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eventually be destroyed by the 
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A profound paradox lies at the heart of  our society. While 
we champion neutrality, fairness, and tolerance as corner-
stones of  democratic institutions, these very principles 
become weapons against the system itself  when applied 
without wise discernment.

Bad actors routinely exploit our commitment to neu-
trality. We witness fascists demanding free speech protections 
while advocating violence and hate, and aggressors in bloody 
conflicts demanding "balanced" media coverage. This ex-
cessive equivocation distorts rather than clarifies reality.

In conflicts such as Russia-Ukraine or Israel-Palestine, 
acknowledging fundamental power imbalances is not bias—
it's essential context without which meaningful discussion of  
any genuine nuances becomes impossible. Anything short of  
accepting the glaring realities present in a situation, such as 
the thousands of  women and children killed, while de-
manding neutrality in judgment is simply disingenuous.

The paradox of  tolerance, articulated by Karl Popper in 
"The Open Society and Its Enemies," illuminates our ever-
present challenge: a society that tolerates unlimited intol-
erance will eventually be destroyed by the intolerant.

“Some principles aren't merely preferences but prerequisites for a 
functioning democracy.”

Democracy requires a well-developed set of  protections 
for its citizens for its existence, and in general, the fewer pro-
tections granted to its people, the closer it veers toward 
tyranny. However, just as with most things, extrapolating 
freedoms to their utmost extremes often brings unforeseen 
declines in the very freedoms we citizens demand.

This brings us to free speech absolutists, who fall into one 
of  three camps: the intellectual, the misguided, or freedom's 
enemy. In short, we innately understand that certain rights 
must be limited for the greater good. Who truly believes we 
should have the right to incite violent riots or call in false 
bomb threats? The question then is where we draw our lines 
and, perhaps most importantly, why we draw them there.



"…absolutists thrive when the morally thoughtful retreat from their 
necessary civic duty of  thoughtful yet firm judgment."

We find all around us that the wit of  our most thoughtful 
citizens is dulled by a noble sense of  fairness under the law 
and intellectual integrity that their less reflective 
counterparts lack. Where the wiser see nuance and depth, 
the impetuous see only winning and losing—at any cost.

To protect democracy from being ground down by the 
unscrupulous, we must carefully consider the ramifications 
when making and interpreting our laws. There is a balance 
that we must strive for between the letter and the intent of  
the law that, if  not reached, leaves us open to those who 
would decimate our freedoms in the name of  freedom. Yet 
the elucidation of  these necessary distinctions is by nature 
complex and it reveals a deeply troubling pattern of  their 
abusers.

We see how moral certainty is often inversely proportional 
to moral depth, where the most vociferously moral politi-
cians and religious figureheads so often break the very tenets 
they so forcefully espouse. Thus, those with the least moral 
compass often display the greatest righteous certainty, while 
those with deeper understanding hesitate under the known 
weight of  responsibility.

This "fear of  responsibility" plagues many democratic 
societies, creating a vacuum where absolutists thrive when 
those who possess a more subtle discernment withdraw from 
their necessary civic duty of  thoughtful yet firm judgment.

Democracy requires not just procedural fairness but 
moral courage—the willingness to make difficult decisions 
rather than hiding behind an insipid neutrality. 

“Our greatest challenge remains cultivating institutions and individuals 
who possess both moral sensitivity and ethical courage”

True justice demands that we recognize when clear eth-
ical boundaries have been crossed, while always maintaining 
humility about our own limitations and knowledge.

Parents understand this well: when faced with hard 
questions of  culpability, children often resort to complex 
assertions that, while possibly true, are unlikely given the 
circumstances. As custodians, we must explain the weight of  
evidence and, while acknowledging our imperfections, pass 
judgment. Society must apply these same guidelines within 
our broader systems.



Our greatest challenge remains cultivating institutions 
and individuals who possess both moral sensitivity and eth-
ical courage—who understand the weight of  judgment but 
are not paralyzed by it. Without this balance, we will 
surrender our hard-won rights to those who exploit our re-
luctance to judge on intent.

The cost of  moral equivocation manifests in the erosion 
of  democratic foundations globally, as fascists and other far-
right organizations take control of  more governments under 
a false banner of  democracy. These authoritarians aim to de-
stroy democracies, just as slave owners in the early U.S. were 
threatened by the freedoms that others extended to all men. 
Freedom is contagious, so power abhors it.

When we refuse to distinguish between legitimate political 
discourse and dangerous extremism, we create havens for 
those who would dismantle democracy from within.

An example should hopefully show this: the aim of  a neo-
Nazi is to spread hate and dismantle the freedoms 
generations of  Americans have fought and died for. They are 
not something we should protect in any way, and instead 
must activly root out. Quite simply, we must have no tol-
erance for hate.

“vulnerable populations bear the brunt when our moral clarity fails, 
until finally, we all lie exposed to to an abusers open brutality.”

History shows that democracies collapse not by conquest 
but through internal corrosion, as institutions become hol-
lowed shells maintaining only the appearance of  fairness 
while being weaponized against its citizens.

The historical record confirms this pattern with alarming 
clarity. Weimar Germany's procedural democracy without 
functioning moral boundaries enabled Hitler's legal rise to 
power. More recently, Hungary and Turkey have seen demo-
cratic institutions methodically hollowed out by ‘strong’ 
leaders who verbally champion freedoms as they destroy 
democracy. These cases reveal democracy's vulnerability 
when we mistake procedural adherence for moral substance.

Finally, consider corporations claiming personhood to in-
fluence elections through unlimited spending while remain-
ing unaccountable for harm; groups using religious freedom 
laws to discriminate; and foreign autocracies and domestic 
authoritarians manipulating our free press protections to 
spread disinformation.

These are not hypothetical scenarios but ongo-
ing realities where democratic principles, divorced 
from their moral foundations, become tools for 
undermining the very system they were designed 
to protect. The ultimate price is paid not in ab-
stract ideals, but in human suffering, as vulnerable 
populations bear the brunt when our moral clarity 
fails, until finally, we all lie exposed to an abusers 
open brutality.



As our enemies assail us with 
grievous lies undeserved, we stand 

united and counter them with 
simple truths, dearly won. 

Those epithets they wield against 
our empathy—we reject, as we lay 
bare their travesty with the knowl-

edge we pursue.

Let their voices echo hollow 
behind walls stained by 

corruption's sword; for we march 
resolute, our purpose forged by 

democracy's pen. 

And when history records our 
nation's struggles, let it show: we 

chose conscience over compliance, 
and dignity over fear.
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