menon. These masses had brought religion with them as
a tradition out of their earlierpötty-bourgeois
or
peasant mode of production. But, thrown together as
workers into capitalist industry, they learned to conduct the class struggle, they learned a few things regarding the development of society to socialiem,t1.ley
recognized that their deplorable eitua~ion was ow~ng
to natural and understandable causea, and they saw the
possibility of putting an end to that situation thru
their own strength. In the most impor'~ant practiceof
]ife, their minds had occasion to concern themselvea
only with reali ties, lvith the understanding of raal
things, and so the traditional fantastic thinking was
bound to be dispelled and gradually vanish. Thia proeess is still going on.
Ths connection between ~ociety and id~aa is not to be
conceived mechanically aa a formula, preacribing
neceasarily to each definitd claaa a definite mode of
looking at thinga. Society worka upon ua continually
thru all the influences and forcee of our suuroundinge,
hence upon each of ua differently in various particulara; and so the doctrines impreaaed upon ua in youth
and the tradit~ona of earlier atatea of existence are
gradually overcome, in one caae more rapidly and in
another more a~owly. Differencea may alao occur in
accordance with occupation: wherever workera are expoeed to unforae~n catastrophea -- aa in the caee of
minera and fiahermen -- even tho they may know that
inadequate safety measurss play a part under ca~italiam,
there remains 1n their minde a deeply zooted religioaity.
Another factor to be conaidered ie the development of
the labor movement 1taelf. In the early daye of ita
riae, when clear indoctrination with principlea prevailed, the anlightenment wae the moet thorough-going.
When, later, the great droves of fellow-tra~ele~a
arrived, - those who came to aocialism only qy reaaon
of electoral successes and direct intereats. not by
reaaon of a profound traneformation of their baeic
views, -the traditional religion which they had brought
along out of their petty-bourgeois
aurroundings remained practically unaffected. When the Social Democracy
became a party like any other, in competition with the
others, and the churches 1earned to compete with it
by way of social
alogans, soçial measures a~d labor
organizations of their own, tbe dissemination of materialistic thinking among previous1y re1igious workers
came to an end. There is a1so the fa~t that tha theoretical indoctrination as well as the inner assurance
regarding the future are weakened as a reault of the
reformistic degeneration of the movement.Th~ bourgeoisie provee to be more powerful, the goal farther
away and duskier than was formerly thought. And tbe
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devastating forces of society reveal themselves, in
war, in general disorder, in world crisis, mightier
and more uncontrollable. All that COQld be opposed to
them was merely a certain vague belief that finally
af ter all the workers would win. But this belief expressed itself more as an ethical love of peace and
declarations of the fraternity of the peoples than in
strong and militant preparedness for the revolution.
It is obvious that in such a labor movement tendencies
of a religious coloring come forth more and more
strongly and a sort of christian socialism gains in
influence. And so we find. together with the politi.
cal, also an intensified spiritual rapprochement with
the bourgeoisie.
In apparently complete opposition there~o, we have the
anti-religious propaganda of the Communist PartYJwhich,
following the russian exampleJ includes in its activitiea that of combatting religion directly .Such a thing
may appear quite radical, especially to thoae workers
who themselves were obliged to 6vercome the religious
traditions and have continually met with religion as
a great impediment among their comrades. But in reality it is very superficial,remaining
attached to the
surface and ths outer layers. To be radical is to get
at the roots of things. The root of religion is the
social essence, in this case the dependenee and power~
leaaness. To attack this root requires --so long as
society is not itself transformed -- the bringing of
such insight into the social development as to give
rise to the certainty that liberation can be attaine1 thru human effort. It ia only that which can aet
aaide the power of religious thinking. It does not
come about thru theoretical discussions directed to
demonst»ating the falsity of religious dogmas; that
is nothing more than an attack upon the outer form,
upon the effect, while the cause, the inner essence,
is left unclarified. Only a clear understanding of
the forces by which society ia driven and of how the
thinking and acting of human beings are determined
by vital needs of an economie nature,-it is only thie
that makes the belief in aupernatural explanations
supe rrLuoue and eenseless. Without thie understanding,
however,unbelief
or atheism is just ae much a dogmatic belief and just as 1ack1ng in solid foundations
aa is religion.
The atheism which is being propagated by the C.P. and
the vague religiosity of many socialist circles are,
one as much as the other, bourgeois mades of thought.
Atheism and religion have this in common, that they
are unconscioue expressions of a sentiment produced
in human beings by society. They are accordingly both
dQ~matic; that ls, they regard themeelvee as absolute
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truth and combat and pereecute each other because they
hold the opposed ideas to be determining as regarde
the practical struggle. In making use of the name
Materialism as the doctrine of reality -- the doctrine
which investigaêes, with a view to understanding,only
reality, the real forces of the world --we at the
same time deney that atheism has any right whatever
to bear th1s name. As a descendant of bourgeois.
materiallam, atheism sees, to be sure, the reality of
nature, but not the reality of society, hence only
that of the less signifioant half of the universe.
lts value 1s that of an empty hull, of a negative
solution, because it merely asserts that the religious
explanation of the world, the one by means of supernatural beings, is out of order,The thing that might
give it a positive content, -- the real explanation
of the world's development, a clear knowledge of the
forces and their effects by which our life is governed,--that is lacking. This content can be given only
by Marx's historical materlalism.
It was said above that the C.P. has propagated atheism
and combatted religion, b~t the statement is in reality too favorable. It is the free thinkers who combat
religion with 'fairly considered arguments. What has
been done by the organs of the C.P. was not much
more than jeering and offensiv~ outbursts against
religion. It i~ perhaps the clearest indication of the
inte~lectual poverty of the communist parties that,
in their intellectual dependenee on Bolshevism,they
came out in western ~rope
against religion with the
same simple means with which the muzhiks were impressed in Russia. And of course it was not intended as
aerious combat,--1n such matters, that is beyond the
capacities of the Russian
Bolshewiks,--but was designed merely to haraes the bourgeoisie and to 1mpress
the workers with a bit of theatrical boldness.lt ia
the old method of external appearance in the place of
inner strength, --a method which ls at work also ln
their policy of employlng high~unding
worda,behind
wh1ch thee is only a reformj,stic atriving for outward successes with a view tp power.And as proof by
example to show how faintly oommunist and how completely bourgeois this alleged materi~ism
is, there
comes as the laat somersault the slogan of tolerance:
now tha t Rus'sia is making it s peace w1 th the wEfStern
powers,the Communist International seeks to get on the
good side of the bourgeo ate and , to that end, proclaims religious tolerance, the old bourgeois principle.
ä

To the bourgeoisie,
it is a principle. The oourgeoisie has received -as a troublesome ~gacy from the
earl ier oenturies when claaa atruggles were reflected
- 20 -

in religious differenoee - the various religions and
churohes, now contr~ed
to rigid artieles of faith.
In spite of the fact that each must aesume, according
to his own doctrine, that the other fellow is forever
lost, one must ree~eót the other's bàlief, as otherwise no business could be conducted among the different sects. Business does not admit of any dispute
about religious beliefs, and business is the main
matter. And so in the capitaliet world one must tolerate.AIso in the case of politbal affairs.
The real comn.urásm is not tolerant. A oommunä at worker who ae deepest de si re is to bJiing hie class to a
strong unity of action does not tolerate having his
c'omrades remain without understanding of the social
developrnent. He knows that so long as clarity is
lacking regarding society, the mind is filled with
some belief or unbelief. The conversion of a belief
to an empty unbelief does not bring his class any
strength. He will set about with all his power to
provide insight, clarity, understanding of society,
insight into the goal and the struggle of the working
class, in order that the workere may see w1th clear
eyes the reality of the world by whic~ their deetiny
is determined. It is then that the supernatural
traditiona loee their force. In this way the unity of
act ion of all workers SB a striotly coherent
and
conscious class is preparei and eecured.
0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0
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Second, World War InevitabIe.
The first world war was a consequence of the rise of German imperialism which began serioualy to threaten the
power of England and France, German he~vy industry, more
modernly equäpped thall i;heEnglish, was a d.angeroua competitor in the world mazke t , At the aame time Berman imperialism reached out its tentacles to the raw-material
districts hitherto dominated by England and France. The
famous epiàode in which the cruiser 'Panther' was sent to
North Africa to demonstrate for the mining interests of
the Oerman Mannesmann concern inMorooo6 was an eloquent
example of this. Mainly, however, the power of German imperialism was direoted toward Asia Minor (Bagdad Railway,
Balkan poliOr, annexation by Auatria of Bosnia and Herzegowina, etc.). The developments, following the Balkan
wars) finally re9w..ted in the world war.
Today simi1ar signs appear and the forebodings of a new
«or1d war are inoreasing. Another wor1d war is inevitab1e,
for the deve10pment of ths productive forces oannot be arrested and with their development the newer countries become imperia1istio and fight for a p1ace in the sun against
the older ones. Sinoe the Asiatio oountries have been drawn
into the circ1e of wor1d capita1ism and machine produotion
has been introduoed there, and beoauae they begin with a
technique and productive methode at the highest stage of
deve1opment, these young capitalist oountries reach an enormous degree of economio, political and military power.
They demand ,"their share" of the wor1d market and try to
secure for themse1vee raW material souroes.
Japan, not undeservedly called the Germany of the East,in
many respect, recal1s the Qituation of Germany in 1914.In
addition it must,be remembered that the semi-feudal conditions in the interior of Japan make poas ibLe a degree of
working class exp1oitation that seemS impossib1e even today in the older oapita1ist countries. It 8eems that Japanese capitalism has become a competitor that oan no longer be defeated by económic means,
It is not surprising, therefore, that ,Japan swa110ws one
Chinese provinoe af ter the other, whila extending economie
control over the more distant territories of Eng1ish and
Dutch India, Auatra1ia, eto. That Eng1ish imperia1ism iS
vitally threatened thereby is weIl known, and therefore ~t
is generally expeoted tha,~the occurrenoes in ~aster~ AS1a
are but the prelude to the new world war.

Russia's development to an industrial and military power
of the first rank intensifies the strain of the situation
further. Ruaa La, too, is trying to extend its influence
in China (Soviet China, uprisinga in Turkestan and conflict over the Chinese-Eastern railway, 1929). Full and
ski1lful advantage is being taken of the disintegration
of the great Chinese empire whioh no longer represents an
economic or political entity.
The big conflict over a redistribution of the wor1d can
break out any moment, therefore al1 countries are arming
at a rever t en pace, The great battIe will no t be long de1ayed. Probab1y it will not begin direct1y as a wor1d war
but as a conflict between two countries into which the
others gradua11y wi1l be drawn. Therefore every armed conflict today between two countries is at the Same time an
advance skirmish to the second wor1d war'The Ideo10gica,1 Preparation for the Second
Wor1d War.
Armaments are proceeding with feverish haste in a1l countries. But they are not 1imited to the production of physica1 means, such as tanks, po2&on gas, bombs, etc. More
important that these is the ideo1ogical preparedness for
the war, so that, above al1, the working masses wi11 participate enthusiastical1y. A working class forced to participate in war against its wi11 means resistance and insubordination; and strikes that endanger the successful
pursuit of war break out too easi1y, No matter how we11
equipped technica11y the war machine may be, it c~~ function in case of war only if supplied with a1l necessities
by the 1abor in the factories of the whole working population. That is why the ruling c1ass must, above all, prepare the working class ideological1y. A systematic propaganda, equipped with a1l the me~ns of modern society, has
long been at work to inf1uence the thinking of the working masses to create the belief that in case of war they
Wi11 be fighting to protect their own intepests.
Of course this ideo1ogical preparedness is not accomplished by open1y proc1aiming that the oonflict will be over
the redistribution of markets and raw material sources.
The workers are called on to defend "their own" (national)
Culture, as was done in the world war of 1914. Then it was
the horrib1e specter of b100dy Czarism with its savage
Kossacks that was used to drive mi1lions of German workers
into the arms of the mi1itarists. The French workerswere
urged to overthrow the Prussian rule of force and German
monarchism whi1e the English and k~erican workers were
fighting to bestow the blessings of Democracy on the world.
Today similar methode are invoked.
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The hopeless economic conditions in Middle Europe have
foroed a union of all national foroes thru which monopoly
oapitalism gained the strength to begin the struggle for
a rediatribution of the world. The fasoist governmental
form whioh subordinates a11 capital and working foroes
of tbe nation,is but the preparation of these co~tries
for this struggle eoon to begin. Fasoism and Natlonal S~cial rsm thus drives irresistibly toward war. However, thlS
is also true of the great powers of tha West, altho with
them it is a question of maintaining their privileged
position. ~~at they have seized and stolen in the oourse
of years, th~y want to keep. Both fasoi~t and demo~ratio
powers are driving toward war. Capital ln the fasclst
cmuntries must extend ite ephere of power; oapital in the
democratio oountriee oannot permit thie and heads for "war
against fasoiem". This struggle of "demooratio" against
"fasoist" capital is skillfully being oamouflaged into a
struggle in whioh the working massea will be direotly interested.
In the fascist oountries the great oapitalist powers of
the West are acoused of exacting tribute from the whole
world and the whole "people" are rallied to fight as one
to find the way out of need and misery to a better future.
In the western countries, on the other hand, Fasoism and
National Sooialism are expoeed as the rule of force that
barbarously suppresses a1l free expression and above all
robs the wor kers of their politioal rights and independent organizations. Therefore the elogan "Against Faeo ism! ", b ecomee the rall ying cry of allopen
and oonc~aled partisane of the ruling claes and eerves to enroll the broad maseee in the War front.
Revolutionary workers will not be fooled by such propaganda. They know that ths war is not over Faecism; that
victory for one ae for the other means no better futura
for them. It is a matter of indifference to them who the
victors may be in this etruggle for a redistribution of
the world. They know they will have to pay tha bill no
matter who wins.
The oondition of workere in the "demooratiQ" countries iS
generally better than in those where fascism rules. B~t
this does not maan that fasoism is to bla.me. If ~he 17ving standards of the masses are higher in countr16B 11ke
England, Franoe and Holland, than in Garmany, it must b~
remembered that oapital there has greater re~erves, tha
have been acoumulated by unbridled e.<p1oitatwn of the
colonies
This exploitation of the cOionies still makeS
Possible'comparativelY
good standards for workers in WeStern Europe. Counterbalancing this is the immea~wable
misery of the hundreds of milliQns of the colonlal populations. On the other hand, living standards in thc faS-

cist oountries did net drop because fascism seized power
but fascism became predominant because of worsened econo~ic conditions.
A,new war only brings greater misery and sharper exploitatlon,for,the working masses. Whoever wants War against
fasclSm ln order to arrest the further decline in living
standa:ds deceives himself. The workers will gain nothing
by thelr Support of such a war.
Must not the working class defend the political rights
gran~e~ by ?ourgeois democraoy against Fasoism?Can they
sacrlflo~ wlthout strugg1e what generations of workers
have aohleved and what has been realized only at the end
of th~ la~t war: free and universal suffrage, right of
organlz~tlon and assembly, freedom of the press, i.e.
oour geo ta democracy at ao for the working olaas t No one
oan deny that fascism when it destroys these reoently acquired rights confronts the working olass as an enemy.But
he who oonoludes that therefore the working cla6s in the
demo~ratio shall join its bourgeoisie in war against
the
fasolst countries de oe rves nat only himaelf but the working
cïaae as well.
The ruling olaes in the democratic countries are no le8S
of an en~my to the working olass than the master c1ass of
the fasc~st countries. It is an illusion to believe that
the,worklng class in capitalist oountr1es can use bourgeols democracy as a means to defend its interests within these oountries; that it oan assert itself thru it and
fin~lly wil1 be able to usa it as the lever to Secure politlca1 power. The working olass never possessed such
pow~r: On the ~ontrary, ths working olass never received
Po1ltlcal privl1eges until the great 1abor organizations
Were ab1e to insure that no "misuse" of their privileges
woUld oocur. Those privileges were not to be used to en~orce the interests of the working c1ass against the rul~ng 01a6S. Where such efforts haveonevertheless been made,
he recognized labor organizations openly a1igned themse1ves on the aide of the rUling olasses. They denounoed
~~ch efforts as illegal and de cfar ed as wild-oat strikes
t aSe actions of the workers th at refuse to subordinate
ihemselves to their oompromising leadership. Then politt~al ~ights, right of assembly, freedom of the pr~ss,and
dee rlgh~ to organize and strike are abolished by the
fomocr~tlc order as efficiently as by the fascists.Armed
throe l~ on parade and demonstrates the absolute power of
e owmng cl as s ,
Those political rights that the working olass oan exercise
~n~y t~ru the recogn~zed 1abor organizations serve on1y to
m~ ordl~ate the Worklng c1ass to the democratic order.They
Sh:ely lmpose the duty of atibmission to the 1abor leaderlp and to the rUling c1aas. But the fiercer the class
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struggle, the more the wor kers are compelled to figh~
without political rights and against the labor organ~zations who use these rights as the means of proletarian
subjugation.
It is but a step from this condition to the general abolition of political rights and democracy when the labor
organizations prove unable further to restrict the activities of the working class.
In Germany and Italy these measures by the ruling ~lass
have already been taken and undisguised dictatorsh~p has
become a facto In the countries as yet democratic there
need be no doUbt that the same methods will be pursued
once the labor organizations recognized by the state c~n
no longer tldeliverllthe working masses. The stern real~ty
of an intensified olass struggle destroys the illusion
that "politioa1 rights" lead to the em~loipation of the
working class, and the workers are oonfronted by the un7
disguised dictatorship of the ruling olass. Ths bourgeo~sie iS as fascist here as there. It is its own bourgeoisie that binde the workers to oapitalist domination b~
means of "democr acy" and "po.l;tioal rights", and appl~es
the open fascist diotatorship when demoaraoy fails.
The working class must fight capitalism everywhere,regardless of whether it USsS democratic or fasQist forms of
government. It is exploited by oapital in a demooraoy aS
well as under fascism. Therefore we workers oan be indifferent about who wins the viotory in the war. A olass oonsCious worker cannot think of supporting his "own" bourgeoisie; he has only one enemy - the ruling class that
oppresses him. Whether his "own" oountryls war aC~iv;tie~
suffer thereby, even tho the military defeat of h~~ own
bourgeoisie were to result from this attitude, he nas n~
reason to adopt a oonoiliatory attitude toward his "own
rul ing claes ,
The workers everywhere in the world are an oppressed clas~.
If they are to emanoipate themselves from wa ge slavery an
take over control of produotion, they must everywhere
and
at all times fight the owning olasses.
The Jingoism

of the "Working-Class

Movement"

Tbe so-called working olass movement has already assumed
the role of driving the worke~s to war on the side of res
"theirll national bourgeoisie. The owning class never ,ti
of professing its love of peace, whi:e in order to lI~nsur e " peaoe it increases its armaments. Sirdlarly, the s
Boc i.aj, Demo ctacy and the trade unions procll;.imthe,mselve
the champions of peaos, whils preparing the masses for a
war against Fascism.
-
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The bourgeois slogan "In times of peace prepare for war'rf
is adap t ed by the Lab en movement to read: "If we want
'
peaoe, we must prepare for war against fascist Germany
~nd Italyll. Of course they (still) condemn the iwperial~s~ ?f the democratic oountries, but fascist imperialism
rece~ves the bulk of their condemnatioh. The Sooialist
part~es and the trade unions with their bureaucracies no
longer present a hostile front to the demo Ctatic ~tate
The state recognizes them; their function is that of m~d~ator between bourgeoisie and proletariat in the democrat~c order. The democratio ~tate forms the basis of their
exlstence, - a viotory of fascist imperialism threatens
that eXistence. Fasoism where viotorious with the destruction of democraoy also destroys the labor organizat~ons based on democracy and replaces them with tne fasc~st party organization. The old labor organizatio~s disappear, but the c aaaea remain wi thin a new f aac i s t
framework. The capitalist class of the demo~ratie countri~s makes its peace With fascism. It oan adopt fascism
in ~ts own country Without recourse to war. It can become
co-ordinated (gleiohgesChaltet) under the fascist ~nperialism; aan make the fasoist diotatorship over the proletariat Lts own.
ï

Notso the labor bureauaracy. lts existence is interwoven
With that of bourgeois democraoy. It is an instrument of
that demoarao~ and therefore defends and~ights
not only
for democracy, but for its own priviliged position when
it demands war against the fasoist countrles.
Sinae the emergence of Ruasia as a great-capitalist power,
the polities of the Third International have also been
ohanged. Russia follows a polioy of allianoes with other
capitalist powers and the policies of the Thlrd International have been adapted to this new trend.
In Franoe, which has entered into an allianoe with Russia,
the Communist party has formed a united front with the
Socialists and thus has joined the "national front". In
the other countries, too, suoh as En~lan1
Holland and
Belgium, this united front has recom~ a etief objective.
The Slogan for this uni ted front woo trig is: I1Rally all
forces against fasCiSm. " They aay lIazi-Fascism threatens
the national independenee of thtJ mae sea in a.LL demo cra t ro
Countries. The Communists ahould st~~d in the first ranks
of the fi6hters for national independence.
With this the Third International has joined the front of
"ideologioal armament"; it co-operates With the ideological preparation for war that is essential for the waging
of any mod~rn war. In this respect, conditions differ
from 1914. Then many workers had not expected the co-operation of the Social Democracy and the trade unions With
the,bourgeoisie. Llke lightning in a clear sky oame the
-
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surprise of the war and also ths betrayal of ths working
class• Today, when everyone iS, c~nvineed that the war
wi11 break out any moment, botn ïronts are already oCcup ,"-e
d There ia no doubt today that the so-cal1ed labor
moveme~t wil1 co-operate. Not only, aa Bebe1 Baid in 1912,
b shouldering the musket in the hour of danger in order
t~ defend the fatherland, but by preparlng the worke~s for
the war with constant and insist~nt propaganda at thlS
early stage.
National

Independsnce

and Leninism

The question of nationality and eapec äa.Ll
y the defenee of
national independence playa an important role in the l~bor movement. With Marx we aay, "the workers have no ~a~herland' " The nation is the organizational framework w~thin
which the owning clasa regulatea the exploitation of the
oppressed clasa. But the struggle of the working class ia
aimed at the abolition of this exploitation, and the owning class of a nation with its national exploitation organization. In this conflict the workers of all countries
confront tho exploiters of all nationa as oomradea,
and
their aim is the oommuniat organization of produotion
throughout the world. Therefore, a proletarian revo~ution
cannot stop at n~tional boundariea, It smashea, if ~t has
the power
all national boundaries in order to build
the
communist'world order. The revolution, instead of stopping
at national boun~ariea, fights to abolish them, - ~ot the
defenee of national indepen:ience, but ita :iestruct~on, ia
ita aim. The viotorious working claas builda ~he commun-e
ist world economy in plaoe of the various nat~ons in constant warfare with each other. If thia world eeonomy ia
divided into districts of produotion, theae divisions are
not national barriera because suoh an organization has no
exploitative character, - the distriots are not antagonistic to each other.
Revol ut rcnar y Marxism has long expressed it~elf unequtvc-oallY on this question. It remained for Len~n to surrender
this ooncept and to aow oonfusion in the camp of the workers with ths theory since known as Leninis~.
"Leninism" teaehea that oppressed nations fighting for
national independenee are the allies of the proleta~iat,
The theory therefore demands that workera of oountr~e~
oppressed or threatened'by the imperialis~ powers ass~~t
their own bourgeoisie in the s~ruggle a~~nst
ths fore~gn
oppressor
Thus the Third Internationalurged
the workars
in Lithua~ia to defend their fatherland against.polandj
the proletariat of'Turkey was urged,to support ~~s rulingt
class in ths defense of national in~ependenoe,~h~~e $ovie
Russia gave material aid to the economie an~ mil~~ar~
atrengthening of the Turkish nation. Thc Turkis~ natlon
in turn showed its gratitude by suppresslng str~kes and
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other forms of the class struggle with barbar1c

&ever1~~

Sioilarly, the national Rar of deliverance in China was
ha i l ed as revolutionary in the proletarian s enae ar.d the
Chinese pr oû etar äa.t'118,S
ur ged to rally to the support of
the Kuo~int~ng (Peoplets Party). The boU!'geois ueneral
Chiang Ka i, Snek waa hono red by the Communist Interna tior.al as the Le ade r of the Chinese "Re1 Army", and the i,npression was oreated (in 1927) that the world revolution
would start anew in China. }t took but a short tL~e before this illusion spread by the Third Irrterna t i ona.I was
shattered. The young Chinese bour~eoisie took clever advantage of tno working olass support in Canto~,Sh~~ghai,
et c ,, while na t i ona.L mdependence aga înst imperialist
Er.;;land,Ar.erica and Japan was at st.ake, But he.rdly had
it secured a measure of independenoe when it turned against these same workers • on oommand of the same "red"
generat , Chiang Kai Bhe k , a reign of repr eae i on enaued
that was marked by barbarous maas exeeutions, tortures
and maaaac'res , without cons rdexa t Lon of their p:revious
service to the Chinese "nation", The workers were
caught co:r.pletelyby aurpr äae, They were root prepared
for this. Had not the Com.muniste themselves pictured
Chiang Kai Shek as the red general, the leader of the
revol ut ion?
The president of the United Stat es gave birth to the tWin
of thia Leninist theory, n~~ely, the "righ1 of self determination of na~icnsn. Af ter the war, this theory served
the iwperialist powers in partitionin~ up the Austrian
monar chy in the cutting off of Ger.:'".any
f r om h.aportant
markets and Sources of raw ~aterial,and to oreate independent border states around Russia. Their purpose was to
prevent any of these oountries from beooming breat powers
ani the "right of self deteroination" served them to good
purpose in this.
J

Tte ,Inai::
ional mdepez.dence of oppressed na t i ons " of LeninLsm , where real ized, has the s ame effect as \~rilsonIS "self
determlnation of nations". Bath are supposed to safe-guard
the existence of the small indeper.dent countries against
the imperialist great powers, but interpretations differ
on the application of the theory to specific oases. Then
the great powers deeide in line with their own interests
anc! the safe-guarding of their own power. Soviet Ruasia
thus strives to develop forces that will resist the great
imperialist powers, but only to stre~~then its own posltion.
Thus th is theory, whether in its Wilsonian or Leninist form,
plays a rele in the quest for power of the ruling classes in
the new capitalist countries wher e a young "bourgeoisie
strives for political independenoe, as well as in the policles of the modern in~ustrial countries (including Rusaia'
that support national "independence" or "self detert'!,ina.tion"
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where 1t aceorde with their interests , but fight and destroy it where it confliets with them.
Thè Third International net only ohampioned the national
independenee of Turkey, tithuania and China, but in the
period from 1921 to 1925 Germany was mol.uded in th~ list
of eountries oppressed by ~he imperialists whose national
interests must be defended. The sacret military treaty
(Rapallo 1922) between bourgeois Germany and Sovie.t Russra wasjustified on these grcunda , Tlüs treaty enabled
the German bourgeoisie to build faotories in R~ssia for
the manufacture of war supplies that Germany, aceording
to the Versailles treaty, oould not ereot.within Germany
1tself. With Russials help, the German bourgeoisie was
arreed in its struggle against the imperialist oppressors,
Franoe and England. When thia "national emanoipation" of
Germany finally assumed the form of the National Sooialist Hitler government, hosti1e to Russia, the Third International reversed its former attitude to Germany. Germany is now damned as a fascist imperial ist country, the
worst enemy of the natiorAl independence of small nations,
whose nationa1 independenoe ia threatened by Hitler fasoism.
The Leninist theory of the struggle for national independence has caused enough misehief in tho German revolutionary movement sinoe 1921. Len m Lsm , as propagated by the
German Communist Party, demanded co-operation with ita own
bourgeoisie in resistanoe against sanotions by the entente
and the oocupation of the Ruhr by Frenoh troops.
The Communiat Party claimed to be the national party of
Germany and Clara Zetkin offered t~e government the assistanoe of the Red Front Fightera. And all this while
the maaae s in various parta of Germany wer e in revolt a,gainst the bcurgeo rs äe,
And this phase of Leninism has not yet been out-grown.In
1916 in "Against the Stream," Lenin wrote that wars of
national liberation in Europa are not impossib1e.The first
prac.tioal application of this theory was in the national
emancipation struggle of "oppressed" Germany, and today it
reappears inthe United Front taotio that throws the various Communist parties into the "struggle for national independence" of the oountries that are threatened by the
now "free" fasoist Germany. The Tribune of Holland, Oct.
2, 1935, says: "But Lenin bas already pointed out,-among
others in his disoussion of the Junius pamph1et of Rosa
Luxemburg,-that even for the future national wars are not
impossib1e in Europe and not every war in Europe need be
au imperialist one. The Seventh World Congress of the Communist Interna,tional now presents this posSibHi ty ~n conorete form. Why? Becmuse the viQtory of German fascism,
which iB the ohief foroe driving toward war, threatens the
national independence of a number of small states. Such
-

coantries as Czechoslovakia, the Baltio states Austr1a
and Holland are indioated.
'
The Seventh ~orld Congress considered it likely that in
case of war ln defense against fasoist attacks tho national ~ourgeois resistance would assume the oharacter of a
natlonal war of liberation.
~~ile Holla~d~ for example, is not immediately threatened,
lts bourgeOlsle.would be not only that of a Small nation,
but t~e oppresslng, imperialist bourgeoisie of a great
oolonlal empire.
What is t he duty of Oommun reta in suon a situation? The
S~vent~ World Congress answered: "The Communists will
flght ~ ~
front ranks of the struggle for national independenoe."
-----Again the Third International is being used to throw the
revolutionary working class into the struggle for the interests of the industrial graat-state Russia, and Leninism supplies the theory for the justifioation of the faot
that the working class is thus being surrendered to the
nationa1 bourgeoisie and the war craze.
The Fourth International (TrotzkY 0pposition) and"Leninism".
The so-oalled Fourth International of which Trotzky is
the P~oph~t which is still in the hopeful prospect of
organlzatlon olaims to be the unadulterated representativ~ of ~eninism. It advocates the support of oppressed
natl~ns ln their struggle for national 1iberation."Unser
~ort , Sept.l935, No.9, Trotzky ha1f-monthly organ says:
An international boyoott against Ita1y and its AlÎies
in the Abyssinian war must be organized Every shipment
every Italian ship on which there are g~odS for Italy ,
~~t be atopped". Further on in the same publioation of
at date it says: "The proletarian can emancipate himself only ii he simultaneously fights for the emanoipa~~on of the oppressed oolohial nations. !he pro1etariat
f erefore fights for the v.ictory of Abyssinia and the deeat of Italy. The only question is with or against its
own bourgeoisie •••••We must expose the fraud of imperial1~t sanctions and advooate revo1utionary proletarian san;.1ons against the world bourgeoisie. The proletariat
lth its.own organization must oarry on the boyoott not
onlyagalnst Italy la war but aga ms t the war preparations
~f Great Britain as well. Tbe transport workersl strike
ln ~ll imperialist countries must be advocated and organlzed."
The "Neue Front", Nov. 21, 1935, says: "Before any of the
ot~~~s, we have advooated the determined defenae of AbyS8~la; but alBO before the others, we have opposed the
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anotione of the league of nations ani advooated those of
~he working olass •..•• If the sanotions are left in the
hande of the imperialista. the working class lose~ all
oontrol of future developments and helplessly oon.ronts
the danger of war oonsequent to the sanotions."
The "Nieuwe Fakkel". Holland Trotzky organ. of Sept. 6~

1935 oalla for the defense of the rights of the Abysslnian 'eople but not in oommon with the Britiah government
beoa~e th~ latter is oonoerned only ~ith the power and
prestige of British imperialism."
Very weIl they want independent aotion of the working
olasa. But. overlooking that, suoh aotion in reality fits
into the plans of the EngliBh government. or of the League
of nations or of the Seoond or Third International. the
question afises: what are these peouliar rights of the
Abyssinian people? So far as we know. there exists no
"people" for the revolutionary working olass. That ~on~ept
remains for the ruling ulaès. The "independent n~tl?n
oonsists of olaBBes that Btand in direot oontradlotlon to
eaoh other. The righte of "the people" alwayB were but the
righte of the ruling olase.
Ethiopia forms no exoeption to thie. On the Burfaoe, the
Italo-Ethiopian war appeare aB a oonfliot in whioh Ethiopia appearB aB the defender of national independenoe. In
reality what takes plaoe iB a oonfliot between two greatoapitaliat powere: England and Italy, Ethiopia had long
been'partitioned off among the great ~owereJ to the ~isadvantage and diBsatiBfaotion of the Italian bcurgeolsie.
They demand expansion of their Bphere of intereBtJa~nd tbe
free disposal over the still remaining mineral resouroeB.
What the feudal exploiting oaste of Ethiopia does or does
not want does not matter. ThiB oaste, still trying to
maintain'these medieval methods of exploitation has eubordinated itself entirely to the league of nations,--in
this oase Franoe and England. Etbippia fights for national indepe~denoe only insofar aB it desires to perpetuate
the existing oonditions of exploitation. But in thiS fight
for "national independenoe" it must subjeot itself to the
interests of the great powers. Ethiopia is but a figute on
the politioal oheokerboard that is moved at will by the
great powers. "Independent" Ethiopia. therefore, bas not
made a Single indepéndent move in this whole matter. but
from the beginning has allowed England to diotate its
polioies. Italy is not waging war against an independent
Ethiopia. but against Ehgland; a war as yet fought on
Ethiopian soil beoauae England must oonserve and prepare
its farces for greater oonflicts to oome.
In the Italian-Ethiopian oonfliot. the imperialist antagonismS of the great powers have unavoidablY collided. So
far this conflict ia but a preliminary of the incipient
-
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aecon~ world war; it can beoome the epark to ignite the
whole oapitalist powder barrel. This does not mean.however, that the seoond world war must follow direotly.
The ruling powers, of course. Will try to avoid the world
conflagration as long as possible; for. though they may
know where they begin, no one oan say how it will end. In
the final analysis, lt is not the willof the ruling powerB th~t deoldes. but the neoesBity of maintaining their
oontrol. All the more is it the duty of revolutionary
p~opáganda to fight the ideologioal hegemony of the ruling olasa to prevent oomplete deatruotion of the working
class.
The Fourth International, whioh, even as an opposition to
the Third International, Btill defenda Soviet Russia. has
aooepted Leninism as its politioal guide. But Leninism is
a theory adapted to Russia's development as an industrial
great-power, and drives the workers who support it irresiBtibly into one of the imperialiBt fronts.
Prevention of the War.
The attitude of the labor organizations on the war problem offers a gloomy picture. The Sooial-Demo cratio and
CommuniBt parties and labor unions already have joined
the national frontB. The Fourth International adopts an
equivooal attitude; it wants to fight against fasoism
and for the "independenoe of oppressed natlons", but at
the same time also against the internal bourgeoisie. But
equivocation in suop a question is impossiblej it leads
either to politioal bankruptcy or to'a theoretical opposition to all imperialism simultaneoualy with aotual support
of one.
Basides the various politioal and trade union organizations already in the tow of nationalism thera are still
various groupB, suoh as paoifists, revolutionary idealists. anarohistB and left MarXiste, eto., though few in
number who rafuse to be drawn into the whirlpool of nationalism but direot their energiee to prevent war. The
question is only - oan the war be "prevented"1 This oan
be anewered only after reviewing what the working claSB
can do. what foroes it has àt its disposal, what implements of resietanoe it has and what objeotions are aimed
at in reaistlng war.
Will the masses in oase of war carry on an independent
polioy? Will they, in oppoeition to all politioal parties,
unions and tha government, reply to the mobilization order
with the general strike and insurreotion? Sa far. there
are no indicatione of this. The maesea woUld have to figh~
againet the state and the whole ao-oalled labor movement.
and would have to oarry on independently under their own
direotion. True. here and there Signa of auoh a struggle
-
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a.re visible, but in view of the great forces they woul d
ha.ve to oppose in case of war, their influence S8emS negligibla.
Since the waging of war becomes a question o~ existence
for tte ruling classes in the various countr~es,~hey.pr~pare in advance azainst any pacifist or proletar~an ~nterference wi th their plans and ämmed iatel y, at the outbreak of war, will ruthlessly suppress any attempt on the
art of the masses. Therefore war against war cannot be
~aged in -the sense of "preventing" it; the question involved is one of power. It is not a question of "preve~ting" war, but one of whether the working class can ent~rely varnuish the oapitalist class and establish its own
control over society.
The propaganda of the general strike to prevent war does
not reokon with this eventuality. Of course the anarchists
attaoh the slogan: "Thru the gen~ral strike to the social
revolution", to their general strike propaganda.
But in
this form the slogan is sterile, because it presents a
cort!pletely erroneous pioture of the revolutionary pr oceas ,
For ths general strike as oonceived by the anarchists
is
an illusion.They pioture the strike as a general and complete oessation of work by 8011 proletarians.
In aotuality,
however
tAe ;mss of workers follows the lead of the big
labor o~ganizations and is under the spellof
nationalist
ideology. The opponents of war, at its outset, oonsti~ute
but a small minority. The illusion of the general str~ke
and of the socia.l revolution that is to follow, then collapses like a house of cards.

finds its unity againat the world bourgeoisie.
This unity
arises out of violent class strugg10s in 8011 countries.
The :nasses lose their, old national concept~ons that aim
at the cc -ope ra'täon wi th their own bourgeoisie, mak i ng
way for new aims - the overthrow of the national bourgeoisie, the destruotion of oapitalism, the abolition of wage
labor and the establisr~ent of a planned oomrr.unistworld
economy. That is the revolutionary prooess of the mass
movement. That is the genesis of the sooial revolution.
Though the ooncept of the ~neral
strike to prevent war
is an illusory one, it is yet possible that large groups
will resist. Such resistanoe in the form of mass strikes,
although not universal, can be of great importanee to the
struggle against the war, but they o~lnot prevent it.Suoh
mass strikes at the outbreak of war are of great value
for the future s t r üggl e of the. maaaes because they show
the methods they will have to adopt fina11y. They prove
indeed that they have not been oorrupted by nationalism
and that they are still fighting the c1ass struggle;that
they are still f~ghting to overthrow their own bourgeoisie. :Jass strikes aga mat war are of an essential1y politioal oharaoter;they
are not only anti-war aotions and anti-bourgeois, but in addition a 08011 to the whola working
cä.aaa to follow their exampj e , Espeoially in time of wa-r.,
when every kind of propaganda. among the masses has been
made impossible, suoh political mass strikes are indispensable to the revolutionary struggle. They are a rally
call; they are an examplej they beoome the program of the
general insurreotion and of the proietarian revoLution.
The Enemy

It is otherwise
if the social revolution is not viewed
as an appendage'of ths general strike, but aS a process
that follows Hs cour se in time, thru "peace 11 and war,
to its final conclusion. This prooess is the process of
the evol ution of the :!'las'ses
under their own direct ion.
The officiallabol' movement has no further concern in the
defense of the class interests of the O1asses, because its
essential element is one of cooperatio'U between oapital
and labor whioh aan result only in a worsening of the oonditions of the working 01as9. The 01a9s interests of the
proletariat oan be defended only by the sharpest struggle
against the bourgeoisie and the old labor movement. This
convict ion is slowly gathering strength. That thiS is SO
is proved by the mass movements of recent year9 in Spa in,
Franoe
Belgium and Holland. !meng the workers the conViotio~ is growing that every friendly relationship with
the bourgeoisie must be destroyed,--that
the working
olass can maintain itself only thru a ruthless class
struggle against the oapitalist class.
Thua the confliot between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat becomes irreoonoilable and the world proletariat
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is Wi th in the Country.

The revolutionary worker knoWB no fatherland. The owning
01as8 of the whole world is his enemy. But if he wants to
emancipate himself from bourgeois rule, he can do 60 only
by overthrowing the bourgeoisie that rules him. The enemy
is his own bourgeoisie. Liebknecht co med the phrase,:"The
ene~y is within our own oountry". The santenoe should be
modified. The immediate enemy is within the country,
ior
the bourgeoisie of other oountries is no 1ess an enemy.
But th~ working olase 'O'i eaoh oountry must first sett1e
with its own bour gec rs äe ,
But let US not be deluded. At the outbreak of war large
aections of the working 01as8 are not revo1utionary.
They
are imbued with nationalism. The foreign bourgeoisie appears as the ir en emy, Powerful war pr-opaganda will see to
that. And beoause mass strikes and other aotions against
th0ir own bourgeoisie at the s~ne time seem to atrengthen
the foreign bourgeoisie, large numbers of workers will refuse to strike. Even tevo1utionary workers will waver at
times. Naturally, the fear of fasoist imperialism is greater than that of democratie imperialism. This is already
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apparent in the attitude of the Trotzky Fourth International in the Italian-Ethiopian war, when it cal1s for
the defeat of Italy in favor of Ethiopian victory. How
muoh greater Will be the influence of this faar on the
policies of these groups if their own democratie country
is threatencci by the fascist or Hational Socialist enemy ,
And when th~ fascist enemy is strengthened or assured of
victory by tho olass strug61e a6ainst the interna1 bourgeoisie, we oan safely prediot that these groupa wil1 recoil from the consequertcea of aueh aotion. But the war
will intenaify suffering and misery until they are unbearable, and eventually forces the masses to r~sist.Then
it becomes e1ear that the immediate enemy is within the
country. Th~ resistance of tho working olass grows and
leads to maas movements • Then 1t wil1 become apparent to
what extent the eèsential character of this mass movement
iS understood by the workers, for on this large1y depends
the outco~e of the movement. The ~ore tbe workers realize
that mass movements, direeted and oarried out by the workers themselves, are not mere aotions of misery and desperation, but ~t the sa~e tune eontain al1 elements of communist sooi~ty, the more revolutionary will these lnovementa beco~e. They then aim direotly at ths overthrow of
ths bourgeoisie ani the rule of the workersl oounoils.
The task of the revolutionary workers, inseparable from
the taak of the working olass as a who1e, iS olear.He who
baB freed himself from the magie formula, general strike,
aS the first step in the sooia1 revo1ution, who has finisbed with Leninism ani its "defenee of ths independenee
of oppressei nations", who realizes that the prevention
of war is possib1e on1y if the working olass seizes power,
ani who is indifferent whether the internal bourgeoisie or
the "enemy" are viotorS 10 the war, for hiro the matter is
c1ear.
The workers in a11 oountries, freed from the old movemant
with its de:".looratio
and other il1usions, ha.ve only one
goal: the d3velopment and strengthening of the independent
maSS i'llovement
of thé workers in tbe who1e wor1d--in peace
as weIl as in war--unti1 the masses of tbe pro1etariat have
seized a11 sooia.1 funotions and thua build the oommunist
sooiety throughout the wor ld.
(Taken From RAETE KORRESPONDENZ)
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