendencies. lle can openly and freely give

and accept inspiration, because he has an ideology that

makes it possible for liim to evaluate the impressions he
receives, whilc making it unnecessar for him to defend
himsclf against thern hy categorical denunciations.

\Ve have inentioned carlier that there are many people
in the clemocratic states who are uncertain of their own

values, and vho are without a fixed yardstick or fixed
standards of evaluation. War and interment camps, famine
and su(fering, homes Broken up, fresh threats of \var, and
an uncertain future have filled many with fear. AVe have
shown how fear often expresses tself in aggressiveness
and hystcria, and frecluently fosters the development of
an authoritarian character. Ail thcse are factors tliat can

easily he utilised hy demagogues and subversive agitators,
factors that seemingly give people a temporary senne of
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security and an antidote to fear, a meanina to existence,
pope for the future, and something to live for.
An ideoloby is a philosohhy of lifo that a man must

personally matie bis ovin. It is important to realise that

such an ideology is not lrst of ail dependent capon flic
possession of knowledbc. Modern educationists have con-

sistently laid breat stress upon impartinb knowledgc, to

give the individuel every available means of using life
to the best advantage. But the belief that this in itself

will ensure human happiness is founded on an outdated
intellectualist conception of man. \Ve have now loft behind
the psychology which taught that man thinks with bis
brain ami fcels with bis heart; we know now that brain

and heart, thought and feeling, cannot bc separated from
Bach other and funetion apart. In laying such stress upon

imparting knowledge and skills, vie have to a large degree
neolected to instil a deep consciousness of the ends that

should be attained by these means, of the values that are

worthy to be accepted as vital and unconditional. So long
as a persan lias no conviction with regard to the vitally
important values that a11 knowledbe ancl technology must
subserve, lie will not have sufiiciently strong motives to

make him exert every effort to attain such ends. The
psychologist Apport says that there is a breat diference
between purely intellectuel knowledoe and knowlecige
which also captures our emotion. If book-learning is to

play its part in ereating international unclerstancling, one

must have the sound mind, free from tramping complexes.
He maintains that a man can be a learned scholar familiar

with ail ethical systems, and himself be the author of an
altruistic doctrine of ethics, yet be blatantly egoistic and
aggressive in his personal life. IHe tan also know the weak-
nesses of human beings and be vieil schooled in the modern
technique of propagande, as Goebbels was, and still use
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this knowledge to harm bis fello v rnen, Apport holds that
this suggests that moral and religions leaders may be right
in what tlicy say about ihese things. For, as lie argues,
knowledge can only be soeially effective when it is deeply
rooted in values that vve ourselves accept. And man's moral

inclination is still a decisive factor in bringiug about war
or peace.'

Onc can safely say that only the minci froc from
cramhiug complexes is able to emhloy tic vast scientilïc
knowledge and highly developed teclutolugy of today in

a vay that is really of benefit to society. But before ve con

create such complcx-free hersons ive must above ail be
able to crcate the deeply conv inced senne of values that
vill direct the individual's behaviour, satisfy lis deepest
needs, ancl furnish absolutc objectives for lus life and
work.

O ving to the fast that everyone ]ives bis life in some

kincl of group, vitli certain external conditions of life in
common, and vith a coinmon historical, cultural and

religions background, systems of values or ideologies vill
tend to lie common to such broups. This bas become
espeeially evident in our clay,'lien the disposition to foret
grouhs is, as alrcacly stated (pp. 13-14), struuhcr than ever
before.

A group will lie strong ideologically to the saine degree

that the single individuals in it fecl pcrsonally committed
to its ideology, and to the saine de ree that this ideology
can permanently satisfy the deepest needs of cadi in-

clividual. The group will be vveak if the individuals
only feel themselves committed in a sl.ight degree to the
ideology; or if the ideology is of such a nature that it is
without significanec for their deepest personal needs.

' From Cantril, IIadley (cd. by) : Toisions that Cause Wars (Unie.
of Ill. Press, Urbana, 1930), p. 65.
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Some groups of this lcind ean be further divicled into
sub-groups. A nation is a large group, but \vlthin it mav

be founcl such sub-groups as farmers and inclustrial
workers, ditferent political parties, etc. A still largcr group
eau be formecl of' a number of countries \vit11 thc saine

fuudamental social outlook, for esamplc the Western
clemocracies, or ail the counrries with a social system based
upon the fundamental iclea of Communism. But it is clear

that \vithin a large, composite group Bach of the smaller
groups vvill o ten have its own special ideology, because
these smai!er groups have rather differellt neecls and
interests. If these special icleologies conflict with the

ideology of the group as a whole, thé large group \vill be
ideologically \veak and easy to clisrupt. And if one of the
small groups within a largo ideological group bas special
interests that are stronôer than the interests which hold the

langer group together, it \vill not be cliflicult to sever this
little group from the larger one.

Such group-idcologies \vii1 \vork in different \vays. Some

sociologieal studies have becn carried out in tins field. The
results .suggest that an iclcology which is harcl and un-

yiclding and essentially one-tracé in tenclency, which is

restricted to a particu.lar group and dependent upon the
seeurity enjoyecl \vithin a slrongly organisecl, restrieted
group of this kind, is proue to foster an aggressive ancl
militant attitude.

This is in complote agreement \vith what has previously
been said about perlons with a "totalitarian" structure of
character. Thc sense of security that a totalitarian icleoloby

gives to suclh pensons is due in large measure to the manner

in which the indiviciual's feeling of insecurity is repressed
by adopting an aggressive, militant and clcnunciatory
attitude to other groups. An ideology which demands
a riâidly one-trick type of thon;ht and emotion will
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also ereate clis]iarmony in tue indivicluals personality aricl
such a feeling of disharmony will hc vcry api to increase
his aggressive and clenuneiatory attitude and hehaviour.

An ideology vill accordingly have dangerous effects if
it is of thc kind which only appeals to onc group, class,
nation or race, and which is not subordinated to a greater

and more comprclicnsivc idcology,
An ideology which is strict])' otie-tracé vill produce

personal proLlems of adjustment and aggressivencss.
This is because sueh an ideology always nakes hcavy

demands upon the individual and croates clillicult cttcrnal
conditions to which he cannot casily adapt himself.
\\%e sec, therefore, that sucli idcologies lay themseh-es

out to transfcr these aggressivc feelings to external
abjects or persons looked upon as enernies of the ideology.
When people's emotions are canalised in tins \vay, vith

the aggressiveness directed outwards, it hecomes casier
for the individuel to live in socially ancl pcrsoually un-

eongenial conditions, \Ve have seen this demonstratecl
bath by Nazism and Coinmunism. An idcology which
creates disharmony in the personality of indivicluals must

constantly provide the people with scapegoats, so that
their aggressiveness ancl bitterness may hc et reeted against

something which is neither tue ideology nor its representa-
tives. This is easiest to manage vhen the ideology lias an

external enemy that con be tlie scapegoat. This is not

always possible, however. Therefore ive sec that such
ideologies have ver)' oftc,i to sacrifice somcbody of tlieir
own, to seize capon one or more individuals in thcir group,

represent them in their propaganda as enemies of the
ideology, and dehver them to tue masses, so that the latter
can have an outlet for their aggressiveness which is flot

directed against the ideology. The men who lose in the

struggle for power that is continually going on hetween
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the toprnost leaders of such a group are frequently used
as scapegoats. Tlie Nazis took the Jcws as their special
vietims; Russian Communism macle use of the Moseow

trials to givc their faithful adherents a number of con-

venient scapegoats. More reccutly there lias been the
"liquidation" of Beria ancl his faction.

In the clemocratic countries people lire in variecl concli-
tioris, \vith difercnt personal, religious, social and cultural
backgrouncls. Obviously tliis inusi set its stamp on their
whole attitude to life, \vith thc result that we find a great

many diflcrent ways of thinking in tue democratic world
If a group-attitude of tiûs kind becomes more important
than the common clemocratic ideology this vill tend to

veaken dernocracy. It will give authoritarian icleologies
the chance to clevelop within the dernocracies themselves.
Now it is clear that, on the orle hand, we do not want the

politics and tue mentality of our democratic states to
hecome uniform, as it lias in stases doininated by a

politicai icleology. On the other hand it is necessary to
create a common clernocratic attitude, if we are to have

any chance of withstanding the undemocratic ideologies
which promise people the fellowship arid the sensé of
purpose for vhich they long. A democratic attitude can

only be created by giving tangible expression to funda-
mental ethical principles. This will not leaci to any one-

track mentality in thinlcing or political activities, but vill
croate a strong sense of loyalty and solidarity, and give
common motives and values for a democratic interpreta-

tion of existence-or philosophy of life. It eau only be
achieved by menas of a moral ideology. It is vital, therefore,
to discover the underlying moral principles of democracy,
and realise them in practice througlzout the wliole demo-
cratic world.
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More and more people have corne to sec that the future
of clcmocracy will depend upon our clarity with regard
to the moral values capon whicli our pattern of society is
fotmclecl. In the booldet Socia.lism. An Ecaluation of its

Principles, issued by a group of members of the British
Labour Party calling itse]f the "Socialist Union," we

rend:

"Today this confusion must ho cast out. No particular
methocl must ho deified; Bach must ho re-examined to sec

how far it can he trusted to leacl us towards our goal. But

there is no way of loin; this without first being certain
what etactly our purposes are. \Vhat sort of a soeicty,
emboclying what values, do ive as soeialists hope to build?
This is the leading question, and it can he answerecl only
in tcrms of etlûcs."1

Modern social science also maintains witli increasing

empliasis tliat improvements in the social ancl economic
conditions o£ the people do not in themselves suffice to

satisfy every human neecl. Man has cleep neecls whieh
procluee clissatisfaetion anci a profouncl sense of unrest.
Of this the above-mentioned booklet sans

"These deeper discontents often lead to irrational
clemands duite unrelated to their rcal cause. But at bottom
they express a desire to fill empty lives with a meaningful
content, a longing for human values which our Society fails
to satisfy. The unrest neecls to fincl expression in construc-

tive change-chat is the traditional task of the socialist
movement. If this can be clone, a ncw clynamie will be
relcasccl. The material values no longer hrovicle satis-
faction, or incentive, or social purposc. They eau no longer
even provide a'political programme. Fora basis of material
welfare is only a condition for the enrichment of the

1 Socialism. A New Statement of Prniciples (Lincolns-Prager Ltd„
London, 1952), p. 23.
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human personality; it is not the decisive cause. An empty

belly is a wretched possession, but a full one can go «-ith
an empty life."'
Where common needs exist vhich romain unsatisfied,

there will al vays be a Wcalc point in the defence against
ideological divisive manoeuvres and psychological war-
fare. In an article entitled "Politics and Ideology,"

the Secretary-General of tlie United Nations Organis-
ation, Dag Ilanlmarslcjiild, at that Lime in the Swedish
government, lias nome important observations on this
subject:

"In European politics today one wonders why the
great improvement in the econoinic circumstanees of the
nations whlch lias been or is being effccted, bas not been
sufficient to combat destructive political forces. The need
of economic and social security, as a presupposition for
progress in this vork, is so obvious that it is unnecessary
to discuss it. But hread alone does not satisfy the universal

needs which are the psychological cause of the formation
of personal ideals and a collective ideology .. .

"... It bas already been stated above that a nation may

need to feel that it stands internationally for what it
represents or wishes to represent in its national life. The

context showed, but it must again be emphasised, that
the values must in botte cases be of a nature to give the
individual members of the nation a feeling that their life
bas significance. Material welfare eau satisfy this need, as
long as it is conceived as one aspect of the development
of a Society that is in conformity with the demands of the
ideal. When the point bas been reached where this is flic
case-i.e. when matcrial progress lias hecome an end in
itself or Shen it lias reached a stage of temporary satis-

1 Socralism_ A New Statement of Principles (Lincolns-Prager Ltd.,
London, 195?), p. 57.
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faction-the prosperity of society vill dehend upon the
ability to Sncl other vays of meeting the ideological need
for a plan for the future that vill ;ive perspective to the

cires of daily lifc. Failinh that, there are possibilities of
collective liysteria ancl destructive political iclealism even

in a community whicli enjoys social and eeonomic security.
A destructive ideology vhich satisfics an ideological
need eau in the end only be comhated by ideological
means."1

A man whose speeches have given a particularly clear
diagnosis of our time, Dr. Frauk N. D. Buchman, has
expressed a similar view:

"The truth is that our hroblem goes deeper than
economies or politics. It is idcolobical. Divisive ideologies
strive for the mastery of men's minds. Thousancls follow

their banners only because they sec no eonvincing alterna-
tive. Not ah l governments have grasped the paramount
importance of icleological preparedness. A nation which
is materially sarong may be ideologically divided against
itself, and therefore in danger. Leaders who ignore this
Tact will sell us short.""

The statements quoted here clarify the position in which
democracy finds itself today. A destructive ideology which

satisfies certain needs on a superficial level cati only be
combatecl by a superior ideology that vill wholly satisfy
man's deepest needs. The first task of democracy today is,

therefore, to sec clearly what this moral ideology consists

in; and then to realise it in every sphere of national life.

For such a moral ideology to be of any value it must be
personally binding upon the inclividual and inspire every-

one to inake bis personal contribution to the life of the

1 Hammarskjiild, Dag: Politik och icleologi (Ticlen, I, Stockholm,
195?), s. 16-17.

2 Buchman. Frank N. D.: Renaking the World (London, 1953),
n. 151.
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cummunity. This is a task in which ev ery mcmher of a

democracy must play a part. _1nd that is why such an
undertaking as, for etample, our psychological prepared-
ness, can only be ot'ganised uh to a certain point by the
state; the must important part rests vitli tlic individual,
who, acting from bis own deep personal conviction, must

do his utmost to realise tue normative moral principles both
in bis lite and bis cnvironment.

50



CHAPTFR FIVL

The Ideology of Dernocracy

F n o M what hais now bcen said in a general \Va•V, regarding
tue characteristics of icleologies, «c eau dra v certain con-

clusions as to the clistin;uishing marks of an ideology of
dernocracy. I-Iere the political institutions and forms of

democracy are flot the cssential considération. They arc

inerely a superstructure resting on tiiat which is the sus-

taining ancl central feature of cleinocraey, namely, certain

simple moral ideals to which people are committecl and

hy which they are inspired to action. The world situation
today is snch that it is a hopeless tank to clefcnd the institu-
tions ai d social amenities of dcinocracv without first

defending dcmocracy's basic Riens.
Put let us first consicler our dcmocratic institutions. Fret

clcctions and majority decisions are the rule in statc and

municipal government, in political socicties and trade
muons. It goes without saying tltat this institution must

be retained. Merely as an institution, however, i.e. as n

fornl, tl is a(lords no guarantec that deinocracy will survive.

We have freciuent examples of elections and majority
clccisions in various groups, wherc a purposeful minority
have made a point of attending and prolonging a discussion
until thev alose are left, aftcr vhich thcy con vote and lut
through some decision at variance witli tue convictions of

tue greater part of thc meml ers. ln tl is vVay n small clique
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has again and again been able to use a clemocratic institu-
tion to promote undemocratic ends, in the interests of an

authoritarian icleology. Only when the form is given its
due content-when the indiviclual citizens use their in-

fluence to ensnre that the moral principlcs are practised
in public lifc-can free elections be any guararitee of the
preservation of democracy.

\Ve sec also how a majority can misuse a democratic
institution in order to further cnds that arc undemocratic.

This happeras when the majority carnes through something
that is not in corrformity with the principles for winch the
democratic institution stands; or when a majority forces
a minority to do something that is a breach of tliese prin-
ciples. Even a majority decision may be contrary to thc
idea of democracy when the majority is not committed to

the underlying moral ideas.
When the social benents of democracy are mentioned it

is usually the material standard of living that is stressed.

\Ve sav that ive must defend and preserve our standard of
living, and on this there \vill 1be general agreement. Yet
a high standard of living is not in itself any safeguard
of democracy. It is duite possible for an undemocratic
ideology, in certain regions and at a certain lime, to

croate as hibh or even a hibher standard of living than
that eaisting in democratic countries, Those 'ho live in
a state with a low standard of living cannot in any case

use the standard of living as an argument in defencling
themselves against authoritarian idéologies. If we con-

sistently adopt the standard of living as the clecisive
measure of value ive shoulcl ho ready to place ourselves
under a statc with a higher standard of living than our

own even if its ideology is politically anti-democratic. The
same thing holds true if we take such social amenities as

education, public assistance, health insurance, etc. Ahl
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thesc things are important and valuable. But if svc take

them as central democratic values \vc ma)' be cutting the
ground frorn under our feet ideologically. These social
amen ities have their value in democracy ifrst and foremost

because they are the expression of e moral principle. The

purpose of ail of them is to develop (ha inclividual into a
moralli/ anci spiritualhj coin plate personalitij. In democracy

good social conditions have a purcly moral raison cl'être in
the principle of the absolute value of the individuel human
being. «'lienever this foundation disappears, it involves
the disappearance of that \vhich rnakes democracy's
struggle for a higher standard of living different froin
similar endeavours in a dictatorship.

\Vben we so strongly cmphasise that the ideology of
democracy must be based upon moral ideas, some ma>'
perhaps ask : What about the atrthoritarian ideologies-
have not they their own morality?

'fo this question it may be answcred that no donht the

authoritarian ideologies have a kind of morality, i.e. there
are certain things which are right, and other things vhich
are wrong, aeeording to their fundarnental doctrines. But

the moral sanction lias here no universel liurnan valiclity.
It lias reference only to specific groups of people, "riglit"
meaning whatever is in the interests of my race, uni/ class,
no/ nation, etc. Therefore the "morality" is not universel
or absolute, but a means used in pursuing the ends of a
limited group.
Lenin says this quite erplicitly
"In wliat sense do we dent/ ethics, morals?

"In the senne in which thcy are preached by the
bourgeoisie, a sense which decluces these morals from
God's commandments.Of course, we sas' that ive do not

helieve in God. We know perfectly s'ell that the clergv,
tue landiords, and the bourgeoisie ail claimed to speak in
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the name of God, in orcler to protect their own interests
as esploiters. Or, insteacl of cleducmg their ethics from the
commandments of morality, from the coirimandments of

God, they decluced them from idcalistic or semi-idealistic

phrases which in substance were al\vays very similar to
divine commandments.

"We deny ail morality taken from superliuman or non-
class conceptions. We say that this is a deception, a

swindle, a befo giug of the minds of the workers and
pensants in the inicrests of the landlords and capitalists.
"We aiso declare opcnly that our marahty is wholly

suborclinatecl to tue interests of Pie proletarian elass \var.'

The democratic wav of life must have a moral sanction
which is absolute aud universal; with validity for every-

one every vhere. Iii itself democracy is only a means for
attaining an end, nurnely, the creation of indivicluals with

a morally and spiritually integratcd pcrsonality. Accord-
ingly democracy, and ail its institutions. is subordinatcd
to the absolute moral ideal for liuman hciugs. So long as

ve prefer to livc in a democracy it is absurd to cliscuss
whether the moral idcas which foret thc grounclwork of
democracy ancl give it ineaninb arc serviceahlc or not. But
vhat ive con discuss is vhcther the deniocratic institutions

we have now arc tliosc best fitted to develop people in the
direction of the moral ideal that is the goal of democracy.

If moral ideas are subordinateto other values or ends,

they can be rejected by thc individual and the community
in any situation wlicre inorality is tliou*ht to stand in the
way of attaining thc ends rnen have set thcrosclves. Moral
ideas must be of sucli a nature that tliey not only foster
personal harmony in the indiviclual, but make definite
demands upon him, Oftcn they will require the individuel
to give up bis own plans vhen thesc coniliet \vith what is

' Lenin: Religion (Lawrence and \Vishart), p. 55.

54



for the goocl of others. At Limes they may even require us

to surrencler personal acivantages when ive earnot at the
moment see that this will lac particularly to the advantage

of the general public. AVc can ail recall the kind of situa-
tion in which we arc tempted to think "It \von't matter to

auyoue if I do tins. Nor vill it give anyone any plcasure
if I refrain from cloing it." This applies, for erample, to

questions of sexua] habits and behaviour-a realm in

vhich it is particularly casy to regard actions as private

and as having no relevance to vider spheres of thc country

or tlic world. If we pause to refiect, ve can agrée that
compromise in these inatters, or softness ami wrong rela-

tionships in the lives of thousancls or millions of citizens,

ma)' have a cumulative cllect on the moral fibre of the
nation.' i`1evertheless, heing what ive are, ive ]cnow that
whcnever there is an iliner conHict between sonne stronh

personal clesire and a moral standard, ail our mental
activity vill ho mobilisecl to make our own clesire accept-

able, and make it seem as if the moral iclcal is inapplicable
in the present case. Ail of us are litre that, and we ail react

in the saine way botte 'hen ive have to make clecisions
for ourselves ancl vhen \ve have to cleeide thiugs on hehalf
of iudi.istrial concerns, associations, parties, or nations.

Most of l us will daim titat ive have moral princip1es. And
because our morality is relative, we ourselves control it.

Thus ive have a certain right to assert that ive never go

' "Takc purity. Ïou mav sav that it is just a personal rnatter. But
what is happening to the nation? They tell vou that in some war
plants impurity is so common that it is even or<ganised ainong the
vorkers, and especially among the subversive nroups who use it as
o weapon. Thev know that when eople's morals are confuscd their
thiuking hecomes coufusecl. l'eopie sav, `That's too bac!,' aucl keep
ongoing lo churcli ou Sunday, hait nothing happens. Too few h•y to
bri ig o great, cleansing force to the nation. What is going to happen
io a nation when nobody briin.gs a cure any more? Broken homes,
unstahle eliildren, the cleeay of culture, the seecling plot of revolution.'
(Buchmun, op. cit., p. l6?).
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beyond the limils of our moral princihles, because ive are

always in a position to push the limits a bit farther in
front of us!

Whcn the moral icleas arc not accepted as being
absolute, the whole foundation of democracy \vill give
vay, and ive sliall be left with a morality whieh is sub-
orclinate to mi) i ople's interests, a m partv's interests, my

personal interests. In anv situation it vill thcn be mcrcly
a matter of asking ourselves vhcther morality will serve

our ends or not. And the more tcmpling it is in a particular
situation to disregard the dictates of morality, the more

vigorously will our thinking be mobilised to make tliese
dictates seem unreasonable. The psycbolobist Murphy
recalls, in his book Personalitij the following observation
of Nietzsche : "My mcmory says Chat I dicl it, my pricle
says that I could flot have dore it, and in the end, my

memory yields."' Murpby thon shows why and how
memory, and our «-ho1e intellect, "yiclds," allowing itself
to be used ancl guidccl by far deeper unconseious and
emotional strata in our personality Chan our intellectual
faculties.

If individuals do not regard thc moral standards as
absolutcly obligatory, we shah always be tempted to
subordinate morality to the selfish motives which blencl
at ail tunes vitli our thinlcing, vhile at the same lime

conducting a most convincing intellectual defence of our

actions. Acceptante of an absolute moral standard means
that ive are willing to admit that we bave a natnral
tendeney to suborclinate morality to self-interest, and to

sec this quile concretely in the situation of the moment.
Granted this, thc dictates of absolutc honcsty and love will
proue a marvcllous moral corrective of our own motives

1 Murphv, Gardner: PersonalitiJ. A Biosocial Approach to On gin
and structure (I krper & I3rothers, 1947), p. 362.
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in an)' important situation. A theoretical, intellectual dis-

cussion of such concepts will selclom leacl to valuable

results. The main point is that, if we apply the standards
to ourselves, they will tell us sometliing valuable ancl
essentiel about ourselves and our motives. Thev eau shed

fresh and searching li;ht upon our relationship to our

fellow men; ancl they can show the parties in a confliet
new and unetpected things-in matrimonial dlscords,
in labour disputes, in controversies about our written
Norwegian languabe or about price-control or the Church's
place in temporal atlairs. They will show both parties their

moral shorteomings, and demand a ehangecl attitude in
botte of them. In face of absolute moral standards neither

part' eau claim to be perfect.
In view of the fact that such moral ideas must be

absolute, it is only natural to regard them as being, from
the Christian standpoint, an expression of the will of God.

The above outline does flot attempt to be a eomplete
statement of democracy as an ideology. Its content derives
from Christianity. The absolute value of the individuaI is

an idea fostered by centuries of Christian teaching. It
carri - s with it the belief that the indiviclual is valuable not

just for lumself alone, but becausc he bas a part ordained
by Goci, in this world, and in the realm which lies bevond

the limits of time and space. A man's "strivings after
meaning" eau only find fulfilment in a philosophy which
accepts such transcendantal values, endowin7 \vith signifi-

cance the lives of everyone-not only of himself-with
vhom tee cornes in contact. Thus, also, it endows with

signifcance the society in which hc lives, and impels him
to play lus part in reconstructing it in accordauce with
these values. [Ed.]

But may not absolute moral ideas be harmfui to people?
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\Vill they not lead to feelings of guilt and to complexes?
And vill thcy not be apt to male people hypocritieal and
censorlous?

Let us take the last point first. In a country with an

authoritarian ideology the state stands above morality, so

it is al vays right. "The others" are Lilways in the wrong-
other idéologies, other states, those who oppose the rulers,

etc. Those who represent the authoritarian state arc in-

variably in tue right, and have invariahly full ri glit to
judge others. In a democratic country, on the contrary,
morality stands ahove the state. This means that the state

or the rulers may be wrong and do wrong. But if the moral
ideas are not living and obligatory upon democracv tue
rulers will have great difliculty in sceing or admitting that
they are in thc 4vrong. Those who represent the opposition
will also have difliculty in seeing where they themselves
are in the wrong; instead of that thcy will always sec what
is wrong with the people who are in power at the moment.

This will easily happen in every situation, when we fail
to accept absolute s au dards ancl prefer relative ones winch
will always allow us in some degree to dra v the urne our-

selves betwecn right and \vrong. A pcrson vho makes
decisions and carnes them through will have difficulty iii

seeing that he Fias "tran gressed tune limits" and for this
reason will clefend bis actions to the last, while the mere

spectator may fend an outlet for bis ecnsoriousness in self-
righteous indignation. This happeras in family life, rit

school, in the work place, in the forces, and in politics.
When I myself set the limits I am bound to Fie "right," rit

any rate in matters which concern me and where my own
prestige is of primary importance. Thus relative standards
of morality foster self-righteousness and censoriousness.
Some will perhaps say that they have corne across people

who are self-righteous and censorious although they
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accept absolute standards. Not infrequently this objection
sprinbs frorn some cause of a quite personal nature in the
objector. One who lives by relative standards wil1 uncon-

ciously feel that lie is attackecl and challenged by people
who accept absolute standards. The best \vay of defending
oneself against thls attack is to resort to \vhat our subcon-
sciousness sa wcll assists us in, namely, the assertion that
the other Party is self-righteous aud censorious. In some

cases, however, it cannot be denied that persons who say

they hase their lives on absolute moral standards do exhibit
self-rightcousness and eensoriousness. This is clue to their

not having drasped tvhat is meant by accepting absolute
standards of living, for oneself and the community.

Absolute moral standards mean : I must strive to attain

a moral ideal. That implies also that I have net attained it,

and that I must always be villing to admit that I may have
been mistalcen or have aeted wrongly. Even in a situation
\vilere I think I did the right thing, I must realisc that I may
have been wrong and that others may be right or may have
secu what is morally right. Onc who thinks hc is ahvays
right in bis moral estilnate of himself or of other people,
hecanse lie bas accepted moral standards that are absolute,
is sure to hecome self-righteous and censcrious. A man's
ability to sec and admit bis own shortcomings is developed
hy accehting an absolute ideal-an ideal lie lias flot
attaiued.

I-Iow far a government, a superior, an iudustrial leader,
a father or a mother set morality above or in subordination
to their personal interests is revealed by their ability arid

tvillingness to sec and admit their own shortcomings.
Will such absolute moral icleals create a sense of guilt

and complexes? In eclucation, there is no doubt that

parents vho give their children the impression that they
are morally perfect are likely to create a set se of guilt and
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complexes in them. But this is a misunderstanding and
misuse of moral idcals, as shown above, An absolute ideal

is as far above parents as it is above their children. A sense

of ôuilt in children, and the complexes they niay develop,
vill depencl to a large extent upon the way in whicli
parents influence them, morally, during the years of chilcl-

hood. At the came time it is primarily the relationship
between chilclren anci their parents that can pive them a
sense of security and a harrnonious personality. Anything
which separates and croates a feeling of distance between

children and parerais is apt to make [lie children inseeure

and put diflîculties in their vay. Morcover, parents wlio
give their children the impression that they are living im-
measurably nearer to the moral standards than their

offspring, create a feeling of distance between the chilciren
and themselves. They foret that they are as far from the
goal as their chilclren. In the words of a fourteen-year-old
girl \vith whom ve discussed this point, "The parents who
pretencl to be botter able to he absolutcly lionest thon their
children, are not absolutcly honest."

Absolute moral standards, then, place parents and
children on an ecluality. Though parents may possess more

knowledbe ancl insight than ehilclren, they nevertheless
have a more hidhly devcloped capacity to clisguise, gloss
oves or ezplain away their moral Iapses. Therefore absolute
moral standards are more effective thon anything else in

creating firm fellowsliip between parents and children. It
is not the ideals in themsclves that pive chilclren complexes

and an tmhealthy sense of guilt. The decisive factor is

the way in 'hicli the parents practise the ideals in their
life with their children. In a right relationship between

parents and children, based upon their relation to the
Absolute, to Cod, elûldren vill aecluire n strong sense of
security. Here it is not the children only who clo vrong,
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but the parents also are constantly guilty of the most
elementary and "childish" moral lapses; this they admit
to their children, ancl apologise if the children have been
the sufterers. As we have laid already, a father or mother
not infreduently hretcnds to bc morally pcrfcct. The
children try hard to live up to the ideal their father and
mother represent, but thcy fail, and are compelled to admit

their failure. The oftcner a child does something wronb,
the greater vill be the feeling of distance between the
"perfect" parents ancl himself; the aniiety and sense of
guilt will then increase in proportion to this feeling of
distance, and will ho assoeiated with the ideal that the

parents represent. Sooner or liter the chilcl will arrive at

the stage of intelligence vhere lie vill sec through his

father and mother. I-Ie vill then be in danger of losing the
ideal. And even if lie ducs Jose bis faith in the ideal, the

antiety and the senne of guilt will rctain their hold on

him for life. This con be avoidecl if parents and children
jointly, and with complote mutual confidence, help one

another to judge their actions by absolutc standards Whlch
they are ail equally far from attaining. Pnrtlier confidence
is ;ained if parents ancl children corne to share a common
faith, testecl experimentally, in seeking guiclance from the
Source of ahl spiritual power, not only when special diffi-
eulties arise or important devisions have to bc made, but

in the ordinary course of ev eryday life at home. In this

way a child experiences a firrn anci gcnulne fellowship
vith lus parents ancl grows into the lcind of life at whieh

democracy aims, namely a development in the direction
of a spiritual and moral ideal. A firm and genuine fellow-
ship between children and their parents is a safeguard
against unhealthy feelings of guilt. It is the clishonest
relationship bet veen parents and children that produces
harroful forms of guilt feelings.
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The home and the ehild's relations with the parents un-

doubtedly signify most for the clevelopment of personality.
It is theso factors which deeide whether the child vill

receive the iinpress of anxiety and unhealthy feelings oE
guilt or of seeurity and a healthy sense of reshoi;sibility.
And what has been saicl of the home applies also to

the development of guilt feelings and anxiety in schools,
offices, faetories, etc. Absolute moral standards cvill place

everybocly on an equality \vith regard to morality, enlisting
them in the pursuit of a common ideal in n spirit of con-

fidence. But where the "boss" is ahvays "right" and lias
no absolutc standard almvc himself, fie spreads anticty

and insecurity around m m.

A morality that is absolute forms the oasis of that rela-
tionship of confidence betwccu governmcnt ancl citizens,
and bet veen thc citizens themselv es. «-hich is so vital if

a democratic form of socicty and life is to function ut ail.

It gives the coimnunity and tue individual an ideolo,v,
that is, it places certain values and objectives in the fore-
ground as central and overriclina, ail otlier values aud
objectives being subordinate. By so doing it can ercate
n sound and vell-balaneed co-orclination of ail ihe different

interests amcl motives in the eommunitv aiid Hie individuel.
But it eau only do this in so far as tiffe moral values are

n living reality to which the individual mernbers of the
community are committecl.

Here clemocracy signally fails. Because a moral ideology
of this nature is flot a living reality to the democracies or

the individuel citizens we cannot unifv and subordinate

our dilferent interests and motives to absolute values that

we jointly accept. Thus it happens that vlien two perlons
or two groups or two nations with.in our democraey have
interests that clash, the usual etpedient is merely to find
out \vhich harty \vill lave to malte most concessions aiid

62



yield to the other parts'. As a rule, therefare, the settlement
takes the faim of somc compromise : both parties must

be got to go as far as they con vithout sacrificing their
prestige. The compromise which, regarded objectively,

may be a reasonahle solution, \vill often be reached from
morally unworthy motives. '\ either party is fully convinced
that the ideal solution has heen reached, both retain their

self-righteousncss, and not seldom both romain dissatisfied
and bitter. The practical solution that has been found has
neither brought the parties nearer to each other nor to

the basic moral icleal of clemoeraey.

This tendency to vards impoverisliing the content of
democracy coiud ho avo.ided if the motives which prompt
men in public life could he habitually serutinised in the
light of absoli.itc moral standards, and if an honest search
for God's highest plan for ail parties eould lie suhstituted
for compromise dccisions. If we are to prevent clemocracv
from being swallowed up hy the non-democratic ideologies
ive must male the absolute moral standards a living rcality
in flic ]ives of individualsand communities.Or, to quote

from Remaking the World:

"Until we deal with human nature thoroughly and
clrastically on a national scale, nations must still follow
their historie rami to violence and destruction."'

A moral and ideological clarification will Lake thc foret
of an offensive that is first of ail clirected inwards, against

flic shortcomings of democracy itself. If carricd out in flic
right way such an ideological offensive will not increase
tension in thc world; on thc contraiy, it will reduce the

danger of war. When we are clear as to the values for
which we stand, and when practical effect is given to

tliese values, two important results will follow : in the first

Buehman, Frank N. D. Remalcing 111e Worlcl (Lonclon, 1953),
p. 157.
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place it vill make the population more immune to psycho-
logical attacks, strenbthen the sense of fellowship, right
social wrongs, remove mistrust, and thus strengthen the

weak points which an ideological opponent benerally
assails. In the second place it wi11 give the population a

feeling of security, preserving them from thc forms and
expressions of aggressiveness which are due to muer in-

security and fear, and which arc sa clangerous in any
critical situation.

In the field of sex \Vc viLness onh- too clcarly today the
tragic results of a morality that is relative and fluid.
One may safely say that in the last few cleeades "sexual

information" lias been given through books, pamphlets
and articles to a greater extent than ever befora. There

will probably be general agreement that this information
bas in part been scientifically correct, in part unscientific,
tendentious, and unreliablc. But that is flot the main point.

What is sa serious is that people seem to have forgotten
the important trutli vhich the psychologist Allport lias
stated in the sentence : "Only when knowledge is deeply
rooted in acceptable values docs it become socially
effective." In other words, increased knowledge implies
incrcased responsibility; the more we get to know about
a thing, the stronger shotild be our moral obligation.
"Information" which dues not have such anchorage, which
does not commit us, may be directly destructive, or else be

misused, \Vhere certain faims of information or knowledge
are concerned, ive modems have been forced to look these

facts in the face. Science lias in recent decades biven us a
knowledge of nuclear physics \vhich lias enabled us to

master eompletely new fields of technology. We Bave
acquired fresh and dangerous knowledge which eau be
etploited for good or evil. Pronress towards still greater

knowledge, greater technical mastery, cannot be stayed.
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But we ail see that it must be directed by moral obligation.
Many have suggested that physicists, the representatives
of this new and clangerous knowleclge, ought to take a

solemn oath that thcy will only use it in the best interests

of humanity! The knowledgc and seicntific study which
have produced our modern sexual information cannot be
stayed either. In itsclf it is neither evil nor bood. But this
field of knowled,e and the field of nuclear physics have

stridied and liberated t\vo of the strouhest forces in human
life. There is a danger now that these forces may destroy

our entre civilisation.-Our knowleclge, our teaching, must
be suborclinated to moral standards which are absolutely

binclinb. This applics to the sexual as it does to ail the
other domains of life.

\Iany people in the West have wondered at the remark-
ahle fact that Communism in different parts of the world
seems to adopt duite différent forms of sexual morality.
The explanation is to bc found in Lenin's axiom that
the morality of Communism is "wholly subordinated to
the interests of the proletarian class \var." In non-Com-

munist countries the Communists support all the existing
tendencies to so-called "sexual frceclom"; they are irrecon-

cilably opposed to ail attempts to subjcct the sexual life
to any moral and spiritual obligation, and in the name
of liberty and mental health they dcmand full "sexual
information" for young people-simply because they
lcnow that sexual knowleclge or information, severed from

moral obligation, tend to undermine the foundations of
clemocracy. In countries where Communism lias securecl

full control, sexual morality is gradually s vitched on te

strictly moralistic hues; this is cxemplified by the Soviet
divorce laves, which are now strictcr than in any West
European country. The Communist leaders know that
the sexual drive is a force which can contribute in the
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highest degree to ;ive inner strength to a nation, when it

is harnessecl to an objective that is sufficiently great. Ta

an ideology such as Communism it goes vithout saying
that one of the most important motive forces in human
life must be exploited in this way to promote ideological
ends.

In the clemocracies ive have largely been blind to this.
That is why it Kvas possible for tue process of dissolution
in the sexual field to continue sa long before ve began
at last to unclerstand what Kvas happening. Many aspects
of our culture seem deliberately to concentrate people's
thinking and ideas upon ses, to foster and stimulate
interest in sexual matters. Books and films, magazines and
advertiscments build up, as it were, the greatest possible
clemand, which they then procecd to satisfy and exploit
purely as a malter of business. This cuit of ses, vith its

one-sided biological information and approach to sexual
pro11ems, lias ereatecl a demand for sexual indulgence

vhich to a disastrous degree lias been aceepted as a matter
of course. This lias loft its mark on the nation's way of
hfe-many young people sulfer fatal moral damage before
thcy arc t\venty. Teachers in high schools are appalled
at the eitent to vhich their pupils live together sexually
from a very early age; and anyone may wcll be shocked
at the evidence revealecl from time to time of the vide-

spread homosexual activities. But we have little right to

feel surprise or indignation. The conditions we etperience

today arc merely the natural consequence of the fact that
the generation who have lavished "sexual information" on

our youth, have themselves to a large extent lived in moral
defeat and without a clear moral sense of obligation, thus
severing sexual life and sexual information from its con-

nection with a high level of morality. Takinn their stand
on an outworn, intellectualistic view of mankind, they
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have believecl that the moral hroblcros of tue young can

lie resolved by "information" vhich commits no one.
Parents vho are umvillinb to let their own ses life be
deciclcd hy ahsolutc stanclai;ds, will spcak in vain of a

moral way of life for the younger generation. Our self-
indulgence makes us into divided and weakened person-

alities; rnaterialisrn in demoeracy exploits our scxuality
as a matter of business-and matcrialistic dictatorship
watches tho hrocess vitli glee, adding fuel to the [ire when

it con, aud 'ell satisfied to sec that we are forwarding
its owri encis.

A nation that cannot find a clear answer to selfishness

in the domain of sex vi]l fail also to find an ideological
alternative to Commi.uiisrn. It will lacé the necessary
spiritual power, moral clarity and discipline. It is quitc
natnral, therefore, that just in regard to sex the demaud
for full moral commitment meets with more bitter opposi-
tion than anywhcre else. Mauy arc willing to agree to

partial moral commitment, but vhere sex is concerncd

they are most umvilling to accept an absolute moral
standard. In this field the egoistical forces in ourselves
ancl in our dcmocratic society co-operate directly with the
cxternal forces that undermine democracy.
The sex drive is one of the strongest crcative forces in

man. IIencc it is of clecisive importance that it be con-

trolled by a morality which commits us absolutcly. IIistory

tells of many attempts to discipline or subclue the energy

of sex by external commands, for some limitecl objective
or as a social cluty. Thc results have not been encourah-
ing, for the suppressed forces have broken out in other
directions and in other forms, as hardness, criticism,

hypocrisy, fanaticism, ancl ambition. This kind of disci-
plining for social or other ends of an external nature,
w.ithout deep inner conviction, cannot be carriecl out
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without harming the personality. It is very diferent \vhen
the energy of ses is employcd in a life whicli is cleeply
committed to an end on the highest lc'.'cl-not some
esternal social end. In such a case it bccomes a creative

force which Gnds full and harmonious satisfaction bath

with and without physical satisfaction. W'hen a man
pursues this aim, not as a duty, but as a personal and
absolute commitment ta let bis life subservc the aim of

realising an ethical ideal, lie is liberated from heing guidecl
by his sexual needs. Insteacl, he gains frcedom ta employ
the sesual force in harmony with the ethical afin of bis

whole personaljty. Duty without commitment results in

a divided mind. Deep and absolute commitrnent is a
necessary condition for harmonious personality, and it

gives clarity and spiritual strength. Such commitrnent
must include the scxual lite. Purity really means that the
ses drive is useci in consonance \vith the absolute moral

commitment of the whole pcrsonality. Consequently purity
is a necessity for man's harmonious and ideal clevelopment
-and it is perhaps also the mort decisive factor in the \var
of ideas in winch ive are engaged.
The moral foundation of demoeraey eau be expressecl

in varions ways. It \vill, however, be generally agreed Chat

certain ethical principles arc a uecessary presupposition of
the democratic vay of lite. Ail our social and humanitarian
institutions are the expression of these priiiciples and have
their value as means of realising them.
We vill briefly consider here certain of the principles

which form the groundworlc of a democratic society.

The Demand for Absolute Han est y

This requirement forms thc groundwork of mutual con-
fidence between nations and also betwcen the political
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leadership and the people of each individual country, both
bcing necessary conditions for a deniocratic world. \Vith-
out honesty, confidence is impossible. In point of fact this
principle has markedly characterisecl the democratic form

of society, and to a large cxtent it is really accepted. The
state gives ils support to the ohjectis e science which seeks
truth ancl reality without considcring whether or not this
suits the stato. Similarly, the state maintains an objective
judiciarl srjstem, though fully aware that this ean be and
often bas becs uscd to test the lcgality of the state's
o vn cnactments and dispositions, ancl even te ahrogate
them. The state supports a Clucrch which is able and
bound to uphold Christian morality hoth in public and
privatc life-and which by its very nature constitutes
a moral challenge. In our schools we try as far as
possible to give the chiidren and youth of the country
an objective education, even if this éducation mav con-

fluet in some respects with the individual teacher's osvn

vicws.

\Ve may also say that absolute honcsty is presupposed
even in fields where it is not wholly praetised, and where
clernoeraey is undermined by great numbers of supposedly
gond democrats. The most obvions example of this is in

the system of taxes and personal returns of income, etc.

Iu such fields as the payrnent of tales, foreign exchan;e
regulations, and the litre, a certain amount of dishonesty
is so gerieral that the state bas had to make supplementary
regulations and control arrangements svliich may actually
put difficultics in the way of those who still try to be
absolutely honesl. Because as individuals we have failed
to fulfil the demand for ahsolute honesty we have helped
to eau l fortli these ordinances and regulations which none

of us like. And the small tax-dodber who does not put bis

aciditional earninbs in his income-tax return bas no right
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to be indignant with the hig tai-dodger who operates with

large sums. They are botte of a picce.
It is interesting to compare the conditions in a democracv

with those in a country where morality is not only neglected
privately, but ofIicially subordinate to statc policy, ancl

therefore relative as a matter of principle. In such a state

an objective judicial system, for instance, is in the long
run impossible. An article by N. N. Polvanslcv in the
Mosco v University IIerald for November 1950 gives clear
expression to this point:
"The policy of flic Communist Party eserts ifs influence

upon the activity of the juclicial institutions by means of
Party directives ancl by menus of the varions organs of
the Soviet régime, ... The picture of flic judge whose
position is above politics belongs to bourgeois mythology
in the same way flint the goddess of justice hcrself belongs
to the mvthologv of the part.... In our Soviet state the

court of law is al\vays regarded as one of the levers by
which the Soviet régime is operatecl, and mensures are

taken to ensure that the court of law re,ally implements
the policy of the Communist Party and the Soviet régime."

Respect for the Dignitr1 of Man

In this sphere we sec an equally clear contrast between
the outlook of the democratic and the totalitarian state.

\Ve have seen, for cxample, how a totalitarian state eau

liquidate persans 'ho, on accourt of bodily or mental
weaknessesor defects,are consideredunscrviccablcto the

state. And if the efliciency of the state machine is the

highest goal, this is clearly a sensible procédure. But the

democratic state cannot permit itself to take anv person's
life on grounds of expediency. In this respect the demo-
cratic view represents the absolute love which assigns to
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the individual bis own value, irrespective of lis abilities
or efficiency as a mcmbcr of Society. 'ibis standpoint is
rc(lected, moreover, in a number of fclds, as in the cire

of the insane, in child vvelfare, etc. The saine principle
also underlies the immense work of social reform that has

becn aeeomplished cluring the last hunclred years.
Our democratic concept of liberty bas its bround in the

idea that \vbat is valuable in eaeh incliviclual ought to be
cleveloped by allowing bim to take part freely in public
ancl political lifc, giving it the impress of bis outlook and
bis opinions, to the common advantage.

The Principie of Collaboration

l)emocracy holds that ail men should be given the same
opportunities to clevelop and use tbelr whole personality.
This does not happen vbere a sing]e indiviclual or a small

group of people dominates-in a home, an industrial

concern, or a bouse of parliament. It only bappens wbere
individuals makc it thcir aim to practise absolute unselfisb-

ness, and therefore seek to he]p otbers to use their abilities
and clevelop tbcir possibililies in a collaboration wbere

ail con contribute fully and nobocly is hampered by the
domination of anyone else. In rccent years this has become

a recognised principlc more especially perbaps, in educa-
tion, wbere great efforts are being macle to achieve the
rigbt form of democratic collaboration. But it is of fimda-

mental importance that this principle of collaboration
shoulcl be living ancl practised in the home, in public life,
ancl in tbe relations bet«-een the democratic nations.

This kind of teamwork is of tbe greatest significance
for clemocracy. Ancl it presupposes tbat mutual confidence
wbicb is only possible in a group or socicty vhere no one

is penalisecl for bis opinions.

71



The Principle of lnclictclual Responsibiliiy

Democracy safeguards the fundamental rights of the
individual. This implies, however, that the indiviclual
also has ccrtain obligations, that the inclividual citizen is
responsihle for the realisation of the democratic principles
in his society, and that ho himself will maintain and clefend
these principlcs. The inclividual citizen can tale respousi-
bility in varions ways for cnsuring the application of these
demoeratie principles in the governmeiit and administra-
tion of bis country. IIe eau etercise the right of free ancl
secret suffrage, voting witliout any form of control or

direction for the candidates he eonsiclers best fittecl for

the position of trust in question.

National service is an expression of the citizen's obliga-
tion to defcnd democracy.

Similarly, freedom of speech in public discussion, in the
Press, in broadcasting, etc., dives an opportunity for the
individual citizen to sec that the principles of democracy
are realisecl as far as possible. Freedom of speech is not
just an opportunity to say vhatever one likes. It is primarily
an opportunity to assume responsibility as a democratic
citizen.

Where these principles are lived out, this tivill result in

a moral ancl ideological awakening of the whole nation.
In practice it will mean that we shall liabitually judge
every social and personal question by fundamental ethical

principles, applying these principles effectively to the con-
crete situations confronting the individual and the varlous

groups within the community. In the sanie way that ethical
values of this lcind make pcrsonality harmonious by giving
it structure, they eau react upon society as a whole hy

givina it a clemocratlc structure. The various factors and
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situations in tue community acquire coherence and mean-

ing, and are relatecl to one another in aeeorclanee with the
basic values of democracy. It is of the breatest importance
that inclividuals and groups within the clemoeraeies shoulcl
learn to judbe thc community and themsclves by demo-
cratic, moral icleas.

An icleological clarification of thc issues along these
unes must to a large extent take the form of educational
measures of various Lieds. But it is important to under-
stancl that the mere clissemination of theories does not

grin and activise people. Purely theoretical considerations
cannot make dcmocracy stronger than thc alien ideolo;ies
vhich know how to capture men's cleep-seated emotions
and exploit the strong personal needs of tliose who are

frustrated and unstable. Only sueh knowleclge and theory
as will moue and take possession of the wholc personality,
including minci, will, ancl feelings, con give us ideological
strength. Moreover jt is only when we ourselves are deeply
ancl personally committccl to such knowleclge that ive can

pals it on to others. A theoretical or philosophical system

is an icleolo;y only when it so profounclly possesses our

personality that it determines our whole way of life. The
absolute standards must be bincling upon every aspect of
our lives. Ideolobical understanding, then, does not begin
with the spreading of information. It begins with moral
commitment on the part of each one of us.
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CHAPTER SIX

Can we take the Offensive?

DEaiocR:Acv eannot content itself merely with defenee.
If we are to get rid of the tension in the world today we

must also win over the non-dernocratic countries to a

democratic way of life. But have we the power? On this
Dr. Frank Buchman says
"Our task is to set our own house in order. We vaste

energy and time trying to persuade the other person and
the other nation to change Grst. \Ve generate sa much
steam in the process that we hecome almost apoplectic
in our righteous indignation. But events do not change,
other nations do not change, recause we do not change.
So much of our steam nevcr gets to traction."
The psycholog1st Dollard points out that 1t 1s a mistaken

policy to concentrate vholly upon telling other nations
what democracy is, and forget that educative and other

measures are needed, to builcl up the power of résistance
at home. If we make this mistake, the population will
become an easy prey to foreign anitators and nerve
campaiâns.-
These two utterances draw attention to a matter of

decisive importance. Democracy must Rrst of ail secure the

1 Buehman, Frank N. D.: Remaking the World (London, 1953),
p. 12G.

2 From Kav, Lillian Wald: Cicilruri .Morale and Cicil Defettce
(7. soc. Ps., 1952-53), pp. 185-194.
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loyalty of the citizens by building up a strong democratie
morale. A convincing moral ideology in the democratic
states is the only thing that lias an)' prospect of vinuing
non-democratic individuels and nations for democracv.

We do not win a eonvinced Commnnist for dcmocracy
hy showing hum up as a Cornmunist. Nor do ive vvin
Communists hv an,v form of anti-Communism. A loyal
Cominunist lias an i.deology, a conviction for which hc
stakes evcrvthing. We have no moral right to attack Com-
munists if wc cannot give them a better ideology to which
we arc totally committed and for which ive stake every-
thing. That is why Communism is the great challenge not

only to the democratic countries, but to each one of us.

Gordon W. Allport clefiues "national morale" as follows
"(a.) the healthful state of thc convictions and values in

the inclividual citizen that endows him vith abondant

energv and confidence in facing the future; (b) bis clccisive
self-disciplined effort to achieve specific objectives that
derive from bis personal convictions and values; and (c) the
agreement arnong citizens (especially in times of crisis) in
respect to their convictions and values ancl the co-ordina-
tion of their efforts in attaining nccessary objectives."1

Tins deflnition stresses three main points : (1) Clarity
as to values. (2) Giving effect to the values in personal ancl
social life. (3) Agreement on values bet\veen the individuals
of a nation.

Can \ve say that o1n' clemocracy bas a high morale in
this sense of the word?

A high clemocratic morale vill manifest itself in a clear

and serene grasp of the values underlying clemocraey, and

in the appeal to these values as decisive for dealing with
the important questions of our Lime. It will also manifest

itself in snceessful resistanee to attempted infiltration and

1 rrom Kay, Lillian \i'ald: Cicilian Morale and Cii il Def coca.

%J



attempted srnokescrcen tactics because the people vill
know what values are at stake, and tlierefore nnderstand

vhere clemocracy bas its true lino of hattle. Morcover it
\vifl. malte it di{ficult for undemocratic forces to utilise the

moral wcaknesses of inclividuals as means of briuging
pressure upon them to net against their convictions. For it

is a frequent occurrence today in the Ûemocratic cuuntrles
that unclemocratic forces eaert pressure upon men in
iiifluential positions to serve unclemocratic interests, by
thrcatening to reveal their marital infidelities, financial
clishonesty, homesesuality, and the litre.

Similarly, a high clemoeratic morale will be in,uiifcsted
in the way elections to positions of responsibility foret a
true anci adequate expression of the popular conviction.
At the samc time it vill malte it impossible for small droups

to exploit the slackness of other people ancl thus mauipu-
late clections to attain their own undemocratie ends.

Further, a high democratic morale will make it cliflicult

for undernocratic groups to secure the election of candi-
dates with views that arc unrepresentative of the section
of the people they vill represent.

Iii a clemocratic state ive tan nover adopt ariy form
of one-trick policy to give practical expression to our

clemocratic principles. This is why we retain, for example,
the system with several political parties. No single Party

bas a monopoly 0f the truc clemocratic policy in ail its

aspects. Similarly, divergent opinions on questions of
defenee, social or eclueational reforms, and the litre, are

bath natural ami necessary in a clemocratic Society. This
variety of clifferent vicwpoints will strengthen democracy
so long as it is baseci capon objective and eomplete informa-
tion, and provided that the divergent views spring from
a genuine desire to prescrve the fundamcntal values of
democraey. Nevertheless, ive must realise that dinerences
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of opinion iii our democracies mwj be die to a lacé of

moral or ideological clarily and to inadecluate factual
kno vledge. And différences of opinion duc to thesc causes

vill readily clivide us at home and vealcen us abroad. In

a nation with a high democratic morale thcre vill flot be
that lack of moral and ideological clarity vvhich produces
antagonistic différences of opinion. But obviousl} , full
information regarding the problems under discussion at

any particular Lime tvill also help to create unity at home
and abroad.

First and foremost, howcver, the high clemocratic morale
vill be manifest in a way of life-the vay people in a

democracy carry out their common tasks and resolve the
eonflicts that arise in thcir midst. People who cannot

preserve any unity in their home life will flot lie fit to keep
the whole community united in face of idcolobical attacks
from within and without. A democracy which cannot

resolve political, social or cultural prohlems without bitter
dissensions vvhich divide the population into hostile
groups, vill have Little power to shalce the convictions of
loyal Communists. Such groups ail believc that they are a

hundred per cent right, ancl that the ophosing Party is

wrong or acting from sinister motives. A dcmocratic solu-
tion of a conflict presupposcs that the con[lict eau be raised
on to a moral level, i.e. that the parties arc willing to judge
the case in point and their own motives hy absolute moral
standards which evervone accepts. Aeither harty can then

triumph ovcr the other. or feel humiliated; both vill be
ready to iearn and to change.

The readiness to change, the individual's willingness to

experience personal change in every situation, is the factor
which in the last re.sort determines the moral strength of

democracy. Therefore it can truly be said that ive have
the choice between change and dictatorsliip. This is
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truc of Bach one of us, as it is true of democracv as a
wholc.

A clemocracv is iiot stltic. It is dvnamic and alwavs in

process of change, hecause it lias a goal \vhich is al\va s
far ahead of us, uamcly, the dcvelnpment of human beings
into indivicluals of high moral Worth. 1f we are vvilliug to

commit ourselves to this task, we shah l gradually discover
better ways of carrying it roto effect. In tins vav tue miter

forms ancl institutions of democraey will constantly im-

prove. A democracv whicli bas this clear objective and is
committed to absolute moral standards will bc able to

challenge the non-dernocratic ideologies hy showing tliem
more harmonious men and women, happier homes, ,und
a national life tliat is riclier and freer.

It will be able to show tlieni n wax- of settling con-
fluets which cloes not cause division ancl at the saine Urne

dues not suppress anvonc's convictions. ?t vill have au

ideology which eau give us the moral riglit to try to win
the Communists. Ancl it will hossess the qualifications for

suceeecling.
But ail this is dependeut utnn the willingness of bite

individual to rccoggnise that tiiere are absolute values to

which bis own will is snbject, ancl capon bis willingness to

be committed to these values in the vl oie range of his
life aud worlc.
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NOTE

The thounhts I have put in writing in this little hook
are of a kiucl that are ccrtainly exercising the minds of

inereasing numbers of people who sec the seriousness of
the situation in whieh, as democrats, we now find mir-

selves. But my conviction tliat these icleas eau be investecl

with such dynamic force that they can croate a new
approach and mentality, both in indivicluals and nations, is

cleriveci from my knowleclge of Dr. Frank N. D. Buchman's
work for Moral Re-Armament. This work lias fnrnishcd

countless practicaI examples of the vay in which absolute
moral standards, and a willinbness to change, croate
harmonious men and womeri, conquerinb the mistrust,
clislionesty, bittcrness, ancl aggressiveness which make it

so clifficult to find satisfac tory answcrs to tue problems of
our time. Those of us who have been privilcged to partici-
patc in lais v ork have Biot nnly gaineci lite-values winch
are valid, irrespective of our own or clemocracy's fate; we
have also been confirnied in our faith in the future of

democracy in its power to emerge victorious from the
present war of ideas. This book is written, therefore, in

deep gratitude to Dr. Frank N. D. Buchman.

Oslo, Sehtember, 1954. yyvind Skarcl.
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