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England, and Miss Suzanne Adlan, who was visiting Austirslia sfter a
prolonged sojourn teaching in China, were welcomed to Conference,

"FUNDAMENTALS OF PACIPISH"

by E.D.Rivetti,

At the beginning of "What are you going to do sbout it7* Aldous
Huxley makes a statement which would not have appeared in any
political tract fifty or even iwenly years before, Its purpose, he
says, is to provide those who feel that pecifism is right with an
intellectual justification for their feelings, In the situation
which existed during the nineteen thirties, it mway not have been
for the pecifist movement to do anything more. But the future of
pacifien depends on whether it cam ceaso to be mexely a
‘rationalising' agitation, organising snd confirming the views of
those who have a Prodisposing bias ifowards pacifism, end become an
originating force whieh will ultimately influsnce the course of events,

I would say at the outset that I do not consider this possibility
the only jusiificetion of the pacifist movement, either now or in the
past. Its msrs existence is a standing challenge tc thoss who favour
the use of force in certain circumstancas, leading them to define
their views much more carefully than would otkerwise be the case., It
*draws! a cortain awount of antagonism which would otherwise be
directed at more moderate proposals, Even if the pacifisi issus
never arises agein in the form it did during the nineteen thiriies,
it would be worth keeping the movement going. But I fesl this the
more strengly becsuse I believe that sooner or loter we will be faced
with o similar situation and that total remuneciation of the use of
foree by some one netion may then be the only way to aver: catastrophe,

Pacifism is revolutionary, In present day Australier, it is almost
other-worldly. The stmosphere of pacifism is one cf sceisl mmg
internaticnal justiee, tempered by self-sacrifice which goes beyond
the limits of justice, This, indeed, is the distinctive element in
pacifism, We go so far as to soy that for the seke of peace, our
commtry should allow itsslf to be occupied by a foreign power, It may
be said that et the present time, no aggressor is threatening our
security, and thai we should therefore devote our energies to
constructive measures which mey prevent the rise of future aggressors,
This is a reason why not all of us should take sm sotive part in the
work of pacifist bodies; I would be the last to argue that this is
the most urgent duty of all bacifists at the present time, But it ip
the most important task which the racifist movement, ns such, can
usefully undertske. Other organisations, exist to stimulate interest
in peace guestions generally, and to educate public opinion, That is
not to say that from time to time, w& should not express our views
on gquestions whexe liberal non-pacifists mzy see eye to eye with us,
For one thing, this will advertise our existence,

Pacifists are always likely to differ abouwt the extent to which
their views are in confliet with the explicit assumptions of the rest
of the comeunity., Pacifism endangers the standards of the working
class, the status of women and much else besides. In stiressing the
extent to which pacifism is a depariurs from contempory beliefs, we
dispose, incidentally, of the froguently heard criticism that our
Propaganda is too intellectual., Sc long as ws are ealling in guestion
the beliefs which underly the current social philosophy, it cennot be
tnything elss, Simply arguments snd highly emotional appesals
DProsuppose a common backgrownd of sentiment and prejudice; no such
?ackground is shared by pacifist and non-pacifist, The time for
Propaganda on & lower level will have arrived if and when pacifism
shows signs of becoming & mass movemeni. :
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entitled to define pncifism as I like, and I define pacifism ax tthe
renuncintion of the use of force in international disputea', In this
sense, it is negative. ithat objectors usually have in mind is that
pacifism should form part of a constructive social Philosophy --

with which I heartily sgree, But it is not, in itself, a social
rhilosophy. It cam form part of o number of social philosephies which
rest, in turn, on philesophic assumptions that are entirely different,
Here we touch on a third difficulty, The pacifist movement, as we all
kmow, ewbraces all shades of opinion, :

This point should net be confused with a fourth oney Pacifism-
is complex, For most of us it rests on three or four entirely

separate gEroméds, e.g,

l. That war cen never be in-agcord with the spirit and teaching of
Jesus Christ;

2¢ +that the nature of the menns used to obtain o good end determines
the qunlity of the end achieved;

S« that essential liberties ecsn be defended by non-violent registance;

4. that if you behave decently to people, they will Booner or later
behave decently to you;

5. that from a strictly utilitarion standpoint, the evils of
occupation by a foreign power are almost certainly less than
those of waor,

It is quite consistent to hold one or more of these views without
holding the others, And it is usually not possible to present a
convineing case for pacifism without introducing several of them,

I have said that pacifist doctrine is ravolutionazy,negative,
keterogeneous, complex and growing, Equally importsmt gas regords the
means to be used in spreading it is the fact that it is inconclusive,
You can't prove beyend nll shadow of doubt that pacifism is & wise
policy, ii¥s rightness is largely o matter of judgment, I am not
referring to the ultimate ethical basis of racifism or any other
rolitical belief, but rather to the fact that such questions as mn
aggressorts probable reaction to consistently friendly behaviour are
motters where intuition is of more help than en gttempt to renson
from Pirst principles, Every person who becomes mnd remains a
Pacifist musi fece up to these questions, Hse will have doubts and
difficulties which can only be removed after the fullest possible
discussion with a convinced pacifist, The personal factor is there—
fore unusually important in the spreading of pacifist views,

In stressing the importance of the personal factor, I am not
Tepeating the somswhat ozogperated truism that a redical movement
is judged by iis supporters, Yet to advocate vacifist views in g
roésponsible mmd useful way does call for exceptional qualities

The above remarks pre based on the first part of a memorandum
vhich T submitted to Federal Cowmeil in April t4p,

Mrs, B, Meridith agrees that pacifists can only unite on a
negative basis,

Rev, P.S. Lawrence thinks tkat we do not face the matter of
aggression fairly enough,

. Miss Elesnor Moore doubts whether self-saerifiee is the
distinctive elemont in peeifism, I should verhaps have said that
wyile bocifism is not nécessarily a policy of sacrifice, it involves
risks and sacrifices which no other movement is Prepared to advocate.

¥r, Rawson Deans strasses taining" gnd
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hold that policies baseg on this promise would avoid the situation

arising of *our eountry being ocoupied by a foreign power! . Do we
reelly believe that? I rersonally do not, .

Mr, Herbert Crossland says that for him pacifisn ang
Christianity are the same thing, therefore racifism cannot be
negetives The only point at issue here is how far it is possible to
discuss pacifism withont raising other issues, I would not care to
speak about it without doing s0, but I would not expect a listener

who shared my pacifism to share neeessarily the whole of my mocial
philosophy.

The late Mr, Warnock disagreed with my statement that our
bropaganda should not be less Yintellectual', If s mors popular
approach can be made successfully, well sng good, But the two ‘popular'
books on pacifism - Sheppard's "We Say No" and Milne's "Pence With
Honour" - seem to me to bte failures,

Though this speech has been mainly eritical, I should like to
conclude by expressing faith and pri ifi

of the country concemed - sironger in De
the world, stronger in New Zealand than in the other Dominions, e
Bhould remember, however, that a minority cen dissent from the rest of
the commumity either because it is intellectually ecrsative or simply
becouss it ignores relevant facts, The task of the pacifist movement
is to be so realistic that it raises the whole level on which thesa .
gquestions are discussed, and meets the ruthless logic of total war with

2 counter legic equally ruthless, but based on a wider view of the
faets and on nobler assumptions,

QUESTIONS,

Miss E.MOCRE: Mr, Rivett said that pacifism was a potential risk teo
women ond children and he gave an instance of what he thought, I noted
he said in Denmark Pacifism was stronger than anywhere slse in the
wvorld, I understand the general level of civic life there is

belief in Pacifiat doctrines and
likely to go together., I meant
try were oceupied by a government

y Which was definitely opposed to
the equality of women., s regards th i

think that is implieit 3
Position to exploit the pacifist nati
olways exist on the use of force for economic purpeses, The fall in the
standard of lire might be especially great in ths case of countries

like Australia which, relstive to other comtiries, is under populated,

Miss MOQRE: Thet seems to asaume that Pacifism and defent in war are
the same thing,

i

ﬁr“ RIVETT: g oceupation not resisted is not the same as a military
efeat,

Mr, 7. MoAUGHYRIE: Wh
=Ls _-o MoAUGHPRIE;

at do you mean when ¥ou say Pacifism is
necessorily negative?

The most useful definition of Pacifism seems to me to be

on of the use of force in international disputes, It is

egative in the sense that its aim is to aveig evils rather than creats

Any positive good, It caunot make the same appeal as socinl

Phi 0zophies whioh centre everything on the achiovement of g conorete”
turns ppeifist, it yuns o very grave risk of i

by some-foreign: [ L izhi :
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