The SigniTficence of this Election

Of all events in the hisory.of the United States the: outcone
o the last election may well prove to be the most significant
since the revolution of 1776. The underlying issue of the
recent canmpeign was the conflict of two utterly opposed phil-
osovhies of government. It was not, as in previous carpairns,
a conflict between two major parties which, while they were
divided on issues of secondary value, stood united with respect
to the fundanental philosophy of rovernment. Neither of the
platforns of the major parties clesrly forrmulated the issue
of the fundamental philosophical conflict., As is ineviteble
in practical politics, the platforms were largely determined
with an eye to political expediancy. DBut the profiound issue
is there none the less. The mass of the people have spoken
their decision in no uncertain teérns and, in this case, this
neans an essential revolution. It is marvelous that such an

- exbmene revolution counld be effected without blood-shed. This

is one fact for which we may all well feel hhankful. But while
the mass roverent of the people was decisive, as it is always
decisive ultimately in any fovernnent whatever its forn; yet
there are very few in this mass who are aware of the signif-
icance of their decision., Doubtless the vast majority saw
only the immediate interests that came close to them indiv-
idually, for average humean nature 1s so constituted. But
knowingly or unknowingly, the overwhelming majority of the
Ameican people. have reglotered a decision that ray radically
alter the Tornm of American destiny for nany rcenerations and,
‘ajhap, even until the end of the cycle of western culture.

It is vell then to take account.of the direction that has been
chosen by the majority. and see what it implies in a fundarental
sense, ‘

In the first place, r ruch rore than the obvious pomltlcal
and economic issues is involved.. The. underlvlnv chanse involves
both philosophy*and religion., And it is just in these latter
aspects that the sienificance O0f the present revolution is best .
revealed. Now, first of all, we should recall just what were
the decisive underlyln? currents that produced, the revolution
of 1776. The immediate issues of that day would not have been
issues before the time of Luther when the reneral philisophico-
religious outlook was such as to accept a central .rovernmental
and religpious authority as the source of both temporal and
spiritual rights and security. The policy of Geomge the Third
was well within the prerogatives recopnized by the older
religious vhilosophy. But the current of thonsht and valuation
that was incarnated, on.one side, in the romement initiated
by Luther and, on the other; in those ren who from Copernicus
on initiated the new phllOSODhy and science of the Renaissance
and the Enlishtenment, taken in its brocdest sense, effected
a radical challcnse of prinary govermnmental and ecclesiastical
authority. In its place there was established an entriely
nev philosophy which -involved a nuuniber of important implications
of which the follovine are of especial notes

a. The prinary relatlonahln betveen man and his God or his

Soul is immediaste and does not require the intermediation of
of a Divine repre«entative such as a Pbpe.

.



b, Man has an inviolate and primary risht to question nature
directly for the purpose of finding and formulating her laws
in complete disregard of the pronouncements of ecclesiastical
or secular authority.
¢c. The rights of man are inherent and derived dlreotlv fron
Hature.

From these three primary principles certain irmportant
consequences follow that have a direct bearing upon the limits
of ecclesiastical and secular government. Part of these are
as follows:

1. Mﬁn's'rights, including life, liberty and pérsuit of
happiness, were not derived from any king or Pope or, any
government or religious constituted authority

2. As a consequence both secular and religious governaeent

could be guilty of trespass for which either could be called
before the Supreme Court of the natural nan, could be tried
found guilty and condermed. ‘)

3. The Machlavelllan doctrlne that the ruler could violate

the codes applicable to natural men and remain entirely within
his moral riehts was repudiated as being in principle utterly
false. In stead governmental authority was to be judsed by
the sarie code of ethics that served as the norm of.the natural
nan. :

4, The true function of povernrent was to act as a referee in
dealing with the interactions between man and man. Further,
"all the powers and ripghts of government were delegated by
natural man through nutual agregment. Government was not the
original source of any rishts whatsoever, whether in the
secular or ecclesiastical semnse.

It is easy to trace the influence of these principles or
postulates in-the writing of the American Declaration of
"Independence and the Constitution. The Declaration of
Independence asserts a primary.wmoral right inherent in natural
man that had been violated by the government of George the
Third. The armies of the Revolution of 1776 were, in effect,
simply the execubtive officers of the Supreme Court of nan
carrying out the judements of that Bourt. In the ethiecal
sense, whether they succeeded or failed, they were entirely
justified. If the philosophy on which the great American
documents is true, then they are eternally right, and the
American Revolution has the highest moral dlqnlby. If that
philosophy is false, then those documents were conceived in
erpvor and should be repudiated, while the Revolution of 1776
must be judeed as roral crime.

The course of action of the so-called New Deal involves a
challenge of the religious Dhllosophy on which the Reformation),
.the Lnllﬁhtenment the Declaration »f Independence, thé. Anerlcan
- Comstitution and the Revolution of 1776 was based. Its under-

lying principles may be listed, in part, as follows:

A. That primary‘aﬁthority inheres in government itself or in
1an regarded as a Collectivity, but not in natural man.-



B. That natural men has no inherent rishts but only such .
primilepses as central authority may see £it to grent himn.

C. An implication, not yet given explicit forﬂulatlon, is that
individual consciencerhas no primary authority in matters of
conduct either religious or intellectual.

The two philosophies\respeotively of the so-called New Deal
and original Americanism manifest as a conflict in the following
forms, among others:

I. Authoritarianism vs. fundamental liberalism. The philosophy
of the New Deal nust be authoritarian. The idea that the rights
of man come with him as an innate endovment of nature is

liberal in the real sense of the word@l since the primary pre-
sumption is placed upon free individual shoice of action.

II Corporate entity vs. natursl man. This is a practical
point of very high importance. The idea of the corporate
entity is comon toé all Torms of the authoritarian zkzizs
systens whether it is that of Russia, Germany, Italy, Spain
or the present United States. Further Fovernnent as represent-
ed in the form of the great private oorporation essentially
belongs to this class. The corporate idea was not defeated -

in the recent election but came out supbenely triurphant.
The group of nen who wield power at present in these large
corporations unquestionably were defeated, -but not the
grlrarv idea that they represent. The whole tendency of the

ew Deal philosophy: is one which will act through the oorporate
entity as such. The class of nen who will have power is changed
and that is an essentlally unlnportant change.

rd

Opposed to the corporate ertltv is the natural man. The
corporate entity is a sort of artifical man created. by legeal
~devises., It is a nan-nade man made without a soul. Dominance
of the corporate idea means the dominance of a sort of
frankenstein and is, by its very nature, soulless. Chanaing
+the elass of men who exercise the corporate power does not
change this fact. Natural man in a. fundanental mystical sense
is a Divine manifestation or creation. Therefore, he not only
has a soul but is soul. The natural rishts philosophy rust
necescarily be as antaesonistic to the doninance of the corporate
entity as it was to the dominence of kines and popes.

ITI. Collectivism vs. Individualism. The New Deal philosophy
clearly places ceollectivities in a superior position as coopared
to individuals. The final authority is the collectivity as
represented by its head. The iddividual has no rishts but only
such pr1v1lenes as the collectzvity may chose to erant. This-

is a radical departure from the sbandpoint »f the Reformatlon
and the EnllphtenLent

iv. Paternallsm vs. self-deterrined responsibility. The Hew
Deal philosophy assunes an essentialy paternalistic ‘attitude
tovard the members of the cormunity. Essentially all renbers

of the corrunity becomes wards of the state. In the exercise .



>

of thls paternalistic relatlonghlp the 1nd1v1dua1 is prog re801vely
denied the power of self-deternined private contract and is

told by the government what he may or may not do. The

inevitable price of security and protection given by the

paternal authority is that the individual member of the

community is not only restricted in what he may or may not

do, but also that he will be prosressively compelled to act

in certain ways, rerradleS% of his own wishes, convictions or
conscience.. ;

Self-determined responsibility is a corgllary of the
philosopiiy of the Reformation and the Enlishtenment. The
oprice .of individual freedom is individually accepted respons-
1b111ty. It is this kind of self-chosen responsibility that
makes possible the hipghest kind of roral dlynlty. :

The signs all indicate that we are dea11na W1th a phenomenon
" that is governed by a cyclic law. History shows us in both
relieion and civil sovernment a tendency toward a certain °
duelistic action having the following modes:

a. 01d institutions reach a point of hish chrystalization
with a traditionally exercised authority.

b. A new Light,sﬁch asdedﬁha,oGhristéoriEather, suddenly comes
upon the stage with a nessage of Freedom that asserts khak
‘the autonony of the iddividual man.

¢. There follows a creative period of new production vith an
extraordinarily lerse number of creat individual nen whose
creative genius is released. ‘

'd. Mass.man becores tired of the resnon51b111tj and other
demandc of. Frecdon and seeko~the uhelterlnn wine of authotlty.

.e. Authoritsrian rellmlnnu and covernnients arise and abrogate
the freedom the masses despise and offer security at the price
of obediance.

. Creative produotlon starts to deacay and the freezing or
chrystalization of the society begings. This seems to be
the longest cycle of all and covers the period from naturity
- to senility.

The sienificance of the recent landslide teecits to ze to bhe
that e have definitely left the stare Exmbmllzeﬁxhy represented
by (c) above and are nowr moving in the stare of (d) and (e).
The indication is that the production of creative genius will
becorie lass and less as the pressure of auvthority will be
afgainst the men who incarnete this cenius. On the other
hand, the masses will possibly besin to assimilate sone of
the fruits of the rich creative centures that have just been
completed. This need of the weeker naswmes for a slowing dovn
of creative tension is proabaly the underlying force that has
nade the Hew Deal phllOSOphJ so popular,

It is entirely a mistage to think that the bis business tes



executive has received the brunt of present defeat. He will :
continue to be used, or ratlier exploited, but he will be larsme¥y
shorn of the opportunities and tools necessary for ef-ective
crective production. It is the creative genius that has not

yet arrived tosether with those eanmle-types of men who are .
profoundly devoted to the political philosophy symbolized by

the nane of Jeffereson who are the men that have lost nost.

For these this is a day of tragedy and for thenm there remains
only renunciation, so far as effectiveness on the stare of the
world is concerned. These men who actually bring the greatest
store of riches for mankind are the unseen, the really
'forgotten men', who face what is, in all progbability,

final defeat.for generations in the objective sense. 1 an
deeply thankful that Thomas A. Edison 4id not live long

enourh to share in this tragedy. If there are other such men
living or to be born, vho have not yet arrived, then they must
face the fact of having been born too late. The new society
has absolutely no compensation to offer the men who face this ,
traredy. For then there is no work left worthy of their powers
These are the men for whom my hearfbkeeds in this day. .

I know of bubt one hope for the creative genuises and the
earsle-rien who are born too late. They may, in effect, retire
to the monastary and devote their powers to inward penetration.
There is an inward world infinitely richer in its possibilites
than this outer field of action, and the «overnment of that

“invard dinension does not scorn the men who dare to know, to
understand and to create. There is also plenty of roor.

There in that World there is not ingratitude. There is not

a. wrecking in a-day of the fruitare of an ‘idealism that has
been painfully won over centuries of effort. There is not

a mass of Lilliputan souls to turn upon the hands that have
served thenm nost richly to bite,them. Further, old knowledee
may be collected with new knowledze added to be stored against
the day when once rnore strong and self-reliant men core once
more a new and better culture. /

As Spencler has already sd&dd,-.if the esreat soul is born too.
-1ate to be creatively effedtive in the objective irorld, there
is but one thing for him 'to do, end that is to adapt himself to.
historie fact. In such matters a facile optimism is but the
defense of & childish soul. The adult soul faces traredy
trankly Then the foce of cycles compels.  But the tragedy of
one plane of life may be turned to Victory if the focus of
attention is'turned inwerd levels where the current of Real
Life is on the upward swing. |



