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If, then, political capacity is innate in man, and is to be further developed, it is
quite inaccurate to call the State a necessary evil. We have to deal with it as a
lofty necessity of Nature. Even as the possibility of building up a civilization is
dependent upon the limitation of our powers combined with the gift of reason,
so also the State depends upon our inability to live alone. This Aristotle has
already demonstrated. The State, says he, arose in order to make life possible;
it endured to make good life possible. ...

The features of history are virile, unsuited to sentimental or feminine natures.
Brave peoples alone have an existence, an evolution or a future; the weak and
cowardly perish, and perish justly. The grandeur of history lies in the
perpetual conflict of nations, and it is foolish to desire the suppression of their
rivalry. ... The extreme one-sidedness of the idea of nationality which has been
formed in our century by countries big and small is nothing but the natural
revulsion against the world-empire of Napoleon. The unhappy attempt to
transform the multiplicity of European life into the arid uniformity of universal
sovereignty has produced the exclusive sway of nationality as the dominant
political idea. ...

The greatness of the State lies precisely in its power of uniting the past with
the present and the future; and consequently no individual has the right to
regard the State as the servant of his own aims but is bound by moral duty
and physical necessity to subordinate himself to it, while the State lies under
the obligation to concerns itself with the life of its citizens by extending to
them its help and protection. ...

Without war no State could be. All those we know of arose through war, and
the protection of their members by armed force remains their primary and
essential task. War, therefore, will endure to the end of history, as long as
there is multiplicity of States. The laws of human thought and of human
nature forbid any alternative, neither is one to be wished for. The blind
worshipper of an eternal peace falls into the error of isolating the State, or
dreams of one which is universal, which we have already seen to be at
variance with reason.

Even as it is impossible to conceive of a tribunal above the State, [it is]
impossible to banish the idea of war from the world. It is a favourite fashion of
our time to instance England as particularly ready for peace. But England is



perpetually at war; there is hardly an instant in her recent history in which
she has not been obliged to be fighting somewhere. The great stride which
civilization makes against barbarism and unreason are only made actual by
the sword. ...

The grandeur of war lies in the utter annihilation of puny man in the great
conception of the State, and it brings out the full magnificence of the sacrifice
of fellow-countrymen for one another. In war the chaff is winnowed from the
wheat.



