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Presentation Notes 12-01-05 

(James V. Schall’s “When War Must Be The Answer”)
 “It is irresponsible not to plan for the necessity of force in the face of real turmoils and enemies actually present in the world.”


--True, to simply shrug off potential threats as potential is naïve…they must, in Schall’s view, be dealt with kinetically before they themselves manifest effectively.

“Justice, brains, and strength” can and should belong together. We need not collapse before tyranny or terrorism or those who sponsor either, but we must effectively do something about them.  “Peace and dialogue” do not work in the absence of a force component.

--Really?  Is that to say that pre-emptive strikes are the new method of foreign policy?  Furthermore, with regard to the latter section of the quotation, is what we have here in fact a sort of backwards-“Purloined Letter”-type situation? One in which an entity’s power, rather than being revoked at the subject’s (the entity which has the will of another entity imposed upon it, whether justly or unjustly) realization of said entity’s power, is strengthened and made more real…do “peace and dialogue” take effect only when the acceptance of peace and dialogue occurs because of a fear of that which will occur if peace and dialogue are not accepted, and certain terms of the hegemonic entity not agreed upon?

“That [the bombs] have not been used, I suspect, is more because those who would use them have actually been prevented by force.”

--OK, here’s my issue with that statement…consider the government and military’s indulgence in the role of Parent of the Citizen; every opportunity, throughout the history of the military/government in conjunction with the media, has been taken to let the American people know that they are being cared for and watched over; this is what restores our faith in the present administration.  The only exceptions to this rule are when the victories of the military and government are kept under wraps in order to maintain a grasp over the minds of its people through fear of those who have already been (unbeknownst to the citizens) dealt with. Who knows…maybe Hussein and Bin Laden have already been made into fertilizer.
“Contrary to much rhetoric, we do not live in a world in which diplomacy, dialogue, diversity, and law, however valuable, have replaced force.”

--Well slap me across the face and call me Daisy!  I’ve never heard anyone who exhibits the slightest bit of evidence that they are not 100% brain-damaged utter the conclusion to which Schall refers here.  Why not?  Here’s why not: diversity makes it difficult to deal with each other.  Schall actually makes a pretty decent point later on when he says “Until we understand [each other], we simply will not be able to grasp the essence of the problem.”  Diversity, by its nature, allows for differing opinions on, among other things, diplomatic policy, as well as discourses and dialogue.

“What is the question to which war is not an answer?”

--Um…how to make peace?

“But no valid alternative to war can be a mere ungrounded velleity, a frivolous hope that nothing bad will happen no matter what we do or do not do.”


--Yeah, I agree with that…indifference when confronted with serious threats spells trouble for the indifferent party.”

“The pope observes that we live in a world in which we want to deny that we commit any wrongs or sins and hence we lack any impetus for correcting them within ourselves.”

--In that case, is it “mankind” or “man the individual” that sins? GROUP DISCUSSION!

“And it is crucial that we disarm or destroy those who hold that it is legitimate to express a political position through means of “terrorism,” no matter how small or large we thing their forces might be.”

--Hmmm…ok, all well and good.  Look man, white people started the fight back when the British Empire pulled out of the Middle East and divided it up into some form of the convoluted mess we have at present; to them, we are the actual terrorists.  Do you really think that terrorists are just a bunch of buddies with automatic weapons, homemade bombs, and lots of spare time on their hands?  No…they have a purpose, and while I do not by any stretch of anyone’s imagination condone what they do, they are at least as justified as we are in going along with the above quotation (more GROUP DISCUSSION).

“War is not the greatest evil, but at times the only means to prevent evil.”

--Whose evil?

