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1
RESOLUTION ON PROLETARIAN MILITARY POLICY

(Drafted by the Political Committee for the Plenum-Conference)

1; Capitalism has plunged the world into a horrible vortex
of war and militarism. This testifies not to the vitality of capital-
ism but to its fatal weakneés, its incapacity to regain stability.

The epoch of the death agony of capitalism and the beginning of social
transformation is an epoch of universal militafism. It can be brought
to en end only by the definitive military victory of the proletariat.
This is the essential featﬁre of the preéent world situation.

2. The intervention of the United States in the present war,
or its olash with a vietorious Géfmanyvor Jépan at a later date, 1s
predetermined by all the circumstancess. All the realistic leaders of
Aﬁerican capitalism clearly’understand‘this. Only a few pacifist fools
have thé slightest doubt about it. The two main groups in the camp of
U.S; imperialism -~ interventionist and so-called isolationists -~
" aiffer only.in regard to military strategys Both are agreed on the
policy of preparing to fight and grab. The stupendous arms program
adopted by congress has and can have only'oné meanings: military
aggréssion'in the neer future on a world scale.

| The Questidn whether German Fascism, having conquered Europe,
can or cannot "attack" the United States has nothing to do with the
real issue. The very existence of one aggreséive and expanding imper-
ialist power in the modern worldfis an "attack" on the others. The
United States? as an imperialist power having its foundations through~
out the world, is "attacked" anywhere a rival power attempts to selize
a market, a piece of territory or a sphere of influence.

Whether the United States directly intervenes in the present

European war, or defers open military action for another point of attack,
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is only a secondary consideration in evaluaeting the perspective. The
real course is clear: U.S. imperiallsm ié'preparing with all possiblea
speed to put its strength and its weakness to the test of wgf on a
colossal scale, _

3« In the epoch of‘militarism great Quesfions can be declded
only by military means -- this is the fundemental lesson of the devel-
opments of the present war.

The agents and apologists of democratic imperialism -~ the
social democrats, the centrists, the trade union reformists and the
pacifists == £111 the air with lamentations over the smashing military
victories of Hitler and spread the sentiments of pessimism and prostra-
tion. _ . o |

We Fourth Internationalists phrust aside these traitors and
nanic mongers w%th hatred and céntempt. Our task is to asceftain what
has been destroyed‘and what has been proved by the momentcous event§ )
in Europe and to draw the necessary conclusions for the future struggle.

In the first place_the'victories of the fascist war machiné
of Hitler hew destroyed every plausible basis for the illusion that a
serious military struggle against faseism oan be @onducted under the
leadership of a bourgeois democratig regime. The war in Europe, as
previously in the Spanisﬁ}rehearsal, has showﬁ up the hollowness, the
rottenness and the contemptible cowardi&é and greed of the qhole ruling
stratum ?f the bourgeois democrats. They are unwilling to sacrifice
anyth}ng but,the lives of the duped massese. To save their personal
lives gnd their property they were ready in one country after another
to capitulate to fasclsm and secek 1its profection against the weath of
their own peopio. 8

No loss complete and devastating has beon thé destruction of

the traditional reformist labor movemont. A%t best, this tfaditional
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movement == the narties and the trade unions -- was pecifist in char-
acter. That is, it was designed for peace, not for war. Parties which
‘confined themselves to protests against the horrors of war, and did

not seriously conduct a struggle for power to end the system which
causes war == spch parties were completely helpless when submitted to
the test of war, The samb broved true of the outwardly imposing trade
unions. All concepts of peaceful, gradual, reformistic progress within
the frame-work of capitalism, and all parties and organizations which
rebregented these concéﬁta in any degree, were smashed like a house of
cards., - | ‘

. The war in Europe has once again, and more categorically than
ever, posed the fundamental alternative of the epooch of wars and revo-
‘lutions: Either the dicté;orship,of fascist oapitalism, or the dicta-
tofship of the proletériat. Thé attempt of the Eurovean workers, under
the influefice of the reformist labor bureaucracies, to find a third
aiternative in democratic capitalism, led to catastrophe. The third
alternative has been destroyed in blood and fire. But the program of
the workers' fight for power with arms in hand has not been destroyed.
When the workers of Furope rise again -- and rise they will =~ that
program will be their banner. These are the fundamental lessons of
the war.

4, Bolshevism alone, which aims to direct the workers!
movement to the  seizure of political power by revolutionary means,
stands up and gains strength under the test of the great new events.
“War and militarism which crush all other organizations and discredit
all other programs, only provide a new verification of the premises
of Bolshevisme. The military epoch has room only for parties whieh

inspire the workers to scorn all half measures, to stop at nothing,

4
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and to ecarry thelr struggle through to the very end. These are partles
of a new type having nothing in common with the reformist-pagifist ‘
parties of the traditional labor movement, Such a party is the SWP.
Its program can be described in one phrase: dlctatorship of the
proletariat. o | )

5. The certainty that the Us.S. also will be dominated by
militarism confronts the party with thb categoric necesslty to purge
itself of all remnants of liberal, petty bpurgeqis pacifist tendencles
and conceptions carried over ffom the pasty in particular from the left
soclal~democratic movement., Pacifism is a debilitating polson in the
workerstmovement. Pacifism, in all its forms, is no more than a prodest
agalnst war in time of peace; in the face of actual war it thrusts the
workers 1iké sheep, unarme@ and defenseless gnd without a program, into
the slaughter.In our cpoch, which is completely dominated by militarism,
negative protegts agéinst war are of no avail whatever. The proletariat
requires a positive program which takes the facts of war and militarism,
the characteristic features of decaying caplitalism, as the starting
point for practical actions.

The first impact of the war in Europe revealed a petty-bour-
geols oentrist tendency in the SWP which took shape as a faction. Under
the leadership of Burnham and Shachtman yhis minority faction waged a
disruptive struggle in the narty and attémpted to overthrow the Marxist
doctri;es in favor of journalistic improvisationss The disruptive
struggle of the Burnham-Shachtman faction culminated in their desertion
of the party in a typical petty bourgeols reboil against the discipline
of the proletarian majority of the party. The open repudiation of
soclalism by Burnham within less than two months after he had deserted
the p;rty was only the logieal sequel to the oourse he followed in the
party struggle. Burnham's betrayal of scialism confirmed to the hilt
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the party's charaoterization of this pretentious montebank and the
petty~-bourgeols faction he organized ahd'maneuvefedlinto a split.

Since the. party convention the seoeding faction has évolved
consistently in the directlion of traditional left soclalist anti-
militarism which at bottem is ohly a form of pacifism.’ The 'résolute‘.
struggle of the party majority ageinst the Burnham-Shachtman faction,.
and its decisive victory in the struggle were the ne cessary oonditions
for the survival of thé party. - An unrelenting antagonism to the deser- '
ters on every polnt is no less necessary. The par'ty oeannot have the
slighfest reagson for conciliation on any point with the faotion of
deserters inspired by petty-bourgeois fright before the stern realities
and comploxitios of the developing war, ) '

" 6e¢ The imperialist war 1s not our war ahd'tha'miiitarism'
of the capitalist state is not our militsrism. We do not support the
war and militarism of the inperialists any'méré then we support the
capitalist exploitation of workers in the factoriés. We are agaihét the
war as a‘whble-just as we are dgainst the.fule’of thésélass whioh con;
ducts it, and never under any circumstances vote to give them any con-
fidonce in their ‘conduct of the war or preparation for it == not a man,
not a cent, not-a gun with our support. Our war 1s the war of the |
working class against the capitalist order..

But only with the masses i3 1t possible to conquer power and
establish soclalism;and in these times the masses in the military organ-
izatlons.are destined to pnlay the most decisive role of all, ConseQuent
ly, it is impossible to affect thd course of events by'a policy éf'ab;
stenpione It 1s necessary to take oapitaliSt militariém aé an estab-
lished reality which we'are;not yet strong énough to aboiish,;éhd adgpt.
our practical tactics o0 it. Our "task is to protecf theiclasé ihtefésté
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of the workers in the army no less than 1n"£he'factory. That means to
perticipate in the military machine for socialist ends. The proletar-
ian revolutionists are obliged to take their place beside the workers
in the military training camps and on the battlefiqlds in the same way
as ln the factdry. o JFhoy stand side by side with the
masses of worker-soldiers, advaﬁce at all times and under all ciroum-
stanoes the independent class point’of view, and strive to win over the
majority to the idea of transforming the war into a struggle for their
soclalist emancipation. _ |

Under conditions of mass militarization the revolutionary
worker cannot evade military exploitation any more than he ocan evade
exploitation in the factory. He QOes‘not seek a personal solution of
the problem of war by evading military service, That 1s nothing but a
desertion of class duty.,  The proletarian revolutionlst goes with the
massose. He becomes a goldier when they bocome soldlers, and goes to
war when théy go to war. The proletarian revolutionist strives to
become the most skilled among the worker-soldiers, and demonstrates 1in
acfion thdt hé "is most concerned fer the general welfgre ami protection
of his comrades. Only in this way, as in the faotory, ocan the,prole-
tarian revolutionist gain the cdnfidence of his comrades in arms and
beecome an influential leader émong them. '

’The»total wars waged by the modern imperialists, and likewise
the preparations for such wars, require compulsory military training no
less than the appropriation of enormous funds and the subordination of
,iﬁdustry to the manufacture of armamentse As long as the masses accept
the war preparations, as is indubitably the case 1n the United States,
more negative agi;atidn against the military budget and conseription

cannot, by itself, ydeld serious results. . Moreover, after ocongress has
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already appropriated billions for armaments and wil; in all probability
pass & oonscription bill without sérious dppoéition, such'negativo agl-
tation is somewhat belated and can easily dogonerate inte mealy-mouthed
pacifism. This is thé case with the organizations (Thomasite Socialists,
Lovéstonites, otcs) affilinted with the prepostorous cOnglomération
which cnlls 1tself tho "Keop Amorioca Out of Wor Committee" -- a vilo ;4
and treacherous tool of the "Wostern Hbmisphsre wing of 1ﬁper1alists.
Under the rule of 'a modern imperialism which is already urming to the
toeth, an obstract fight against militarism is at best Quixotio.

The rovolutionary strategy oan only be to take this militar-
‘1sm as a reallty and oouterpose a clanss program of tho proletariat to
the program of tho imperialists at‘overy pointe We fight against sond -
ing tho worker-soldiers into battle without proper training and equip-i
mente We oppose the military diroction of workgr-soldiers by bourgeois
officors who have mo rogard for thoir treatmont, their protootion and
thoir livess We demand fodoral funds for tho military training of
workers and workor-officers undor the control of the trade unions.
Military appropriations? Yos -~:but'on1y for tho ostablishmont and
cquipmont of workor training campsi Compulsory miiitﬁf&ytréining of'
workers? Yos == but only undor tho control of tho trado unional

Such are the nooossary oonerctc slogans for tho prosont stagé
of tho preparation of U.S, imporialism for wor in tho noay futuro.
Thoy constituto a military transitional program supplomenting tho
gonoral politieal transitional program of the party.

7e UsSe imporialism proparos for war, matorially and idoolo-
gically, without waiting to deoide in advrneo tho dato whon actual
hostilitics shall bogin or tho prcciso point of attacke Tho workorst

+ vanguard must likewiso proparo for war without dopondoncc on spooulativo
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answers to thosc socondary questions. Tho militarizatlon of the ocountry
in proparction:for war is taking placo boforo our oyose All our work
and plans for the futwro must bo based on this reality.

The first stogos.of militarizmation and war prcsont cnormous
difficultips to our party bocause wo have. to swim agalnst tho stroam.
The porty will be tested in o proliminary way by 1ts capacity to rocog-
nize thosc difficultics and hold firm whon the struggloc 1s hard and tho
progross slows Only a party fortifiod by tho groat prineiplos and world
nssoclations of the Fourth Intornational will bo aoblo to do this.

We aro not a party 1likoe othor partiocss Wo alono aro oquipped
with o sciontifio program of Marxisms Wo 2lono rotoain an unshakablo
confidenco in theo socialist futuro of humanity. Wo alonc arc rcady
to moot tho univorsal -militarism of docaying oacpitalism on its own
torms and locad the prolotarian strugglo for powor accordingly.

The war in its course will utterly destroy all other workers
parties, all half-and-half movements. But it will only harden the
bona-fide party of the Fourth International and open the way for 1ts
growth and eventual victoﬁy.

The future belongs to the party of the dlctatorship of the
proletariat, the party of the Fourth Internationals It needs only to
be true to itself, hold firm, dig in and prepanre the future.
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EXCERPTS FROM DISCUSSIONS WITH LUND - .

(Rough stenographic draft =-=- ungorrected by p&fticipanta)

- Iund: Militarization now goes on on a tremendous scale. We ocannot

oppose 1t with pacifist phrases. This militarization has wide
suppert among the workerse They bear a sentimental hatred againat
Hitler mixed with confused class sentiments. They have a hatred against
the victorious brlgands. The bureaucracy utilizes this to say halp the
defeated gangster. Our conclusions are completely different. But this
sentiment is the inevitable base for.the last period of preparation. We
must find new realistic base for this preparation. We must oppose send-
ing untrained boys into battlss The trade unions not only must protect
the workers in peaceful times and protect their industrial skill but
they must now demand the possibility of learning the, military art from
the state. -

. For instance in the trade union we can argue like this: I
am & soclalist and you are a patriots Good. We will disouss this dif-
ference bétween us, But we should agree that thé workers be trained
at government expense to become military experts. Sochools should be set
up in connectlion with the trade unions -= at government expense but
under the econtrol of the tradé unions. - This kind of approach would
- glve us access to the workers, who are 95 to 98 perocent patriotie even

at the present time. - o .

A - Only with this perspective, not abstraet opposition to mili-
tarism ocan we have success ip the trade unions and the military organi-
zatlons. We oan find in thils way new routes and gympathies for illegal
"situations - Of course the technical side of underground activity is im-
portant but i1t is only a small part of illegal activity., '

As for the Stalinists. They flatly opnose the entrance of
the United States until Mosoow switchos. "But meantime there is an
important distinction botweon them and us., Abstract slogans have a
similaritye. They with their larger organization shout louder than us.
Wo must sook to create a very clear disfinctidn in,the matter of mili-
tarisme Naturally we are against all these things in general but we
have particular difforonces over the matter of militarization. It
makes the most important difference in the matter of preparihg for
1llegality, ' g ' : :

Everything indicates that Moscow is preparing a switch. - In
Mexico, whore those shifts are often indieated first, the CP has the
right to place Hitler on the same level as Churchill, On the day that
Moscow makes a half turn toward the democracios as a half friénd, there
will be a new explosiom in thp ranks of the CP. We must be ready to
gain from it. I consider tho possibilities in the CP very good despite
the transitory radicalness of the CP which cannot be for long. Likewiso
in general despite the CP radicalness possibilitios are very good. - It
i1s possible that the U.S. will enter during the next siX months. It
will enter as a military machine. - We must learn how to handle arms.
A11 things will now be decided on tho military front. .

- .
- -

X The state 1s now organizing  tremendous militafy machines with
millions of men. No longor do we have just the small possibilities of
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Defenso Guards but the wide possibilitics given by the bourgeois state
itself. : :

Martin: Can this take tho form of rosolutions in the trede unions?
] Do wo domand military oquipment, training, etcs? What about
the possibllity of confusing us with tho patriots?®

Iund: Partial confusion is inovitablo, ocspooially at the beginning.

But wo place our whole agitation on a slass basis. We are
against the bourgools officers who troat you like eattle, who use you
for cannon-fodders We are concornod about the dcaths of the workers,
unlike the bourgools officers. Wo want workors! officorse.

We oan’ say to tho workerst We arc ready for rovolution. But
you aron't rcady. But both of us want our own workors' officers in
this situation. We want spocial workors' schools which will train us
to be officers,

At first tho bourgeois pross will hositate. It may ovon
suppert the idoca. But with the cless lines sharply drawn they will be
disquieted and thon launch en attack.

Martin: The Now York Times just printed an oditorial advocating uni-
' versal militery traininge Do we agroo with that?

Iund: Yose That is corroct =~ but undor control of our own organiza-
tions. Wo roject tho control of tho Sixty Familiose. Wo want
an improvemont of conditions for thé worker-soldior. Wo want to safe-
guard his life. Not wastc it. Yos, Mr. Bourgdois, you must dopond on
tho workerse. You train them for your own aims, We waht thom trainod
for their own aimse. Wo don't want thom trainod for the command of
stupid indifforont bourgoois officors who will uso them for cannon=
fodder. '

Smith: On tho technical side thoro is an abundance of material for

such agitation. Men woro drafted in May end within two or
throo months woro doad ln Francee. Thoy wore not proporly trainoed to
boko oaro of thomsélvos. Wo oan compile factual materinl in rolation
to past oxporionce. In advocating that workors bo trainocd as officors
we can compile material on how officors have wastod matorial., Also it
is a good point in argulng against tho patriots by showing how the
workers lost tholr 1lives bocause thoy woron!t ¥raincd. It is a vory
impressive argumont with workors,

Martin: Doosn't this line mako a very sharp broak with the pacifists

suoch as Norman Thomas and the Keop 2merica Out of War outfit?
For a long timo our agitation has boon abstract. It was against war
in gonoral. Only rcvolution can stop war. Honoe wo favor univorsal
tralninge Tho difficulty is to mako cloar that we arc rcally against
ware We noed very clear and proocisc formulations.

Smith: We oan attack tho pacifists. Wouldn't that .solve it? It is
inovitable that wo_havo to fight, You must train yoursclvos.
Whother in tho Red or tho Bourgoois army you must train yoursclves.

Martin: 1t signifies too a ro-oducation of our own movemohte Thoe
T youth has beon improghated with an anti-militarist and os-
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coplst attitudo toward wars Already moany hove asked about going to
Moxico iIn ordor to hido out. Our propaganda is not sufficiontly so-
parated from that of the pacifistss Wo say thore must bo no warl

At tho samo timo wo say wo can't avoid warl Thoro is a link missing
somowhoros 4All quostions will bo solvod with war. Moro opposition
can't signify anything, But tho ‘problom which roquircés cloarcst formu-
lation 1s moking oursolvos distinct from tho patriots.

Kay: What about our slogans such cs "not a occnt for war'? .

Iund: Supposc wo had a scnator. He weuld intrecfuce a bill in favor

) of training comps for workors. Ho might ask 50C millions for
ite At ths samo timo ho would vote aganinst tho military budgot bocauso
it 1s oontrollod by class cnomicss Wo can't oxproprintc tho bourgooi-
slo at prosent, so wc allow thom to oxploit tho workerse But we try
to protoct tho workors with trado unilons. Tho courts arc bourgoois but
wo don't boyocott thiom as do the anarchists. Wo try to use thom and
fight within thom. Likewiso with parliaments. Wo aré onomios of the
bourgooisie and its -dnstitutions, but wo utilizo thom. War is a bour-
gools institution a thousand timcs moro poworful than all tho cthor
bourgools institutions. Wo accopt it as a fact liko tho bourgoois
schools and try to utilizo ite. Pacifists nccopt overything bourgoois
but militarism. Thoy accopt the schools, tho parliament, tho courts
without quostion. Everything is good in pcaco timo. Bu%'militarism,
“whioh 1s Jjust as much bourgools ns tho rcst? No, thoy draw back and
say wo don't want any of that., Tho Marxists try to utilizo war liko
any othor bourgools Iinstitution. It is clcar now that in tho noxt
period our opposition to militarism will constitute the baso for our
propogandat: our agitation will be for the training of tho massos.

Our military tronsitional program is an agitational program,
Our socialist rcvolutionary program is propaganda,

Wo must bo torribly catogoric in tho next poriod. Wo must
brand Thomes as tho most porfidious cnomy. We must say tho war is
inovitablo. Burocrats! this war significs tho dcath of your trado
unions. Wo must mako tho most oategoric prodictions in tho darkost
colors., Wo must como out catogorically for the dictatorship of tho
prolotariat, Wo must mako o comploto brcak with tho pacifistse 4
short timo ago cvoryonc was against tho war. Any confusion with tho
pacifists is a hundrod times moroc dangerous than tomporary confusion
with tho bourgools militaristse Wo proparc the new arcna to ovor throw
tho militarlsts. Tho pacifists holp to lull tho workors to support tho
militaristse Thomas, wo must prodiet, will support tho war -- war is
inovitablos Wo must loarn tho art of handling arms. As for tho oscap~-
1sts =~ lncluding thoso in our own party -- wo must spoak about them
with full contompt. Thoy are doscrtorse. Likowiso with tho conscicn~-.
tious objoctors who acceptod evorything in poaccotime but don't want
to apgoopt war. Escapists arc dosortors from thoir oclass and thoir
rovolution. ' o

Jdob: I bolleve that the rapid militarization among the broad massos
willl aid in putting over this program and moko it ocasior than
among the radicals, whoro anti-militarism has a long tradition. Mon -
such as Dobs aro thoir horocs. This tradition still oxists in tho
labor movomonte. Just how to got around it is not yot clear in my mind.
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Iund: Not even Debs had tho perspective of taking power and launching
the socialist soclety., He proclaimed his aversion to war and
went to prison. He was brave and honest but he did not have the per-
spective of revolution. o

Martin: It was a protest and not a revolutionary approachs Our move-

ment is infected with i1t, contaminated, especially the youth
who had the socinlist tradition of protest but not the tradition of
entering the armed foroces and conquering them. '

Iund: It is no longer the slogan "Jobs not guns". In a military sit-
uation we need new slogans. It would be good to have a party
discussion, posslbly a small-conference to elaborate & good start for
thls agitation.. We could try out a small experience in Minneapolis or
Ste Paul and sees We should have articles in the magazine on military
questions. Likewise in the Socialist Appeal, In four or five weeks
we oan make a re-orientation, Even those in the majority with an old
trade union background can be reeducated at an extremely rapid tempo.
All Thomas and his 11k will beocome ridiculous.in a short time and lose
their audience. In order to fight the real enemy, we must enter his
land which is now militarism. . '

Mertin: OCan we bo called militarists?

Innd: Yes == in a certain sénse -~ we are proletarian socialist revo-
*  lutionary militarists., Possibly we should not use it at first.
Wailt until we are called militarists by Thomas or someone like that,
and then make a polemical reply. Thomas has ocalled us militarists.
Yes, we can be called mlilitarists in a certain sonsee Then we can use
it with this explanation.

Kay: We started to discuss this in our branch but were afraid to bring
~ 1% out on account of sploss We don't want to bring about the
conditions where théy will put our young men in concentration camps
instead of the army. We were almost afrsid our members would be ex-
cluded from the army. How can we agitato so as not to be stamped in
advance as traitors? ' : '

Lund: We will have victims., It 1s inevitable. There will be care-

lessness and so one But the gencral line will protect use. 1In
the union I can say I am for the Fourth International, I am against
ware But I am with you. I will not sabotage tho ware I will be the
bost soldieor just as I was tho bost and most skilled worker in the
factorys At tho same time I will try to convince you that we should
change our soclety. In court my fellow-worker would say, 'ho said that
he would be a diseiplined soldior, that he wouldn't provoke robellions.
All he asked for was the right to givo his opinion.! We ocan mako a
simllar défense in court from our preodiction rogarding the doom of
bourgeois soclety. If the bourgcoisiec could prosorve democracy, good,
but within a yoar they will impose a dictatorship. Weo aro against
dictatorships Wo will fight arms in hand against such a dictatorship.
Naturally in principlo wo would overthrow so-called bourgools domocracy
given the opportunity, but tho bourgoois won't give us timo.

- Smith: Just as in tho factory ono must'bo a vory good worker in ordor
“to influcneco tho othor workors, so in war he mist bo a good
soldior.
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Kay: Wo must use caution in our agitation.

Martin: To what oxXtent can wo usc tho analogy of the army and tho
factory? Can wo usc it as categorically as you have oxprossod
it horo?

Innd: Yos, I think sog¢ In tho factorics now more .than half of thoir
pro&uce is war goods.

Smith: Whothor we onlist or wait for conscription or avoid ontoring
is a practical Quostion isn't 1t? Whother woe joln voluntarily,

wait conscription or ovadoc conscription == that'!s a practical day to
day quostion.

Innd: We must bo for compulsory military training for tho workors
"T77  undor tho control of the workors. It is an approach to tho
workors!'! militia. As to ontry into tho army that is an individual
quostion. Obviously wo don't agitato fer cntryl

Smith: In Toxas a Congrossman proposcs appropriations for tho crcation
) of millitary combat units against tho Fifth Column. Theso ‘

workera aro to bo trained by officors to be scleccted by tho omployor.

That appears to be an idecal casc, ono wo should pick up and show how

i1t should bo turnod around and uscd.

Iund: Thoro will be dozons of such oxamplos.

Onc moro point: Wo must polomicizo against tho stupid argumont
that tho U.S. cannot bo attackecd. Of courso the U.3. 1s attackod.
Any modern ompirc is attackod by changos in tho military powors of
othor countrios. Gormany throatons tho ompiro of tho Unitod States.
Capitalism 1s international.



