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Luiemn on tl‘e State.

From an Unpublished Lecture.

The following is the full text of a part of a
lecture delivered by Lenin on the 11th July, 1919,
in the “Central School for Soviet Officials (As the
Sverdlov University was formerly termed). The
full text of the whole lecture will be pubhsheﬁl
the next number of the “International”.

The Editorial Board

The State is a machine for the rpose of maintaining the
dommance of one class over amother. When there were no
classes in society, when, up to the fime of slavery, humanity
lived under primegal Condttions of ‘emuality, when they lived
their }wes underthg «cOuditions of a low productivity of labour,
3 an gradually and with great difliculties ob-
ed)§ necessary for a primitive primeval existence,

geople grew up, and no such groups could
ich occupied themselves exclusvely with ad-

grow

i Minist and who dominated the whole {of the rest ot

' societ y when the firs ym of the division of society into
classes™ag04e, when slavefy ardse, when a particular group of
people_whel concentrated upon the most prinjtive forms ot

+ o agricu ere able fo ’duce a surplus, and when this

} surplus po longer absolutely necessary fof the miserable
existence d laves and fell into the hands of+the slaveholders,

is way the existence of a -Jave-owning class
ed\ only then did the nece«u) to. a State arise.

And the State arose, a State of slave owners, an agparams
which gave the slave owners the power and the possibilit

dominating over all the slaves. Both the society and the State
were at that time much smaller than they are now and had
at their disposal an incomparably inferior apparatus for main-
taining communications, for they had none of the modern
means of transport. Mountams, rivers and the seas were
tremendously greater obstacles than they are to-day, and the
formation of the State developed within % graphical bound-
aries which were much closer than to-day. The technically weak
State apparatus served a State which controlled a relatively
limited territory and a limited number of functions, There was
no apparatus which could have held the slaves in slaveryaswhich
could have held one section of society under the power of
another. The overwhelming section of society -cannot be forced
to work systematically for the other section of society without
the maintenance of a permanent apparatus of power. As long
as no classes existed, there was no such apparatus. When
classes appeared, then everywhere there appeared also simul-
taneously a special institution — the State, which grew together
with the growth and consolidation of this social division into
classes. The State forms were very varied. At the time of
slavery we see very different State forms in the two countries
which were at the time the most advanced, most cultured and
most highly civilised, the Greece of antiquity and Rome, both
of which were based upon slavery. Even then the differenc.
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existed between monarchy and- the republic, between
aristocracy and democracy — the monarchy as the rule
of an individual, the republic as the absence of all other
than duly elected power, aristocracy as the rule oi a com-
paratively small minority and democracy as the rule of the
people. Translated literally from the Greek, democracy means
the rule of the people. These differences originated in the time
of slavery. Despite these differences the State in the period of
slavery was a slave owners State, irrespective of whether it was
a monarchy or a republic, aristocratic or democratic.

In the lectures concerning the history of antiquity you will
learn of the struggles between monarchist and republican State
forms. The basic principle common to both, however, was that
the slaves were not regarded as human beings, not merely not
regarded as citizens perhaps, but actually not regarded as
human beings. Roman law regarded the slaves as chattels. The
law of the State against murder, excluded the slaves from its
protecting provisions, not to mention all the other laws pro-
tecting the integrity and the dignity of the person. The laws
were only for the protection of the slave owners, who were
alone recognised as fully-fledged citizens. If the State form were
monarchistic, then it was a slave-holding monarchy. If the State
form were republican, then it was a slave-holding republic.
In both these cases, only the slave-holders enjoyed civil rights,
whilst the slaves were considered as chattels, so that not “only
every form of maltreatment was permissible, but even the
murder of slaves by their masters was not regarded as a crime.

Slave-holding republics were according to their internal
organisation of two varieties: aristocratic or democralic re-
putlics. In an aristocratic republic only a small and select group
took part in the elections, whereas in a democratic republic
everyone was entitled to take part in the elections, everyone
meaning all slave-holders, and by no means including the
slaves. The fundamental principle must be held carefully -in
mind. as it is essential for the understanding of the question
of the State and its essential character,

The State is a machine for the oppression of one class by
another class. It is the machine with which one class holds
the other subjugated classes in check. The form of this machine
may vary: with the slave-holding State we saw aristocratic
republics and even democratic republics, and in fact there
existed many varied forms of government, but the essential
principle of the State was common to them all. The slaves
enjoyed no rights of any kind and remained an oppressed class,
they” were not even recognised as human beings. The saume
principle is to be met with under feudalism. The State baced
upon serfdom cliers the same picture.

The change in the form of exploitation transiormed the
<lave-holding State into a State based upon seridom. This
change was of the greatest importance. In the slave-holding
State the slave was completely without rights and was not even
recognised as a human being. In the State based upon
seridom the peasant was chained to the land on which he
worked. The fundamental characteristic of law under seridom
was that the peasantry. and at that time the peasantry repre-
serited the overwhelming majority of the population, for the
urban population was only rudimentary, were regarded as
chained 1o the land upon which they worked, and the name
seridom is derived from this fact. (Lenin refers here to the
Russian word for serfdom, whose root goes back to the word
bond. to bind, to make fast, as in English the term bondsman,
bondage etc.. reierring to feudal society. Ed.) The peasant
vas permitted to work for a certain number of davs upon
the land given to him by the feudal owner, on the oiler
days he had to work upon the land of the feudal cwner as
the serf of the latter. The essence of class-rule remained the
same, society was still based upon the exploitation of class by
class. Only the feudal landowners were able to enjoy all civil
rights, whilst the peasants were regarded as having no rights
at all.

In practice the situation of these peasants was very little
“iferent from that of the slaves in the slave-holding State.
evertheless. the broad way to their frecdom was opened by
e fact that the peasant was not censidered 1o be the immediaie
soperty of the landowner. The peasant was permitted to speni

part et his time upon his own land, could, so to speak.
~elong to himself and when the possibilities of exchange de-
veloped and brought commercial relations with them, then

No.

serfdom decayed more and more and the way to the freedom
of the peasantry opened wider and wider. Society based upon
serfdom was always more complicated than society based upon
slave-holding. In the former society there existed the great
element of the development of commerce and industry, which
even then led towards capitalism. In the Middle Ages serfdom
was the dominant social form, and here, too, the State forms
were varied. Both monarchies and republics existed, but only
the landowners having serfs under them were the dominating
force. As far as political rights were concerned, the peasant
serfs were absolutely without rights.

Under both slavery and serfdom, the dominance of a smail
minority of people over the great majority of their fellows,
cannot be maintained without force. History is an unbroken
chain of attempts on the part of oppressed classes fo shake
off their chains. The history of slavery has seen wars which
lasted for decades and which were carried on for or against
the emancipation of the slaves. It should be pointed out here
that the name Spartacus, which the German comumunists have
adopted for their splendid party which is fighting against the
yoke of caritalism, has been taken from the name of one of
the most prominent heroes of one of the greatest slave in-
surrections which took place about 2000 years ago when the
apparenily all-powerful Roman Empire, w}zich was exclusively
based upon slavery, was compelled to suffer for a great
number of years the shock and the blows of a tremendous rising
of slaves who rallied around one named Spartacus, armed them-
selves and formed a great army. Finally, however, they were
defeated, their leaders taken prisoners and murdered by the
slave-owners. Such civil wars are to be seen throughout the
history of the existence of class-society. I have just referred
to the greatest example of such wars during the epoch of
slavery. The whcle epoch of serfdom ds full of insurrections.
above all of peasant revolts. In Germany for instance, this
struggle of two classes, the landowners and the peasant serfs.
in the Middle Ages. took on a tremendous character aud
became a civil war which shook the whole country. You are
all acquainted with examples of similar revolts of the peasan:s
against the feudal landowners in Russia.

In order to maintain their dominance the feudal land-
owners had to have an apparatus capable of holding the
enormous masses in subordination -and subjecting them to
certain rules and regulations; and all this regulation had the
same aim, i. e. o maintain the power of the feudal landowners
over their peasant serfs. That was the State based upon serf-
dom which existed 1n Russia, for instance. and stili exists in
a number of very backward Asiatic countries. The State form
of this society was varied. being sometimes republican and
sometimes monarchist. 1f the State was monarchist, then the
power of an individual was recognised. If the State was re-
publican, then a larger or smaller number of individuals from
ithe feudal landowning class were permitted to take a part in
its administration. This society showed such a division of
classes that the enormous majority of the population. the peasant
serfs, were in complete dependence upon a numerically insigni-
ficant minority of feudal landowners who held the land.

The development of commerce and commodily exchange
led to the crystallization of a new social class, the capitalist
eass. Capital originated towards the end of the Middle Ages

swhen the discovery of America permitted world commerce ‘o

develop to an unparalleled degree and greatly increased the
suprlies of precious metals, which then became the objects of
exchange. and the introduction of currency permitted the accu-
mulation of tremendous wealth in the hands of the few. Gold
and silver were recognised as riches all over the world. The
economic strength oi the old class of feudal landowners di-
minished and that of the new class, the capitalists, developed.
The transformation of society took place and resulted in a
meretricious equality of all citizens; the former division imo
slaves and slave-owners disappeared; all members of society
were considered equal before the law irrespective of how much
wealth or how little they possessed, whether they possessed
land or only their two hands to labour, all were equal before
the law. The law protected all in the same manner, it protected
property, as far as the citizen possessed any, against the
attacks of the mass of people who possessed nothing. apari
from their two hands to labour, and who me miore and
more impoverished and who became finally proletarians. Tha
is capitalist society. 1y
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I am not able to discuss this question in detail here,
but you wil be able to deal with it again when you discuss
the programme of the Party — you will then learn the chief
© characteristics of capitalist society. This new form of society

opposed the old social form of seridom with the slogan of
personal freedom as opposed to the bondage of serfdom. It
meant, however, freedom for those who possessed property.
When serfdom was broken up, a process which was completed
at the end of the 18th and the beginning of the 19th centuries
— in Russia the process commenced later 1861 — when the
capifalist State took the place of the State based upon serfidom
and adopted the slogan of personal freedom for the whole of
the people, declaring that it represented the will of the whole
and denying that it represented a class-society, a new
class-struggle developed between the socialists who fought in
reality for the freedom of the whole of the people, and the
capitalist State, a struggle which led to the formation of the
socialist Soviet Republic and which embraces the whole world.

In order to understand the struggle which is being carried
on against international capitalism, in order to grasp the
essential character of the capitalist State, it is necessary to
remember that when the capitalist State was opposing sert-
dom, it held aloft the standard of personal freedom. The abo-
lition of serfdom meant freedom for the representatives of the
capitalist State, and was really useful in so far as sertdom
was really abolished and the peasants received the possibility
of becoming the unlimited owner of the land which he had
bought free. The State paid no attention to this; it protected
property no matter how the said property had been established.
As the State was based upon private property, the peasants
in all modern civilised States were transformed into property
owners. The State protected private property where tne land-
owner had given up a part of his land to the peasants, recei-
ving compensation by purchase. The State declared, so to speak.
for full private property and supported and encouraged private
property in every possible way. The State admitted the rigin
oi private property to every industrialist, every factory owner
and every tradesman. And this society, based upon private pro-
perty, the power of capital and upon the complete subordination
of the propertyless workers and the toiling masses of the
peasantry. declares that it is ruling on the basis of freedom.
In its struggle against serfdom this society declared private
property to be free and was particularly proud of the fact thai
the capitalist State had ceased to be a class-Siate.

But the State continued to be a machine with wich the
capitalists held the poor peasants and the working class m
check, whilst both workers and peasants were apparently free.
Capitalist society proclaimed the general franchise and de-
ciared through its preachers, scholars, philosophers and lawyers
that the State was no longer a class-State. Even now, aiter the
struggle of the socialist soviet republics has begun against them.
they accuse us of being the disturber of freedom. because wc
have built up a State upon coercicn, upon the suppression of
one section of sociely by the other. whereas they have a State
of the whole people, a democratic State. This question, the
question of the present day State in the period of the beginning
socialist revolution all over the world. in the period of the
victory of the revolution in a number of countries. in the period
when the struggle against internaiional capitalism is intensi-
fving. this question of the State takes on a very great signi-
ficance and becomes, so to speak, the most vital question, the
focus of all political problems and struggles at the present
time.

No matter what political party we may take as an example,
either in Russia or in some other civilised country, almost all
political differences, differences of opinion and opinions are
connected with the interpretation of the character of the State.
Is the State in a capitalist country, in a democratic republic.
above all in countries Kke the U. S. A. and Switzerland, the
freest of democratic republics, the expression of the will of the
people, a syntheses of the decisions of the whole people. an ex-
pression of the national will, or is the State a machine wiin
which the capitalists there maintain their power over the masses
of the workers and the peasants? That is the main question
in all political debates all over the world at the present time.
\What is being said about Bolshevism? The bourgeois press
abuses the bolsheviks, it would be impnssible to find a bour-
geois newspaper which does not publish the wildesl accusations
against the Bolsheviks, and the main tenor of their attack is

o .

that the Bolsheviks have violated the power of the people. Whicu
our mensheviks and social-revolutionaries imagine in the sim-
plicity of their souls (the sort of simplicity about which po-
pular adage insists that it is worse than theft) that they arc
the discoverers and inventors of the accusations made against
the Bolsheviki according to which the latter have violated the
freedom and rule of the people, they, the mensheviks and the
social-revolutionaries, deceive themselves woefully. At the pre-
sent time amongst the most powerful newspapers in the richest
countries, newspapers which expend millions in order to spread
bourgeois lies and imperialist policy in dozens of millions of
copies amongst the people, there is not one single newspaper
which does not use and continually repeat these fundamental
arguments and accusations against the Bolsheviks: the Unitea
States, Great Britain and Switzerland are progressive States
based upon the power of the people, whereas the Bolshevik
Republic is a robber State which knows no such freedom. The
Bolsheviks have violated the idea of the rule of the people and
have even gone so far as to break up the constitutional as-
sembly. These horrible accusations are being repeated against
the Bolsheviks all over the world. These accusations bring us
once again to the question, what does the State represent? In
order to understand these accusations, to become familiar with
them, to take up a conscious and deliberate attitude towards
them and not only to analyse these accusations upon the basis
of rumours, but also to form a definite opinion aboul them,
it is necessary to realise clearly what it is that the Stiate re-
presents. There are all sorts of capitalist States and many systems
ol docirine which originated before the war in their defecrice.
In crder to approach the question correctly, we must take up
a critical attitude to all these doctrines and opinions.

I mentioned as an auxiliarly text-book, Engel's book about
the origin of the State. In this book you will see that every
State in which there exists private property in land and in the
means of production. where capital i1s dominant, no matter how
democratic the State may be, is a capitalist State. This State
is the machine in the hands of the capitalists for holding the
working class and the poor peasantry in subjection. The geueral
franchise, the constitutional assemblies, the parliaments, ali these
things are only the outward form. they represent a change
which alters nothing tundamental in the real situation.

The forms ol the dominance of the State can be varied.
Capital shows its power first in one form, and then in the other,
but always, no matter what the form, power remains in the
haunds of capital. Whether it is a question of censorship or ol
a democratic republic, power is in the hands of capital, and the
more damocratic the republic is, the greater and the niore cv-
nical is the rule of capital. One of the most damoacratic repu-

lics in the world is the United States of North America. and

vet it can be seen nowhere more clearly than in this country.
(and those who have been there since 1405 have a very goold
idea of the situation) that power is in the hands of a liitle
agrcup of millionaires who control the whole of society brutally
and and with open corruption. When capital exists, it controls
the whole of society, and no democratic republic and no go-
neral franchise can alter the essence of this state of afiairs.

The democratic republic and the general franchise. con-
pared wiih the social structure based upon seridom. represented
tranendous progress: it gave the proletariat the possibility ol
attaining that strong compactness, those disciplined ranks which
are nccessary for a systematic struggle against capitalism, The
peasant serfs had nothing of the sori, not to mention the sfaves.
The slaves revolted, caused great unrest and commenced civil
war, but thev were never able fo form a conscious majority
which could have led the strugueles of the parties. They couil
not understand clearly to what goal they were moving. and
even the most revolutionary moments in history showed thar
they were only pawns in the hands of the ruling classes, ‘the
bourgeois republic, the gencral fraunchise, parliament, all these
things represent tremendous progress from the point of view
of the international development of society. Humanity arrives
at the stage of capitalism, and capitalism then gave for the
first time, thanks to urban culiure, the oppressed class of pro-
letarians a recognition of its own position in society and the
incentive for the building up of the international working class
movement, which organises millions of workers all over the
world in their own socialist parties, which consciously carry
on a mass-struggle against capitalism. Without parliamentarisot.
without the general franchise. this development of the working
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class would have been impossible, and therefore these insti-
tutions have taken on a great significance in the eyes of the
broad masses of the workers. That is the reason why the trans-
formation seems so difficult.

It is not only the hypocrites, the capitalist ideologists and
the priests who support and defend the bourgeois lies which
declare "the State to be free and called upon to defend the in-
terests of the whole people. No, A great mass of people repeat
in all honesty the old worn-out shibboleths, and cannot under-
stand the transformation from the old capitalist society to so-
cialism. Not only people who are directly dependent upon the
bourgeoisie, not only those who are under the direct pressure
of capitalism, or who are bribed by capitalism, not only the fact
that a great number of scholars, artists and priests of all sorts
are in the services of capitalism, but also a great number ot
people, quite simply under the influence of the prejudice of bour-
geois freedom, have allied themselves all over the world against
Bolshevism, because the Soviet Republic at its birth flung aside
the old bourgeois lie of freedom and declared openly: What,
you call your State free? The fact is that as long as private
property exists, even when your State is a democratic republic,
it is nothing but a machine in the hands of the capitalists for
subjugating the workers and the poor peasants, and the freer
your %tate is, the more clearly this fact is expressed. Examples
gf this are: in Europe, Switzerland and in America, the United

tates.

Capitalism is nowhere so cynical and so ruthless as
these countries and nowhere can that be seen so clearly as in
these countries, although both of them are democratic republics.
No matter how the facade may look and no matier how loud
the phrases about a working democracy or the equality of all
citizens. In reality capitalism is dominant in Switzerland ana
in the United States, and all the attempts of the workers to
secure any serious improvement are met immediately with a
threat of civil war. In both these countries there are very few
soldiers and a small standing army. In Switzerland there is
a militia and every citizen has a weapon at home. Not long
ago there was no standing army in the United States. When a
strike breaks out therefore the bourgeoisie arms itself and re-
cruits mercenaries in order to crush the strike, and nowhere is

the suppression of the working class movement carried out witn
such merciless brutality as in the United States and in Switzer-
land nowhere is the influence of capitalism so strong in parlia-
ment as there. The power of capital is everything, the Stock
Exchange is everything and parliament and the elections are
marionettes, pawns in the game... But in the course of deve-
lopment the eyes of the workers are being opened, the idea ot
the Soviets is winning more and more ground, particularly as
a result of the bloody slaughter through which we have just
gone. The working class is realising more and more clearly
the necessity of a merciless struggle against capitalism,

No matter what form a State may adopt, including the form
of the democratic republic, if it maintains the institution ot
private property in land and in the means of production, if
private capital is able to hold the greater portion of society in
wage-slavery, in other words, if a State does not fulfil that
which is contained in the programme of our Party and in the
Soviet constitution, then such a State is a machine for the sup-
pression of one section of society by another. And this machine
is taken in hand by us, we, the class which must overthrow the
Eower of capital. We will throw all the old prejudices over-

oard, according to which the State guarantees general equa-
lity. Such conceptions are deceptions. So long as exploitation
continues to exist there can be no equality. The landownex
cannot be equal with the landworker, the hungry man cannot
be equal weiﬂn the sated man. This machine of the State before
which people bow with superstitious veneration and believe that
it represents the power of the whole people, is uprooted by the
roletariat which declares the old ideas to be bourgeois lies.

e have taken this machine away from the capitalists, we have
taken it for us, With this machine or with the club we will drive
all exploitation out of the world, and when all possibilities o!
exploitation have been abolished and no single landowner and
no single factor{v) owner exists any longer, then one human
being will not be overfed whilst the other is hungry. Only
when the last possibility of exploitation has been abolished
will we fling this machine onto the scrap heap. Then there will
be no State and no exploitation. That is the standpoint of our
Communist Party. 1 hope that in the coming lectures we shall
often come back to this question.

Stages of the Struggle. - Lenin, Liebknedht, Luxemburg
in theFigth for the Transformation of War into Civil War.

The proletariat must learn by its victorious as well as by
its defeats. For this reason it must thoroughly study all the
stages of the fight which was waged by our predecessors —
Viadimir Ilyitch Ulyanov-Lenin, Rosa Luxemburg, and Karl
Liebknecht — against the imperialist war in 1914—19. This
fight has brought glorious viclory to the proletariat in Russia,
but a deplorable defeat in Germany. Relying upon its Soviet
State, the proletariat in the Soviet Union is now able to take
up a leading role in the new struggle against the danger of a
new, a hundred times more tremendous and fateful world war.
It is also able to contemplate without fear the outbreak of such
a war, if provoked by the imperialist plunderers! Taught by
the mistakes of the past, the proletariat of the capitalist countries
must make use of a new war — should it break out after all —
to inaugurate the path of the Russian October of 1917. Once
and for all, for the whole of eternity, Imperialism must be
thrown -into oblivion! .

We shall now let the dates and facts tell their story.

* *

*

Middle of 1914. The gunpowder magazines in the European
countries became overcharged to the point of bursling; it wanted
Fut one spark to explode them into the air. On June 30, 1913,
thie Governnient of Willielm 1I had forced its second Armament
Bil 1o the Reichstag, Three weeks later the French Parliament
cxiended the time of military service from two to three years.

This was followed in rapid succession by huge military prepa-
rations on land and sea by Russia, Austria-Hungary, Italy, Great
Britain, the Balkan countries, Spain, Portugal, and the Scandi-
navian countries. The world bourgeoisie eniertained no anxiety
as to the world revolution which had been threatened by the So-
cialist Infernational in 1912. It knew its chained dogs: &ey bark
aloud, but they do not bite; they threaten, but do mothing.

June 28, 1914, The Ausirian heir-apparent and his wife were
killed by a Serbian nationalist. The murder was utilised as a
pretext by the ruling cliques of Austro-Hungary and Germany to
consolidate their domination in the Balkans. Serbia was now to
be crushed. This meant a world war. The prediction of the Basle
Manifesto was to come true. The most fateful catastrophe — and
at the same time the most shameful historic event — was to
become the fact, whilst the starting point was to be one of the
most trifling events.

July 29--30, 1914. The International Socialist Bureau met at
Brussels to discuss the imminemt danger of war. A great many
words are uttered at the conference, but only two facts are regi-
stered: in the West, the anti-war agitation of the “courageons
woman” — Rosa Luxemburg, who “grips the heart of the Ger-
man proletariat by the flame of her thoughts”, said Jaures, “who
incited the soldiers to disobedience”, as declared by the Kaiser's
court who tried her in Frankiurt. In the East, the heroic beha-
viour of the revolutionary Russian proletariat is welcomed, which
erected barricades in the sireets of St. Petersburg to “celebrate’”
the arrival of Poincaré.



No. 3

International Press Correspondence 41

Between the 1st and 5th of August the world war became
an accomplished fact. The socialists of the 1I. International have
entirely gone over to the side of “their” perspective governments.

bourgeois world becomes enshrouded in flames. At this
very moment the feeble edifice of the Intermational, which was
ioolishly considered by the proletariat as its stronghold against
capitalism, collapses to the ground.

_August 1st — November 1st. The guns are roaring. The
socialist gentlemen are the captives of the imperialist govern-
ments, of the deadly enemies of the proletariat. Rosa Luxemnburg,
Franz Mehring, and Karl Liebknecht in Germany, and Lenin
in Switzerland — cut off from the proletariat — are gathering
around them the first bodies of fighters.

On November 1st, 1914 the first gathering signal was
sounded: the Central Committee of the Social Democratic Labour
arty of Russia, with Lenin at the head, issued its historic Ma-
nifesto. “lt is the task of the Social Democrats in every country”
— Lenin declared in that document — “to wage in the first and
foremost place the fight against chauvinism in their respective
country”. The overthrow of the Tsarist monarchy, the United
states of Europe erected upon the ruins of the Russian, German,
and Austro-Hungarian monarchies, the socialist revolution in the
advanced European countries, the democratic revolution in Russia
— such were to be the political aims of the revolutionary struggle.
The transformation the imperialist war into civil war, such
was to be the road.

December 2nd, 1914. The preliminary work of Rosa Luxem-
burg and her marrow circle of friends yields the first fruit.
Karl Liebknecht raises his voice in the Reichstag against the
war of plunder, as the only revolutionary spokesman of the pro-
letariat among 110 traitors and semi-traitors! He refused to
vote for war credits whilst “protesting against the war, against
its promoters and managers, against the capitalist policies
which provoke it, against the annexationist plans, against the
violation of the neutrality of Belgium and Luxembourg, against
the social and political neglect of duty on the part of the go-
vernment and the ruling classes”. This deed of Karl Liebknecht
resounded louder than the murderous roar of the guns. This was
already a beginning of the proletarian struggle against war!

The struggle went on. The guns continued to roar on all
the fronts. Streams of blood flowed in the trenches, on the
battle-tields, in the swamps, in the mountains of Europe, Asia
and Africa, over the seas of one-half of the world. Amid untold
misery and suffering, amid super-human efforts of sacrifices, the
revolutionary leaders and champions were still forming their
armies. Dreadfully slow was the influx of new forces, whilst the
enemy was tearing away the old forces from the ranks. On
February 7th, 1915, after being denounced by Scheidemann and
his crowd as a “traitor 0 his country”, Karl Liebknecht was
seized by the Kaiser’s generals hho drafted him as a common
soldier; On February 18 Rosa was thrown into jail. A similar
fate overtook everyone who protested against the war. Never-
theless they had launched the slogan: “The chief ememy is in
one’s own couptry!“ It was announced as the tenet of faith of
Franz Mehring, Rosa Luxemburg, and Karl Liebknecht, jn the
New Year’s number of the “Labour Leader” in England. Across
the seas, in spite of the blockade, the revolutionary socialists of
the leading combatant countries had held out their hands.

In March 1915 the Socialist women who remained true to
the revolution met at Berne, with Clara Zetkin at their head,
n order to urge their husbands and sons to withhold their
| support from the murderous gang which had unleashed the dogs

{ of war and meant to go on with the war “to the end!” for the
sake of their profits. In April, thanks to the indefatigable efiorts
of Rosa Luxemburg, a publication was founded — the “Inter-
national” — which became, like the “Social Democrat” edited
by Lenin, the rallying ground for the revolutionary proletariat.

Alter its very first issue it fell a victim to the furious persecution

by Wilhelm’s %enerals. Nevertheless in the first days of Septem-

ber the first Intermational conference took place, the Zimmer-
wald Conference designajed by Lenin as the first step towards
the break between socialism and opportunism and social-chauvi-

| ism. A further impetus was lent to the cause of the struggle
agamst the war. Thanks to the efforts of Lenin and his associates

- the Zimmerwald Left was organised which constituted the first
. Nucleus of the mew Imternational that was to be. In Lenin’s pam-
* phlet “Socialism and War”, distributed at the Zimmerwald Con-

ference in the German language, the princi?les and the pro-
amme of action of the International were formulated for the
irst time,

The struggle went on. The world butchery assumed even
larger scope, but already the forces were emerging which were
fo take up the struggle against the plunderous war.

Winter and Spring of 1916. The “Spartacus” formulated its
watchwords: “The class war within the bourgeois countries against
the ruling classes, and the international solidarity of the prole-
tarians of all countries, are the two inseparable living maxims
of the working class in their world-historic struggle for emanci-
pation”. “The central point of the organisation of the proletariat
as a class is in the International.” Such were the fundamental
principles of the Spartacus. In her “Junius” pamphlet Rosa Lu-
xemburg announced her platform which, surely, could not rally
the whole of the revolutionary movement, and which served
rather as a source of weakness to the movement. Nevertheless
“the aim was well fixed, and the releniless class struggle was
announced all along the line in the spirit of the International!”
Karl Liebknecht’s address to the demonstration at Potsdamer
Plaiz on May 1st, 1616 with the slogans of “Down with the
government!” and “Down with the war!” showed that the Spar-
tacus meant in real earnest to gather the masses upon these
grounds. .

At the same time. from the 24th to the 30th April 1916, the
second Zimmerwald Conference was held at Kiental. The influ-
ence of the Lefts who were lead by Lenin had grown, and the
road was made even clearer for the struggle against the war, for
socialism and for the Third International. Unfortunately, the
German revolutionary party had no leadership capable of en-
suring the further class-conscious and firm development of the
struggle.

lowly but surely the slogan of Lenin and Liebknecht, to
transiorm the imperialist war into civil war, was spreading
among the masses} The masses entered upon the arena of the
struggle, and the two years of 1915 and 1916, in Russia as well
as in Germany and in the other belligerent countries, were mar-
ked at first by hunger riots and disturbances, and afterwards
by political demonstrations against the war. This went on until
the outburst of revolution which became louder than the roar
of the guns! On March 9, 1917 the Russian working masses
overthrew Tsarism!

However, the first result was the seizure of power by the
bourgeoisie relying upon its subservient tools, the social-chau-
vinists. The struggle now to be taken up against the war was
to be dedicated to the following task: the taking of power by
the masses of the workers, soldiers, and peasants thgmselves.
The man who raised and carried out this task was Lenin.

Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg were behind the iron
bars. Yet their spirit was alive and active in the Spartacus.

On June 28, 1916 50000 workers in Berlin struck in favour
of Liebknecht; on the following day the strike was joined by
Brunswick. Germany had its first political mass strike. Thou-
sands of workers repeated the query contained in Rosa Luxem-
burg’s appeal: “What has happened to Liebknecht?”, showing
that Liebknecht’s cause was their very own, that they were at
one with him in the watchwords: “Down with the war, down
with the government!” :

It was only the Russian Revolution — the first embodiment
cf the Leninist spirit — which gave a fresh impetus to the
struggle against war in Germany that was lacking since the im-
prisonment of Karl and Rosa. In mid-April 1917 big strikes
broke out in the munition factories of Berlin, Leipzig, Halle,
Brunswick and Magdeburg. Hundreds of thousands of workers
raised economic demands, whilst the Leipzig strikers raised
also political demands. Behind this wave of strikes the Kaiser’s
generals could perceive already so clearly the advent of the re-
volution that General Groner denounced the strikers as “scound-
rels”. Yet owing to the internal and external weakness of {he re-
volutionary party, the movement was as yet unable to put up
a resistance to the ukases issued by General Groner, nor to the
measures taken by the even more trickery and treacherous So-
cial Democrats. There was not suificient resistance in the shape
of an efiective struggle against the war, which the Russian wor-
kers had carried out under Lenin's leadership at the other end
of the front.
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In Russia the revolution went on rapidly through its stages,
with the speed of the “locomotive of history”.

On April 47, 1917, immediately upon his arrival in St
Detersburg, Lenin issued his famous Theses on the tasks of the
proletariat in the revolution. Not the least concessions on the
“point of the revolutionary defence of the country”. The war can
¢nd in a democratic peace only after the overthrow of capitalism.
Without the passing of the whole power into the hands of the
v.orkers’ and soldiers’ soviets there can be no realisation of the
programme of war and peace. Hence, the transformation of the
old Social Democratic into the new Communist Party, the reor-
ganisation of the International into a revolutionary body, the
organisation of the struggle against the social-chauvinists and
the Centrists, such are the immediate tasks of the Parly.

During the days oi April 22— 27 Lenin reviewed the conrse
of hisory: the first siage ol the revolution had been accom-
phished, under the pressure of the masses of workers and sol-
diers the reins of government had gone over from the big bour-
geoisie to the “socialist” petty bourgeoisie. During the same days
the All-Russian Conference of the Bolsheviks adopted the Leni-
nist theses, Fromn now on we find Lenin standing at the head of
a revolutionary army, with its aid hé will proceed to solve the
great historic tasks outlined by him for the proletariat in the
first days of the world revolution: The end of the imperialist
war through the revolutionary overthrow of capitalism!

On November 7, 1917, the victory was complete. With “cou-
rage”, efficiency. revolutionary far-sightedness, and consistency”,
the supreme ends were achieved by the Russian revolution for
which Rosa Luxemburg had fought. And the movement would
have spread on to the West, if only the workers in the European
countries had kept pace with the Russian revolution.

Nevertheless the October victory of the Leninist Party led to
a definite turning also in the struggle of the working masses in
Germany. [t wanted precisely the spirit of_Lenin, next to the
flame of Luxemburg and Liebknecht, to arause the masses in
Germany to go on with the struggle against the war.

On December 1st 1917 the “glad tidings” of the Russian
people’s message: To All! had reached the maczses of the workers
in Germany. Thev asked *“the government, all the classes, all
the parties and all the belligerent countries whether they agreed
to the proposal of the revolutionary government of Russia to take
up negotiations for the immediate armistice and the universal
peace.” In the first place, the masses of the workers were urged
to put an end to the senseless butchery.

It was only at the end of January 1918, when the Leninist
government has already beeni for weeks negotiating for peace
with the imperialist government of Wilhelm 11.. Hindenburg and
Ludendorfi, when the whole of the “naked brutality” of Germati
imperialism had been unmasked in the course of those nego-
tiations, only then the masses of the workers in Germany stepped
again into the foreground. Until that time Rosa Luxemburg had
nothing else to do but to bemoan the tragic element in the
Russian revolution. whereas there was tragedy, above all, in the
situation as it existed in Germany. liventually not Rosa Luxem-
burg but Lenin was vindicated by history.

On January 28-29 1918, encouraged by the example of the
masses of the workers in Vienna, Budapest and in other cities
oi the Austro-Hungarian monarchy. 300,000 workers went out on

strike in Berlin. Peace without annexation, without indemnities.
on the grounds of the right of nations to seli-determination. in
conformily to the principles laid down by the Leninist Govern-
ment, — such were the demands, “The separate peace must be
transformed into universal peace at any price”, was the slogan
of the Spartacus.

Once again the movement was subdued. The brutal force ot
the “Western Kalmucks” around Hindenburg, Ludendorfi and
Groner, united with the sly perfidy of the social-traitors arouni
Ebert, Scheidemann and Dittmann, to crush the movement. Never-
t;mless Lenin, Liebknecht and Luxemburg were soon to come by
their own.

In the months of August-October 1918 the German soldiers
began to record en masse their agreement “to the Russian terms
of eace”, and to declare for “peace at any cost”. Some soldiers
— the best among them — voied in the Russian way, by turning
their arms on their commanders at the front. And when the
final collapse of the front came, the masses of the workers, sol-
diers and sailors on November 11, 1918 put an end to the mon-
archy of Wilhelm II

On November 11, 1918 the overthrow of the German and
Austro-Hungarian monarchies meant also the annulment of the
Brest Litovsk treaty of separate peace. Not because it became
transformed into a treaty of universal peace, but because the
viclorious Soviet fore up the Brest Litovsk scrap of paper.
]Eenin's struggle for peace was crowned with victory in the

ast,

Yet in the West the Ebert Republic in Germany accepted
an ignominous peace of coercion. There was but one salvation:
the transfer of power to the real representatives of the prole-
tariat — to the workers’ and soldiers’ soviets, the overthrow
of the government of the social-traitors, and the struggle for the
social revolution. During November-December and January,
1919, Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg led the struggle for
this high aim. On December 31 1918 they established the German
Communist Party as the instrument tfowards the immediate and
ulimate aims.

A life and death struggle ensued between the tools of the
imperialist counter-revolution, the Scheidemann and Eberts on
the one hand, and the standard bearers of the social revolution
in Germany, Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg on the other
hand. Rosa and Karl were physically destroyed in the course of
that struggle. The “brain” and the “heart” of the German revo-
lution seized to function on January 15, 1919, Yet not in vain had
Rosa written in her last article on Revolution: I was, | am, and |
shall be”. Not in vain had Karl Liebknecht written in his last ar-
ticle: “In spite of everything and anything...”

Between the 2 and 19 March 1919 — two months after the
murder of Liebknecht and Luxemburg, in the days when the
villains of the German counter-revolution prepared for the assa--
sination of Leo Jogiches — the Third, the Communist Inter-
Eaﬁpnal was founded in Moscow under the chairmanship of

enin.

In it the spirits of Lenin, Liebknecht and Luxemburg are
alive.JUnder this banner the proletariat will destroy its mortal
enemy — the imperialist bourgeoisie and the worst manifesta-
tion of its mismanagement and barbarism — the imperialist war.
Under this banner the human race will be emancipated, and the
socialist conunonweaith will be brought about in all countries.
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On the Defeat of One’s Own Government in
Imperialist War.

By N. Lenin.

The following article was written by Lenin on
the 26th of July 1915. It was published in No. 43
of the “Social Democrat”, the central organ of the
Bolsheviki which appeared in Switzerland. Editor.

During a reactionary war, the revolutionary class cannot
but desire the defeat of its own government.

This is an axiom. And it is only contested by the deliberate
adherents or helpless accomplices of the social chauvinists.
Among the former must be included, for instance, Semkovsky of
the Organisation Commission. Among the latter Trotzky and
Bukvoyed in Russia, Kautsky in Germany. The wish for Russia’s
defeat, writes Trotzky, is: “an utterly uncalled for and unju-
stifiable concession to the political methodology of social pa-
triotism, substituting for revolutionary struggle against war and
the conditions which it causes an orientation in the direction of
‘he lesser evil, which is extremely arbitrary under the given
conditions.” (No. 105 of “Nasche Slovo”.)

This is a sample of the high-flown phrases with which
Trotzky invariably substantiates opportunism. “Revolutionary
struggle against war” is an empty and purportless exclamation,
of which the heroes of the II. International are such past-masters,
unless we mean by it revolutionary action against our own
government and during the war. A moment’s thought enables
this to be reakised. And revolutionary action against our own
government during a war certainly and undoubtedly does not
mean only the wish for its defeat, but the actual furtherance of
such a defeat (for the “astute” reader: this does not by any
means signify that “bridges are to be blown up”, unsuccessful
military strikes organised, or the revolutionists aided in any
way to bring about a defeat for the government),

Trotzky confines himself fo phrases, but entangles himself
irightfully in them. He believes that to desire defeat for Russia
means desiring victory for Germany (Bukvoyed and Semkovsky
express this thought, or rather lack of thought, which they
possess in common with Trotzky. more directly.) And in this
Trotzky sees the “methodology of social patriotism”! In order
to oblige people who are unable to think, the Berne resolution
declares: “In all imperialist countries the proletariat must desire
the defeat of its government”. Bukvoyed and Trotzky have pre-
ferred to pass over this truth, and Semkovsky (an opportunist
who serves the working class best by a candid and naive re-
petition of bourgeois wisdom), Semkovsky observed “mildly”:
"Thi"s is nonsense, either Germany or Russia can gain the vic-
lory™,

Take the Paris Commune for instance. Germany dcfeated

France, and Bismarck with Thiers defeated the workers! If
Bukvoyed and Trotzky had thought it out, thev would have
seen that they are adopting the standpoint of the war of the
governments and of the bourgeoisie, that is, that thev are gro-
velling before the “political methodology of social pairiotism”,
-.. to make use of Trotzky’s choice language.
__Revolution during time of war is civil war, and the tran-
sition of the war of the governmeunts into civil war is facilitated
on the one hand by the militarv failures (“the defeat”) of the
governments; on the other hand it is impossible really to strive
for such a transition without promoting the defeat.

The Chauvinists (with the Organisation Commission and
the Cheidse fraction) do not want to have anything to do with
the “slogan” of defeat, because this slogan alone signiiies a
consistent appeal for revolutionary action by the revolutionists
against their own government during the war. And without
such action millions of the most revolutionary phrases on war
igainst war, etc.,, are not worth a rap.

Anyone seriously intending to reject the “slogan” of the
defeat of one’s own government in an imperialist war would
have to prove ome of the three following points: either 1. that
the war of 1914 was not reactionary; or 2. that revolution is
mnossible i connection with war; or 3. that a corresponding

and co-operating revolutionary movement in all the belligerent
countries is impossible. This last argument is of special impor-
tance for Russia, for Russia is the most backward country. and
immediate socialist revolution is impossible here. Precisely for
this reason the Russian social democrats should be the first to
come forward with the theory and practice of the “slogan” of
deieat. And the Tsarist government was perfectly right in stating
that the agitation carried on by the Russian Social Democratic
Labour Party was the sole example in the International, not
only of parliamentary opposition, but of really revolutionary
mass action against the government of the country, and that this
agitation weakened military Russia and conduced to its defeat.
This is a fact. It would be foolish to ignore it.

The opponents of the slogan of defeat are simply afraid of
themselves, and do not want to admit the obvious fact of the
indubitable connection between revolutionary agitation against
the government and the bringing about of defeat,

Are the correspondence and co-operation of the bourgeois
democratic movement in Russia with the socialist movement in
Western Europe possible? During the decade just past there
was not a single socialist, among those expressini their opinion
publicly, who doubted this; the movement in the Austrian prole-
tariat after the 17th October, 1905, proved this possibility in
actual fact.

Any social democrat calling himself a socialist should be
asked if he sympathises with an agreement among the social
democrats of various belligerent countries for the purpose of
joint revolutionary action against ali the governments at war
Many will reply that this is impossible, as did Kautsky (.,Neue
Zeit”, 2nd October, 1914), thereby plainly demonstrating his
social chauvinism. For in the first place it is an arrant and
crass untruth, striking a blow in the face of well known facs
and of the Basle manifesto. And in the second place, were it
true, then the opportunists would be right on many points!

Many will reply that they sympathise with the idea. And
then we shall say: If this sympathy is sincere, it would be ridi-
culous to suppose that in war, and for war, a “formal” agree-
ment is requisite, dealing with the election of representatives,
meeting place, signing of a treaty, fixing of appointed day and
hour! 1t is only the Semkovskey who are capable of thinking
like this.- An agreement on revolutionary aciion even in one
country, to say nothing of a number of countries, can only be
realised -by the force of the example of serious revolutionary
actions, their initiation and further development. Such initiative
action is again impossible without the wish for defeat and wit-
hout the promotion of defeat. The conversion of imperialist war
into civil war cannot be “made”, just as a revolution cannot be
“made” . it grows out of a large number of multilarious
phenomena. aspects, features, peculiarities, and consequences of
imperialist war. And this growth is impossible without a num-
ber of military failures and defeats suflfered bv those governnicitis
whose own oppressed classes are dealing blows at them,

To renounce the slogan of defeat is to permit the spirit of
revolution fo degenerate into an empty phrase or mere hypo-
crisy.

What is proposed fo us in place of tie “slogan” of defeat?
A slogan: “Neither victory nor defeat” (Semkovskv in No. 2 of
the “Isvestia”. As also the whole Organisation Commission in
No. 1). But this is nothing but a paraphrase of the slogan of
defence of native country! It is a transierence of the question to
the plane ot the war between the governments (which, according
to the slogan, are to remain in their original sifuation, to “retain
their positions”) and not to the plane of the struggle of the
orpressed classes against their governments! I{ is a justification
of the chauvinism of all imperialist nations, whose bourgcoisics
are always ready to maintain... and to tell the people... ihat
they are “merely” fighting “against defeat”. *“The purport of
our vole on 4th August is: Not for war, but against dcfeat”,
writes the leader of the German opporiunists, Eduard David,
in his book. The Ruszian adhercnts of the “Organisation Coni-
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mission”, join with Bukvoyed and Trotzky in enmtirely adopting
David’s standpoint, in that they defend the slogan: “Neither vic-
tory nor defeat”!

Ii we regard this slogan more closely, we find that its im-
port is “civil peace” and the renunciation of the class struggle
of the oppressed classes in all the warring countries; for it is
impossible to carry on the class struggle in a country without
injuring its bourgeoisie and its government; and to injure one’s
own bourgeoisie in war time is high treason, is the promotion
of the defeat of one’s own country, He who recognises the slo-
gan: “Neither victory nor defeat”, can only be a hypocritical re-
presentative of the class struggle, of the “breach oi civil peace”,
for he renounces in fact an independent proletarian policy, and
subjects the proletariat of all belligerent contries to an entirely
bourgeois task, that of preserving from defeat the imperialist
governments concerned. The sole policy of a real and not phra-
seological breach of the *civil peace”. and of recognition of the
class struggle is thie policy cf the utilisation by the proletariat,
of the difficulties of the government and the bourgeoisie, for the
purpose of overtirowing these. And this cannot be atlained, this
cannot be striven for, unless the proletariat desires the defeat
of its own government, and furthers this defeat.

When the Italian social democrats raised the question of the
mass strike before the war, the bourgeoisie replied to them —-
absolutely correctly from their standpoint — that will be high
treason, and you will be treated as traitors. Right. Just as it is
riﬁht that fraternisation in the trenches is high treason. Those
who join Bukvoyed in writing against “high treason”, or Sem-
kovsky in writing against the “decline of Russia”, adopt a bour-
geois standpoint, and not a proletarian one. The proletarian can
neither deal his government a blow, nor stretch out his hand
to his brother, the proletarian of the ‘“foreign” couniry which
is waging war against “us”, without committing “high treason”,
without furthering defeat, without accelerating the decline of his
own imperialist great power.

He who stands for the slogan: “Neither victory nor defeat”
is, consciously or unconsciously, a chauvinist, a conciliatory
petty bourgeois, and thereby an ememy of proletarian policy,
an adherent of the present governments and of the present
ruling classes,

Let us look at the question from yet another side. War
cannot but arouse the most tempestuous emotions in the masses,
breaking down the customary apathetic state of mind, and no
revolutionary factics are possible without adaptation to these
new tempestuous emotions.

What are the main currents of these tempestuous emotions?
1. Despair and terror. Hence — strengthening of the church.
The churches begin lto fill again, the reactionaries rejoice.
“Where there is suffering, there is religion”, says the arch-
reactionary Barrés. And he is right. 2. Hate against the “enemy”
is a feeling specially nurtured by the bourgeoisie, and in a
lesser degree by the clergy, and useful only to the bourgeoisie,
economically and politically. 3. Hate against their own govern-
ment and gourgeoisie is the feeling experienced by all class
conscious workers, who realise, on the one hand, that war
is a continuation of the policy of imperialism, and reply to it
with a *continuation” of their hate against their class enemy.
but also realise, on the other hand, that “war against war” is a
banal phrase unless they accompany it by revolution against
their own government. One cannot generate hate against one’s
own government and bourgeoisie without wishing for their de-
feat — and one cannot be anything else but a hypocritical oppo-
nent of civil peace if one does not generate haired of one’s own
government and bourgeoisie!!!

The followers of the slogan: “Neither victory nor defeat”
stand in actual fact on the side of the bourgeoisie and the oppor-
tunists; they “do not believe” in the possibility of international
revolutionary action on the part of the working class against
its governments, and do not desire such action: an undoubtedly
difficult task, but the sole socialist task worthy of the prole-
tariat. It is precisely the proletaniat of the most backward of the
warring great Yowers which should advance, especially in view
of the despicable treachery of German and French social demo-
cracy, in the form of its lgarty, with revolutionary tactics which
would be absolutely impossible without “promoting the defeat”
of their own government, the sole tactics leading to European
revolution, to the secure peace of socialism, and to the
emancipation of humanity from the horrors and calamities, the
barbarism and brutalisation, now prevailing.

From LENIN’s “Socialism and War”.

The following iy taken from a brochure written
by Lenin in the suthmer of 1915, shorily before the
immerwald Conference, Editor.

Social Imperialism is consummated Opportunis}ﬁ.

During the whole history of the H. International there took
place everywhere in the socialist parties the fight between the
revolutionary and the opportunist wing. In a whole number
of countries it came to splits (England, Italy, Holland, Bulgaria).
Not a single Marxist doubted that opportunism represents bour-
geois policy in the labour movemeiit, the interests of the petty
bourgeoisie, the a'liance of the smallest part of the workers,
who had fallen under the influence of the bourgeoisie, with
“their” bourgcoisie, an alliance which was directed against
the proletarian and oppressed masses.

The objective conditions at the end of the 10th century
strengthened opportunism in particular, in that it converted the
taking advamage of bourgeois legality into kowtowing before
it, in that a narrow circle of labour bureaucracy and labour
aristocracy arose and that many pelty bourgeois ‘“hangers-on”
entered the ranks of the social democracy.

The war accelerated this development in that it converted
opportunism into social chauvinism and the secret alliance of
opportunism with the bourgeoisie info an open alliance, At
the same time the military authorities everywhere iintroduced a
state of emergency and muzzled the workmg class, Their old
leaders, almost without exception, went over to the camp of
the bourgeoisie.

The economic basis of opportunism and social chauvinism
is the same: the interest of a small section of the privilieged
warkers and the petty bourgeois, who defend their “privi-

leges”, their “right” to a few crumbs from the profits which
“their” national bourgeoisie, thanks to the robbery of foreign
nations and thanks to their privileges as great Powers, have
made.

The ideal political content of opportunism and of social
chauvinism is the same: class co-operation instead of class
struggle, abandonment of revolutionary means of struggle,
support of one’s “own” government when the latter is 1In a
difficult situation, instead of making use of this diificult situation in
the interests of the revolution. If one takes a glance at alt the
European countries and disregards the attitude of certain per-
sons (no matter how influential), it will be seen that the
opportunist terdency has become the most important support
of social chauvinism, and from the camp of the revolutionaries
one hears everywhere a more or less consistent profest against
it. If one takes, for example, the grouping of tendencies at the
Stuttgart International Socialist Congress in the year 1907 then
it will be seen that international Marxism was against im-
perialism, while international opportunism, on the other hand.
already at that time supported it.

Unity with opportunism is an alliance of the workers with
their national bourgeoisie and means splitting the international
revolutionary working class.

In the epoch before the war, opportunism, although it was
regarded as a ‘‘deviation”, an “exaggeration”, often passed as
a natural constituent part of the Socialist Party. The War re-
vealed the impossibility of this point of view in the future.
Opportunism has become “ripe”; it has played out its role of
emissary of thie bourgeoisie in the labour movement. Unity
with opportunism is now a complete hypocrisy, an example of
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which we see in the German social democracy. On all important
occasions (e. g. the voting on the 4th of August) the opportu-
mists come with their ultimatum, they carry it through thanks
10 their manifold relations with the bourgeoisie, to their majority
in the leading positions in the trade umions etc. Unity with
opportunism now means .in reality the subjugation of the
working class to its own national bourgeoisie, alliance with it
for the purpose of suppressing loreign nations and for the
fight for 1ts privileges as a Great I’ower, and means splitting the
revolutionary proletariat of all countries.

However difficult the fight with the opportunists who dominate
in many organisations may be in certain cases, however varied
the process of purging the Labour Parties in the various
countries of the opportunists may be, this process is necessary
snd fruitful. Social reformism is dying; the rising  sociaism
will be “revolutionary, irrcconcilable, rebellious™ as  was
rightly expressed by the French Socialist I"aul Golay,

Pacifism and the Slogan of Peace,

The sentiment among the masses in favour of peace ire-
quently means the beginning of protest, of indignation and of
the consciousness that the war is reactionary. It is the duty
of all social democrats to make use of this sentiment The
social democrats will eagerly take part in every movement. in
every demonstration inspired by this sentiment; they will,
however, not deceive the people by allowing them to cherish
the idea that a peace without annexations. without violation of
nationalitics, without robbery and which does not contain the
germs of new wars between the present govermments and the
ruling classes, is possible without a revolution. Such a decep-
tion of the people would only benefit the secret diplomacy of
the belligeremt governments and their counter-revolutionan
plans. He who desires a lasting, democratic peace must be for
civil war, against governments and against the bourgeoisie.

Karl Liebknedit and the War.

By K. Zinoviev.

Ten years have passed since the murder of Karl Liebknecht.
In this decade of the prolelarian revolution the name of Karl
lLicbknecht has not been forgotten; on the contrary, it is better
kown and better honoured amongst the oppressed all over the
world than ever before. In victory and defeat, in attack and
in defence the working class of Germany and of the whole world
will take the life and activity of Karl Liebknecht, one of the
greatest leaders of our class, as a glorious example,

In this article we will remind our readers briefly of the
most important stages in the life of Karl Liebknecht.

~ Karl Liebknecht was not always the Karl Liebknecht who
is known to day to the toilers all over the world. In his political
activity there is a long period when the difference between him
and the other leaders of the German social democracy was not
very great. In this period there was nothing to show the great
historical role which Karl Liebknecht was to play during the
war. It is sufficient to sav that during the course of the years
195 o 1915, during the struggle of the Russian tendencies, Karl
Liebknecht was niore olten on the side of the Mensheviks than
that of the Bolsheviks.

_ The development of the social democrat Liebknecht into the

Liebknecht of the Spartakus Bund (League) and of the armed
msurrection took place during the war. The international young
communist movement. which educates the communist youth in
‘he deepest resnect for Karl Liebknecht and regards him, after
Lenin, with justification as its best leader, must learn to know
the real Liebknecht with all his weaknesses and all his strength.
This is all the more necessary becavse the errors of Liebknecht
were not his personal errors, but the errors of a whole wing.
ud by no means the worst wing. of the international working
thiss movement. This fact detracts nothing from the real great-
ness of Liebknecht. With regard to Rosa Luxemburg, Lenin
Wrote that she had made a mistake in connection with the in-
dependence of Poland: that in 1903 she made a wrong estimate
of the Mensheviks; that she was wrong in coennection with the
accumulation of capital; that she made a misiaxe in 1914 when
she supported the proposal for a union of the Bolsheviks with
the Mensheviks (at the so-called Brussels discussion which was
“iganised by the Second International); that she made funda-
mental mistakes in a number of important questions of the
‘ussian revolution in her writings in prison in 1918, but that
'JESplle these errors she remains an eagle”. Lenin then quoted
the popular Russian proverb to the ellect that an eagle may so-
"ciimes swoop even lower than a hen. but that it is quite im-
"ossible that a hen might ever fly higiier than an eagle.

Karl Liebknecht was and remains despite all his errors, an
tagle. Thq truth, the whole truth concerning his liie, his
lruggles, his mistakes and his great qualities shows up still
more clearly the heroism of his atlitude during the first great
‘mperialist war. . ‘

‘Ir—_.‘_,

The name of Karl Liebknecht, as it will go down in world
history, is indissolubly bound up with the war. The greatness of
Karl {iebknecht consisfed in the fact that he understood better
than anyone else, except Lenin, and was able to express better
than .anyone else, except Lenin, the great change which came
over the proletarian revolution in Germany and in the other
belligerent countries in connection with the first imperialist
world war,

There is no need to stress especially the fact that the wor-
king class of Europe at the end of the first imperialist world war
was different from the European working class which entered
this war. Every month of the world war represented a tremen-
dous lesson for the international proletariat. Every volley fired
on the imperialist battle-field destroyed the reformist illusions
of a peaceful development held by those sections of the working
class in Europe which entered the war with the ideology incul-
cated by the twenty five years of peaceful development experienced
by the Second International before the war.

Blood flowed in torrents. Every week tens and even hund-
reds of thousands of human beings lost their lives. With every
day the miseries and privations of the population grew. Even in
the first mionths of the war hesitation and doubt made themscl-
ves felt amongst the patriotic workers who were under the in-
fluence of the social democracy. Very soon the hesitations and
doubt were resolved into a definite and growing hostility 1to-
wards the war which the social democratic leaders termcd
“Great”, “Heroic” etc. And in this sitnation Karl Liebknecht
was the man to whose lot it fell to express this change in the
broad masses of the working class. Together with the masses
Liebknecht developed towards revolutionary conclusions. and
with the whole passion of his fiery nature he exnressed the
protest of the millions of workers against the fratricidal slaugh-
fer. Liebknecht was able as no other to express the furv, the
suffering and the protest. and later also the growing revolu-
tionary determination of the best sections of the European wor-
king class which had been flung into the slaughter by the bour-
gevisie and the treacheryv of the social democracy.

In the excellent book of Barbusse “Under Fire” which gives
an unequalled description of the imperialist war, the author
shows us in one of the best passages in the book, how, in the
middle of the war, the examiple of Karl Liebknccht was svnony-
mous with the best efiorts of the workers and soldiers in thu
terrible period.

Liebknechi's great power was that. even when the war was
still in full blast, he was able to express with unparalleled
strength the passionate flaming hatred ol the workers againe
war, and at the same time the first, fresh, and even naive hopes
for an immediate revolution against war.

Liebknecht's past is in many respects different from that i
Lenin. Unlike Lenin, Licbknecht was neither a prominent theo-
retician nor the generally recognised leader of a party or even
of a fraction. Lenin’s past shows us a uniformity of opinion anl
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a system of ideas from the end of the ’nineties right down to
the death of our great master. From the book “Who are the
Friends of the People” down to the book “Better less, but Good”,
there is an uninterrupted and logical line of development. The
reriod of the historical preparation of Bolshevism and the period
ol the historical action of Bolshevism are both equally embodied
by Lenin. For a quarter of a century Lenin worked at the same
thing. First of all he laid the theoretical and political basis of
Bolshevism, and then he applied it in three revolutions. He pur-
sued his cause to the victorious dictatorship of the proletariat.

Karl Liebknecht's past is not of the same character. In the
‘nineties of the last century, Lenin was already a Bolshevik, Lieb-
knecht became a Bolshevik only in the years 1914/18.

Even before the war Karl Lieoknecht paid very much atien-
tion to the Russian revolution. The evenis of 1905 were of the
deepest interest to him. But in this period Liebknecht did not
succeed in realising with full clarity the real class-significance of
the events in Russia. Liebknecht was not able to estimate cor-
rectly the two main streams of Russian revolutionary life, Bol-
shevism and Menshevism. Up to 1915 Liebknecht did not support
the Bolsheviks.

Inside the German social democracy Liebknecht stood on
the Left, Marxist wing of the party, However, he had no syste-
matised and final attitude, no general platform in connection with
the German questions, He declared himself in favour of anti-mili-
tarist propaganda when the “Fathers” of the German soocial de-
mocracy considered it “tactless” o refer to the matter at all. He
insisted upon paying great attention to the organisation of the
voung workers at a time when the above-mentioned “Fathers”
considered the matter to be a bad joke. It may be remarked
in passing that one of the characteristic features of opportunism is
the fact that it takes up a negative and unfavourable attitude
towards the organisation of the youth. All these things represent
great services performed by KarlyLiebknecht. His insistence upon
anti-militarist propaganda and upon the support of the youth or-
ganisations, so 1o speak, prepared him for his historic role
during the imperialist war. These, however, were the only “buds”
which a keen observer might have seen at the time, serving to
hint at the future role which Liebknecht was to play in the
working class movement.

Liebknecht stood upon the left-wing of the German social
Jdcinocracy, but he regarded this party as his party, and even in
1914 the unity of this party seemed to him to be inviolate, Up
10 the outbreak of the war and even in the first few weeks of the
war Karl Liebkecht was not able to determine upon open oppo-
sition to the maijority of the German social democracy, much
less on a split, Even on the 4th August, 1914, when the noto-
rious vote of the German social democracy was given for the
war credits, Liebknecht, who had carried on a passionate
siruggle in the social democratic Reichstag fraction, of which he
was a member, against voting in favour of the credits, contented
himsell in public with an ineffectual protest. Only on the 2nd
December, 1914, when the vote was taken in’ the German
Reichstag concerning the granting of a further war credit of
5 milliard Marks, did Karl Liebknecht openly read a statement
and vote against the granting of credit as the only one out
of 111 social democratic deputies in the Reichstag. Even then,
the political attitude of Karl Liebknecht to the war was so
uncertain that the Bolsheviks felt compelled to deal with his
attitude in an article entitled “Not Heroes” (“Against the
Stream” Page 40) in the following fashion:

“The declaration of Karl Liebknecht has now also been
published. The declaration is excellent in its first part which
deals with the robber-imperialist character of the war, bu
in the second part the declaration exhausts itself in the
proclamation of the slogan “Ieace!”. The conclusion is in
such contradiction to the argument that it rings like &
disharmony. If what comrade Liebknecht says about the
war is correct (and it undoubtedly is correct) then the
only conclusion for socialists can be: the transformation
and development of the imperialist war into a civil war”.

In this stage of the war, however, Karl Liebknecht expres-
<cd only the elementary urge of the workers for peace and the
first dawning of a realisation amongst the social demoeratic
workers concerning the real character of the imperialist war.
Only in the summer of 1015, at the time of the first Zimmer-
wald conference, did Liebknecht openly approve of the Leninist
~logan of the transformation of the imperialist war into a

il war. At that time Karl Liebknecht had been conscripted
military service and was not able to attend the conference.

He sent, however, a leiter to the conference which closed with
the words: “Not civil peace, but civil war is now.on the
agenda”.

This is the period in which the Spartacus Bund was

formed, that league of revolutionary workers which was to
lay such a glorious role in the history of the German rev.-
ution. Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg stood at the
head of this group, the first as political leader and agitator
and the second as theoretician. The first action of this group
called forth the furious hatred of the bourgeoisie and of the
social democracy, a hatred which did all honour to the mem-
bers of the group and its leaders. The historic significance of
the first actions of the Spartakists is irrefutable. However, the
fact must not be concealed that in the first period of its ex)-
sterce the Spartakus group did net possess a united Bolshevist
progamme, The members who represented this group in Zim-
merwald and Kienthal even allied themselves to a certain exten:
with Martov against Lenin. Organisationally this group was
connected with the larger group of oppositional German social
democrats which later formed the Independent Social Demo-
cratic Party of Germany. .

The theoretical attitude of Karl Liebknecht was also not
thought out to a logical conclusion at this time:" Nevertheless.
even then the figure of Liebknecht grew not tuaily, -but hourly.
Conscripted for military service, Liebknecht continued his
anti-war propaganda in the army, and neither the state of
martial law nor the moral poison of the leaders of the official
social democracy were able to intimidate him. His “comrades”
in the social democracy even went so far as to declare him
insane. His every step was dogged by the deadly hatred of
Prussian militarism, but Liebknecht’s determination only grew
under the pressure of intimidation, his voice steeled, his revo-
lutionary will developed and hardened. At the head of a little

roup of Berlin workers he demonstrated on the Potsdamer
F’latz in the centre of Berlin against war and openly unfurlea
the banner of the struggle against war. This numerically un-
important demonstration of Berlin workers under the leader-
ship of Liebknecht will go down in the history of the world
revolution as one of the most heroic episodes in the black
chapters of the war years.

Karl Liebknecht flung his famous slogans amongst  the
workers: “The enemy is in our own country!”, “Turn the
bayonets against your own bourgeoisie]”. These words had
the efiect ot a bombshell. One must have experienced the war
ears in order to appreciate what an eficcl these words of
{iebknecht had. For these heroic words CGerman militarisin,
with the applause of the ofiicial German social democracy, sent
Karl Liebknecht to prison with hard labour, and it was in
prison that he developed into the standard bearer of the world
revolution.

The longer the imperialist war lasted, the higher the
mountains of dead bodies grew and the worse the situation
of the workers became, the greater their discontent and the
firmer the revolutionary determination of the proletariat in the
belligerent countries. Above the bloody darkness of the im-
perialist war the name of Karl Liebknecht shone to the workers
like a beacon. At that time the name of Liebknecht was known
to far greater circles than that of Lenin, who was compellea
at the time t6 work in illegality abroad.

* *

*

The Russian revolution broke out. From prison Kar!
Liebknecht sent the Russian workers a message of solidarity
and support. From this time on Karl Liebknecht began to e
convinced of the complete correctness of the attitude of tne
Bolsheviks. His former <“friends”, the Russian Mensheviks.
including even the miost radical, showed themselves to be jus:
as banal {raifors as the Scheidemanns and Eberts. The Bol-
sheviks alone bore the programme of Karl Liebknecht, his
slogans and his name into ithe masses of the workers, peasants
and soldiers aroused and set in movement by the revolution.
In the July days of 1917 Lenin and his immediate friends ana
comrades “experienced a similar fate to that of Karl Lieb-
knecht. They too were arrested and flung into prison, slan-
dered, declared to be agents of the foreign enemy, ‘“‘enemies of

the Fatherland” and their names were covered with dirt. @

Their party comrades of yesterday, the Lieberdans, the Tsere-
tellis and the Tchernovs took part in this vile and slanderous
campaign against the Bolsheviks.

|
|
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- The news of the evenis in Russia penetrated through the
prison walls to Liebknecht. With tremendous enthusiasm Lieb-
knech! gathered every single item of information he could ob-
wain from the country where the revolution had broken the fiery
ring of capitalist war. 1he November victory of the Bolsheviks
was welcomed with enthusiasm by Liebknecht from the same
prison. The Bolsheviki had seized power, They were proud of
the unreserved suppori of such fighters like Karl Liebknecht.

For a few months the proletarian revolution in Russia mar-
ched from victory to victory, as Lenin said. And then the first
great imternational difficulties began to rear u? in its path.
Uerman imperialism was still strong enough to force the revo-
ution to sign the peace of Brest-Litovsk. During the difierences
ot opinion inside the ranks of the Bolsheviki concerning the
rermissibility of signing the treaty of Brest-Litovsk, the name
oi Liebknecht played no small role. In Germany the revolu-
tionary tide was undoubtedly surging upwards. The victory of
the German revolution was a matter of days, no longer of
months. When Liebknecht is victorious he will of course release
us from all our difficuities and correct all our errors, declared
Lenin to the “left-wing” commmunists, but that does not mean
that we can permit ourselves to make especially many errors,
or that, in the present state of affairs, we can permit our-
selves the luxury of refusing to sign the Brest-Litovsk treaty.

The Russian revolution signed the Brest-Litovsk treaty. This
iact caused an explosion of fury amongst all social-patriotic
clements in Russia. Petty-bourgeoius patriotism rose to white

heat. Everywhere in the whole world the leaders of the Second ,

International, in Germany also, did everything in their power
10 slander th Bolsheviks, to make their motives sus and to
set them in the worst possible light in the eyes of the working
class in Western Europe. Here again it was Karl Liebknecht
who gave the signai from prison to the best sections of the
German proletariat in particular and to the proletariat of Europe
in general. If the first proletarian revolution is compelled to
accept the treaty of Bresst-Litovsk, then it is not the Bolsheviks
who are responsible, above all it is the fault and at the same
time the misforiune of the working class in Western Europe
who have not .yet been able to assist the Russian revolution in
the necessary fashion.
* *

In the meantime the forces of German imperialism dimini-
shed more and more and approached the point of complete ex-
haustion, The revolutionary crisis approached in Germany with
mcreasing speed. The working masses stirred up by the war

+ marched towards the revolution. The official German social
democracy did all in its power to hold the masses under the
yoke of imperialism, but it was already too late, The military
defeats of Hindenburg and Ludendorff accelerated the collapse.

i The German working class became more revolutiomary with
every passing day, with every hour. Karl Liebknecht was their

standard bearer, their leader. The name of Liebkneécht was
known to all revolutionary workers and all the oppressed all
over the world.

The revolutiomary movement of the German workers and
soldiers released Liebknecht from prison. Immediately after his
telease from prison, Liebknecht marched at the head of a great
demonstration of workers to the building of the Berlin Soviet
Embassy in order first of all to send his greetingz to the Rus-
sian proletarian revolution. He bared his head before the red
flag of the Soviet Republic. His first speech in revolutionary
Germany was made in honour of the Russian revolution and
the Soviet Power.

From this moment on the whole work of Liebknecht was
upinterrupted service to the cause of the proletarian revolution.
The whoﬁ: revolutionary section of the German working class
was grouped around tfre Spartakus Bund. The name of Lieb-
knecht was a torch which lighted the path of the swelling ranks
of the revolutionary German proletariat. The influence of Spar-
| takus grew daily, even hourly. :

Nevertheless, the German f\;ourgeoisie and the Gérman social

emocracy were incomparably better organised and cleverer than
the Russian bourgeoiste, the Russian social revolutionaries and
the Mensheviki. Ebove all, they took into consideration the ex-
q?ﬂences of the Russian revolution. When Kerensky. Tseretelli,

Tchernov and Lieberdan took power, they issued the slogan,

‘Continue the war to a victorious end”, but Scheidemann, Noske

ind were more cunning when they had power and they
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issued the slogan, “Peace at any price”. Peace with the impe-
rialist Entente, war against the revolutionary workers! Dcace
with Clémenceau and Lloyd George, war against Karl Licb-
knecht and Lenin! These were the slogans of the “Social Demo-
cratic” Government which resulted from the November revolu-
tion. Ebert and Noske exploited the fighting spirit of the Ger-
man revolutionary workers who were eager for action. Cold-
bleodedly they provoked a premature insurrection in order then
o drown it in the blood of the workers. This criminal plan of
the “Fathers” of the German Soceal Democracy was success-
fully carried out. The January insurrection of the Spartakists
was drowned in the blood of Germany’s best workers. The
{oung German Communist Party was robbed of iis leaders Karl
iebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg, who were murdered. Only
yesterday Noske and Liebknecht, Ebert and Rosa Luxemburg
were members of one and the same “united” German Social
Democratic Party. To-day Noske and Ebert are the murderers
of Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg.
Karl Liebknecht served the cause of the German Revolution
not only with his life and his struggle, but also with his heroic
death. The circumstances of the death showed the German

workers the degeneration of the German Social Democratic .

Party, that party which down fo the present day has served
as the greatest bulwark for the German bourgeoisie against the
proletarian revolution.

In 1921, in his “Letfer to the German Commmunists” ana-
lﬁsing the March rising in Germany and the causes leading to
the defeat of the revolutionary insurrection, Lenin declared, “At
the time of the crisis the German workers had no party, in
consequence of the delayed split and in consequence of the ac-
cursed tradition of “unity” with the treacherous and character-
less lackeys of capitalism, Scheidemann, Legien, David and Co.
and Kautsky, Hilferding and Co.” T

In consequence of the delayed split! The Bolsheviks did
not make this mistake. Long before the war they split away
from the Mensheviks. The tremendous advantage which the
Bolsheviks had consisted in the fact that they entered the war

riod and the revolutionary period following the war as an
independent Bolshevist Party whose hands were not bound by
“unity” with the Mensheviki. That was the basic guarantee for
the victory of the Bolsheviks.

The German and the whole international bourgeoisie, the

leaders of the German and of the whole international Social
Democracy who had learned from the “Russian experience” and
who were furious with rage in face of the approaching prole-
tarian revolution, did everything in their power to entrap the
badly armed revolutionary workers and defeat them as quickly
as possible. The workers, who had suffered so much during the
war, were anxious for insurrection. “Hatred forced a premature
insurrection”, (Lenin. See above.) The Social Democracy led the
bourgeoisie over the bodies of the Spartakist workers and over
the bodies of Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg into a “libe-
rated” Germany, which was called by the first “Social Demo-
cratic” Government a “Socialist’ Republic in order to mislead
the workers. For the present the bourgeoisie has retained power.
The German proletariat has paid heavily for the delayed split
from the Social Democratic Party and for the absence of a
firm and consolidated Bolshevist Partg.

The heroic insurrection of the Spartakists was crushed,
but it sowed the seeds of victory and one day these seeds
will bear fruit.

The path from the official Social Democracy to “Sparta-
kism” represented, of course, iremendous progress. The path
from the Spartakus Bund to the Bolshevist Party represents a
further step forward. But the path from Bolshevism to “Spar-
takism” would be a step backwards, )

From Liebknecht forward to Lenin! 1f Karl Liebknecht were
alive today he would be the first to say that this, and not the
opposite, must be the path of the revolutionary workers. Lieb-
knecht himself developed along this path, and only the treacher-
ous builets which killed him prevented him from leading the
German proletariat along this path,

Karl Liebknecht is the greatest hero of the proletarian re-
volution. Lenin is its greatest and most capable leader, teacher.
organiser and theoretician. In the history of the world revolu-
tion the names of Karl Liebknecht and Vladimir I. Lenin will
not be opposed to each other but will stand side by side. WXho-
ever wishes to honour the memory of the great proletarian
revolutionary Karl Liebknecht must tread the path of Leninism.

.\
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Karl Liebknedit and Rosa Luxemburg - I.‘eaderé of
‘ the German Revolution.

By Z. L&der (Moscow).

-

On the afternoon of the 31st July 1914 Jaurés was mwur-

dered in Paris, On the evening of the following day German
declared war on Russia. On the same evening the Fren
government published an order for a general mobilisation and
declared for the benefit of all persons who cared to believe it,
that “mobilisation is not the same thing as war”.
On the 2nd August a closed meeting of party members
called by the Seine Federation of the Socialist Party, took place
in one of the-largest halls in Paris in order to listen to the
report of the delegation of the Internatiomal Socialist Bureau.
In this meeting the speeches of the party leaders already showed
very clearly that the chauvinist fever in them was already de-
vouring fheir socialist conscience. Nevertheless they attempted
to convince their audience that they would simultaneously per-
form their “duty as Frenchmen and their duty as loyal socia-
lists towards the International”. With regard to the German
Social Democracy they declared that “according to confidential
information the German Social Democrats would under no
circumstances vote for the credits”. .

This “confidential information” came from a representative
of the Central Committee of the German Social Democratic
Party, Hermann Mueller, who was in Paris at the time with
a view to coming to some agreement with the French socialists
concerning a joimt attitude. The information appeared therefore
to be reliable, It was the last “reliable information” obtained
from the “cther side” and at the same time the first of the war
lies which continued during the course of four and a half years
slaughter. The next day Her von Schoen, the German Ambassa-
dor to France, handed the French government the German
declaration of war and from that time on for four and a half

- vears France was cut off from Germany by an impenetrable

wall of military defences, heaps of corpses and streams of lies.

One of the first reports was that the German social demo-
crats had voted for the war credits, a sad fact, a depressing
fact, but obviously a fact. The Social Democrats of “His Maje-
sty, the Kaiser”, had collapsed like pricked wind bags, the
orpor-tunists had betrayed the class struggle in favour of an
alliance with the bourgeoisie.

The second report was that the declaration of war by
Germany had produced unrest amongst the masses. Firing had
taken place, and killed and wounded had resulted. At the head
of the insurrectionary movement were Karl Liebkmecht and
Rosa Luxemburg. They had been shot.

We believed this. Others believed it. It was terrible and
weighed upon us depressingly. Nevertheless, the revolutionary
German proletariat had showed iiself to be steadfast. It had
not permitted itself to be dragged without resistance into the
imperfatist slaughter. It had not permitied itself to be used
withoyt resistance as the instrument of the robber Kaiser and
his bourgeoisie. The revolution would rise victoriously from
the dead bodies of the victims.

We all believed this, both in France and Great Britain.

- - The British Socialist Party wrote in a Manifesto to the working

class:
“No one knows how many German social democrats
and trade union le_aders have been shot or imPrisoned for
their convictions since the declaration of war.”

“L’Humanité” and “Bataille Syndicaliste” published leading
articles glorifying the heroic revolutionary deeds of Karl Lieb-
knecht and Rosa Luxemburg, deeds, which unfortunately no one,
no one, in France committed.

The report concerping the shooting of Karl Liebknecht and

fgd owt to be false. Still more, it turned
out that Karl Liebknecht had also voted for the war credits, for
the voting was unanimous.

L

1L

Karl Liebknecht did vote for the war credits on the 4th
August. He submitied to the discipline of his parliamemary
fraction, Three or four dozen open social chauvinists and an
equal number of hypocrites and cowards who wished to avoid
exposing themselves, prohibited “in the interests of the party”
fourteen other members of the fraction who wished to save the
honour of the social democracy at least by voting against the
war credits, or at the very least by withholding their votes,
from making any such “embarrassing” demonsiration, for* se-
rious confliots” with the government might have resubed.

But why did Liebknecht permit such pressure to be im-
posed upon him? How could a revolutionary permit himself
to be disarmed by traitors? At this time there was in Germany
no organisation of the revolutionary proletariat. The basis of
sich an organisation was laid upon the same day, the 4th
August 1914. Up to that day the possibility of founding such
an organisation was prevented by the blind belief of the workers
in the “revolutionary nature” oe the German social democracy.
and by the fetishist prejudice in favour of the so-called “neces-
sity” of a so-called “unity”. In the ranks of the German social
democracy there was no Lenin. '

After the 4th August Karl Liebknecht admitted his error.
In the meeting of the Berlin revolutionary workers his attitude
on this day was criticised still more bitterly than that of
Ebert, Scheidentann, David and Co. What was o be expected
from these curs other than treachery? But Liebknecht?

Liebknecht was no Lenin. He made a mistake, But he was
an honest soldier of the revolution. He admitted his error. He
declared. “The International is superior to party discipline. I
will repair my error.”

And he did repair his error. On the 2nd December 1914
during the discussion in the social democratic fraction concer-
ning the vote upon the second war credits, thirteen members
of the fraction under the influence of Liebknecht declared them-
selves prepared to vote against the credits, But on the day of
the session, Liebknecht stood alone. He alone was prepared to
fulfil the elementary parliameniary duty of a revolutionary whilst
the hearts of the “independent heroes” had fallen into their
boots and they preferred either to withhold their votes or to
vote for the credits as demanded by the traitors. Liebknecht
kept his word. He repaired the error of the 4th August and
vo'ed against the credits,

Or® man against 110 social traitors. One man against 400
representatives of' robber imperialism. The only man who pu-
Ficly declared, even after the course of four months of war. that
the imperialist war was the greatest possible crime against the
whole of humanity.

The historian of the German imperialist and civil war has
written the following concerning this action:

“Liebknecht’s action found an echo which sounded
above the roar of battle. In Germany his name became a
standard. His voice penetrafed into the trenches. His voice
penetrated through the iron walls around Germany and
caused millions of prolefarians over the whole world to
hope ag\z’s;in: The International has arisen. The International
is alive!

1L

On 4th August 1914 the basis for an illegdl organisation
of revolutionary social demorcatic agitation was laid. At the
head of the revolutionar groug, the group “Internatiopal” were
Karl Liebknecht, Rosa {.uxem urg, Franz Mehring and Clara
Zetkin. For a long time the means and the possibilities of the
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groap were verv modest, but the action of Liebknecht in the
Reichtstag and the traces of the activity of the Liebknecht-Lu-
xemburg group all over the country, produced a bitter and fu-
rious campaign against the revolutioparies on the part of the
social traitors. :

David, the official representative of the policy of Ebert and
Scheidemann. wrote referring to Liebknecht’s "action in the
Reichstag. of a “cosmopolitan sect with anarcho-syndicalist me-
thods who are absolutely useless and even dangerous for a party
which wishes {0 pursue a real policy and not lose the comnfi-
dence of the masses”. The chairman of the social democratic
frade unions. Karl Legien, proved to his own satisfaction in a
meeting of 1,500 trade union emplovees called by him, that be-
hind the activity of the Liebknecht-Luxemburg group were
“aparchist ¢'ements seeking to disrupt the united democratic
organisations of the workers”,

The result of this howling of the social trai‘ors ahout
“aparchism” was that Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg
were removed from the surface of public life. In the interests of
the mair‘enance of immperialist and military “order” Rosa Lu-
xemburg was arrested and conveyed into a foriress on the
18th February 1915 in order jo serve a sentence upon the basis
ol a verd'ct passed on 26th February 1914, or one vear a"n.
The 42 year old Karl Liebknecht was conscripted on the 7th
February 1915 for military service.

However, the revolutionary spirit and will of Karl Lieb-
knecht and Rosa Luxemburg continued the work. In March 1915
with the marticipation of Karl Liebknecht, the first national con-
feremce of the Group took place and in April the first (and
last) number of its theoretical organ “International” appeared.
In May of the same year on the occasion of the eniry of Italy
imo the war, a leaflet intended for mass distribution and en-
tithed “The Enemy is in our own Country” was spread in the
factories and found widespread sympathy.

On the 18th February 1916 Rosa Luxemburg was released
from prison and at the same time the “Spartakusbund” worked:
out its platform in the form of theses which were adopted by
its second congress. In a pammhlet issued under the name of
“Jumius” at the beginning of 1916 — pamphlet which was ac-
tually written in April 1915 — Rosa Luxemburg provided the
theoretical and rolitical basis for the nlatform This platiorm
and its theoretical basis were not, as later cri‘icism of Lenin
showed. filled with that iron and ruthless logic which Lenin
considered necessary for a real revolutionary an‘i-war agitation
and which dominated all his own articles and theses.

“Tunius”, wrote Lenin concerning Rosa Luxemburg’s
pamphlet, “is without a doubt decisively against imperialist
war and decisively in favour of a revolutionary tactic.”

“But Junius has first of all not freed himself from the
‘environment’ of the German, even the Left wing, social
democrats who fear a split and who fear to carry through
revolutionary slogans to their logical end,

“Secondly, Junius wanted to begin 1o develop a revo-
lutiomary programme from its ‘most suitable, most popular
and for the peity bourgeoisie most accentable side’. That is
to say. something like a plan ‘to outwit history, to outwit
the philistives'.”

“Probably such considerations have consciously or un-
oonsciously determrined the dtactics of Junius. It is not ne-
cessarv to say that they are false.”

“But such an error — it would be very wrong fo forget
this — is no personal error of Junius but the result of the
weakness of all German left wingers who have been surro-
unded on all sides by the pernicious net of Kautskian hvno-
crisy. pedantry and ‘friendliness’ towards the opportunists.
The supporters of Junius have, desnite their isolated po-

sition, been able to issue illegal leaflets and to commence a ,

war against ‘Kautskvism’. They will be able to continue the
correct path which they have commenced.’

On the First of May 1916 Karl Liebknecht headed a mass
of workers who demonsirated on Potsdamer Flatz in the centre
of Berlin against war. The demonstrators shouted “Down with
the War!” and “Down with the Government!” Liebknecht was
of the opinion that after such a complete collapse of the party
as had taken place before the eyes of the workers on the 4th
August 1914, it was not possible to appeal to the workers for

an open straﬁgle against the government unless be placed him-
-self at their head in the streets. The government a:rested him-
and placed him before a court martial for “High Treason” and
“Assisting#the Enemy”. .

In reply to the Public Prosecutior who demanded that Lieb-
knecht should be sent to prison with hard labour for six years
on aocount of his fight against the robber imperialists, Karl
Liebknecht declared:

“No General has ever worn his uniform with so much
pride as I will wear the prison garb. I am here not to defen |
-myself, but to accuse you. Not civil peace, but civil war is
my slogan. Down with the War!. Down with the Govern-
ment!”

Liebknecht was held in prison for four years and one month
in order there to repair shoes. Liebknecht declared to his jud-
ges that the day was near when they would sit in the dock
and listen to the verdict of the people against them. He was
not mistaken. The day of his conviction was the day of the first
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political mass strike in Germany, a day of revolutionary de- *

monstrations in the streets, the beginning of the German revo-
{ution. '

Rosa Luxemburg followed Karl Liebknecht into the prisons
of the German Kaiser. Rosa Luxemburg was put into prison
‘“mn order to remove the possibility that she would commit a
crime”. She was arrested without having been caught red-
handed in a “crime” against the German Kaiser, against the
bourgeoisie and their social democracy. Karl Liebknecht, Rosa
Luxemburg, and shortly afterwards, Franz Mehring and Clara
Zetkin were all buried alive in order to permit the social deio-
cratic traitors, the Eberts and the Scheidemanns, to continue
their work for the Kaiser and for the German bourgeoisie by
sgeking to maintain the patriotism of the soldiers in the tren-
ches.

The inevitable occurred.

The imperialist war turned into a civil war, as Lenin had
prophesied. .

The civil peace turned into civil war, as Lenin had pro-
phesied.

Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg supported this mo-
vement as far as possible from prison. The development of the
civil war in Germany as a result of the victory of the proletariat
in Russia, showed that Rosa Luxemburg’s doubts with regard to
the tactic of Lenin were uafounied. In Octoder 1618 German im-
rerialism nearing the catastrophe, attempled to postpoue the
inevitable by allying itself openly with the social fraitors. As a
concession to the masses Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg
were released. Once again they were at their posts, once again
they plunged into the loremost ranks of the struggle!

From that time on there was only a short period up to the
time of their murder, but this short period was full of passionate
struggle and revolutionary enthusiasm.

On the 6th November the old order collapsed. “What has
happened”, declared Rosa Luxemburg on the 31st December 1018
at the first congress of the newly formed Communist I'ariy.
“is rather the collapse of the giam imperialism of its-own
weight, than a conscious revolution”, T

It was the task of Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg
to lead the conscious revolution which was still to emerge gra-
du(:;lly out of the chaos caused by the collapse of the old
order.

Their work was difficult, because although the party had
been founded on the 4th August 1918, it kad not taken ou ams
consolidated form until the 31st December 1918, and from the
beginning it was confronted with an enemy who had at his dis-
posal both material resources and extreme cunning.

The counter-revolution hid its nakedness from the eyves of
the masses with the figleaf of the alliance of Haase with Ebert
and Scheidemann. Under the given circumstances the Scheide-
mann group represented the most favourable cloak for the bour-
geois counter-revolution. The masses were fed with the illusion
oi “the unity of socialism”. When the Scheidemanns began to
break up this *“unity” with machine-gun fire, the “eternal rebel”
Spartacus was unfortunately not yet in a position (o0 consolidate
its influence upon the masses organisationally: Thus, the counter-
revolution did not meet with the necessary energetic resistance.

“The second and most intense phase of the struggle his
commenced”, declared Rosa Luxemburg at the first congress of
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the-Communist Party on the 31st December 1918, “The govern-
ment of Ebert-Scheidemann must inevitably be crushed.” The re-
solution put forward by Rosa Luxemburg declared: "The go-
vernment of Ebert and Scheidemann is the deadly enemy of the
CGerman proletariat. Down with the Ebert-Scheidemann govern-
ment!”

Unfortunately the struggle between the Ebert-Scheidemann
government and Spartacus proved that the latier was the weaker.
It was a life and death struggle. And in order to be victorious
Spartacus needed in its ranks a band of revolutionaries, not
necessarily very numerous, but steeled for their work. by party
discipline” and “their revolutionary past experience, capable of
drawing the masses with them not only in a final struggle
against the bourgeoisie, but also against the bourgeois govern-
ment cloaked with the social democratic facade. The history of
the German social democracy during the course of decades had
not prepared Spartacus to fulfil this task. The policy of the Spar-
tacus League even in the most difficult period of the struggles,
was not calculated to get the best out of these struggles, a
revolutionary organisafion with leaders at their head.

The following is a descriplion of Rosa Luxemburg’s ideas
concerning party organisation, according to her intimate friend
and comrade Clara Zetkin: In Rosa's opinion *a firmly orega-
nised party should be the organisational signal and the leading
brain of the great lighting determination of the working masses.

But not the party, the idea must be the chief driving force”.

When we remember with bitter grief how the white bandits
succeeded in murdering Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg,
in stamping the heart and brain of the German revolution into
the mud, we must involuntarily put the question: Did not per-
haps the error expressed in this aftitude of Rosa Luxemburg,
an error which was understandable-in the old Social Democratic
I"arty, but no longer so after the revolutionary socialists had
founded their own partv. contribute to the fact that Scheide-
mann and Reinhardt succeeded in murdering Karl Liebknecht
and Rosa Luxemburg. whilst in Russia Lenin and Zinoviev sur-
vived the witches sabbath from July to September?

The whole force of the counter-revolution was mobilised
around Ebert and Scheidemann: the extreme and the “simple
conservative” agrarians who had let the towns go hungry for
fcur years. now set to work with heart and soul to provide the
towns with provisions in order to counter the Spartacist danger;
the "industrial bourgeoisie of all shades. from the conservatives
to the *“democrats”, with the iron and coal barons at the head,
the industrialists who had concluded a *“hearty aud fraternal”
alliance with the social democratic trade union leaders, the
so-called ..Arbeitsgemeinschaft”, or class-collaboration; the
sharks of kigh finance and the wolves of the Stock Exchange
who had all become **democratic”, the mililary clique who were
longing to make good their drubbing at the hands of the French
and the British by slaughtering the “internal enemy”; the priests,
parsons and rabbis of all shades of religious opinion who were
anxious to save the Fatherland. the Church and the Family from
degeneration and violation and ‘the womeniolk from “nationali-
sation” and finally all fossible doubtful elements in the towns
who lived like parasites from the degeneration and the exploi-
lation of capitalism, All these elements rallied around the social
democratic government of Ebert-Scheidemann and together with
the social democratic leaders and the social democratic bureau-
cracy, they commenced a merciless struggle against Spartacus
and the proletarian masses behind the Spartacists.

“Death to Spartacus!”, “Spartacus is the deadly enemy of
Society!”, these were the war cries of the counter-revolutionary
ARy,

Durinz the course of the following two months both Karl
Licbknecht and Rosa Luxemburg were to be found daily at their
posts in the revolutionary movement where they expended their

utmest and exerted ali their capacities, their revolutionary ex-

periences, their mental equipment and their iron will power in
the services of the revolutionary proletariat. After having attemp-
ted to slaughter a band of revolutionary sailors during Christ-
mas week. the bands of Fbert. Scheidemamn, Noske, Groener,
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Luettvitz, Reinhardt and the rest of the social democratic; mili-
tary clique attempted in the January days to crush Spartacus in
a sea of blood and a mountain of corpses.

In the last article wriiten before her violent death and pu-
blished in the “Rote Fahne” under the title of “Order has been
restored in Berlin”, Rosa Luxemburg scourged the “victors”
on the streets of Berlin and declared with revolutionary pride:
“The revolutionary masses of the workers were compelled to
take up arms, the honour of the revolution demanded it!” In
conclusion she declared the revolution to be still alive despite
the ‘restoration of order”, the eternal revolution “that was, is
and will be!”

Karl Liebknecht admitted together with Rosa Luxemburg
that the revolutionary workers of Berlin had suffered a defcat
and declared with revolutionary confidence: “There are defeats
which are victories, and there are victories which are more
fateiul than defeats.... The bodies of the fallen fighters will
arise again and demand atonement from their murderers.... To-
day there is only the underground rumbling of the volcano to
be heard, to-morrow the volcano will spit fire and bury the
murdereres under an eruption of glowing lava”.

On the 15th January 1910 Karl Liebknecht and Rosa
Luxemburg were brutally murdered by the atrocious agents of
the counter-revolution. We will not deal at length with the
details of the brutal murder which makes the blood run cold and
involuntarily raises the question: “How could the German prole-
tariat permit such a thing?”

The “bloodhound of the German revolution”, social demo-
cratic leader and Prussian Sergeant-Major in one person.
Gustav Noske writes the following concerning the murder of
Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg in his memoir book
“From Kiel to the Kapp Putsch™:

“Liebknecht and Frau Luxemburg were the two per-
sons chiefly responsible for the fact that the revolution
which had been won without bloodshed. developed into a
civil war with all its horrors. It is true that in the days ot
the terror thousands asked themselves the question, is there
no one who will put those responsible for the terror ou
of the way? None of those who involuntarily asked them-
selves this question were responsible for the killings. When
the thing occurred under such horrible circumstances, sym-
pathy with the dead arose. I amn opposed to all murder.
Those who were most indignant at the death of Liebknecht
and Frau Luxemburg were those who in other and not less
terrible cases, maintained an indifferent calm”.

The action of Scheidemann, Ebert and Noske aiter the
murder was worthy of those who had incited the murder. they
let the murderers go free, who had carried out their orders.
who had done that which the “thousands” of friends of Scheide-
mann and Noske longed for.

On the tenth anniversary of the brutal murder of Karl Lieb-
knecht and Rosa Luxemburg, we can do no better than repeat
the glorious words of Clara Zetkin:

“Legend declares that in the battle of Chilons in 451,
the fighting was .so fterce that the spirits of the dead war-
riors continued to fight in the air. Our fallen comrades
Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg are continuing the
struggle, not in the air, but in our midst. Their. memory
is immortal, that which they gave us in their life and work
will never die. It has been embedied into the bone and
flesh of innumerable class-conscious workers and expresses
itseli in their determined revolutionary activity. Thousanas
of Licbknechts, Luxemburgs. Jogiches, Mehrings and
Levinés are now in the ranks of the German proletariat anx
in the ranks of the workers all over the world. Thousands
of new lighters equal to our dead leaders in determination.
will. purity of conviction, devotion to their proletarian duty,
covrage and self-sacrifice are now in the ranks of the
workers, Therefore we shall not mourn for Karl Lieb-
knecht and Rosa Luxemburg. but fight for their cause. Once
again the signal sounds for the fight! The great struggie
begins anew!”




B i

No. 3

International Press Correspondence 51

Rosa Luxemburg in the Struggle against Trade Union
Bureaucracy.

By G. Smoliansky.

_ The question of the tactics to be employed in the trade
unions by the revolutionaries plays an exceedingly great role at
the present time. We are living in the epoch ot the *‘third
wriod” of the post-war development of capitalism, characterisea
by an extreme aggravation ot class antagonism cn a higher
~age of the partial capitalist stabilisation. A mechanical and
s.mplified conception of the partial stabilisation has found its
way into our own ranks, especially in Germany, and upon this
basis tendencies towards oppertunist capitulation have developea
with regard to reformist trade union bureaucracy, leading in
actual practice to a passivity of the communist vanguard to-
wards trade union bureaucracy. At the same time the Commu-
nist “revisionists” not infrequently attempt to refer to the au-
thority of Rosa Luxemburg, and to seek cover behind the banner
of the “Spartacus League”’. Hence an examination of Rosa Lu-
xemburg's actual standpoint with respect to the problems of
the trade union movement is of the utmost interest at the pre-
sent moment, for the greatest historical service rendered by Rosa
Luxemburg was precisely her exposure of reformism, and her
relentless struggle against the blind and narrow-minded cre-
tinism of the trade unions.

In the struggle against reformism in the ranks of German
social democracy, Rosa Luxemburg indubitably occupied a le-
ading place. It was only natural that Rosa Luxemburg drew

n upon herself the hate of her enemies, the bourgeoisie and
the social reformists, and it is to her honour that she did sc.
In 1905, when the after effects of the first Russian revolution
began to be intensely feit all over Europe, the bureaucratic
clique in the trade unions and in the Social Democratic Party
conducted a particularly despicable campaign against Rosa
Luxemburg. The chairman of the Miners’ Union, Otto Hué, one
of the most reactionary figures in the German trade union mo-
vement, wrote as follows in the “Bergarbeiterzeitung”, the organ
of the Union:

“In Russia the struggle rages for the freedom of the
peocfle. It has long been a matter of wonder to us that our
trade union theoreticians (that is, Rosa Luxemburg. G. S.)
do not hasten to Russia, in order to collect practical ex-
perience there and 1o take part in the fight. Workers’ blood
is being shed in Russia; why do the comrades from Poland
and Russia, now employed in Germany, France, and Switzer-
land in writing “revolutionary” articles, not hasten to the
scene of battle? Try to learn there, you ‘theoreticians ot
the class struggle!”

This article was written a few months before Rosa Luxeni-
burg went fo Russia, where she was promptly arrested. The
campaign was taken up at that time by the whole bourgeois
press of Germany, and Pastor Naumann, a then well-known
“national socialist” and “intermediary” between labour and ca-
pital, wrote in his organ:

“This is well said! Let the international revolutionists
tell us why they are now not sufficiently international to
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go to Warsaw!

Rosa Luxemburg differed in opinion from Bolshevism in

organisational questions of the labour movement and of the role
of the proletarian party as leader of the proletariat and organiser
of the revolution, is well known. Her experiences in Russia
brought her to an erroneous standpoint in the peasant question,
the result of a reaction against the Narodniki (popularist move-
ment). But the historial importance of Rosa Luxemburg is not
diminished one iota by this. Rosa Luxemburg paved the way
lor Bolshevism in the &est. Her most valuable service was her
unmasking of trade union reformism, for the trade union appa-
Tatus was the main fulcrum of reformism. The “practical people”
il trade union bureaucracy, with the narrow-mindedness and
Presumption peculiar to them, accused Rosa Luxemburg, as a
» “theoretician” and “foreigner”, of understanding nothing of the

2 number of essential questions. Her under-estimation of the -

trade union movenent in general or of the German trade union
movement in particular. But Rosa Luxemburg had devoted the
greatest attention {o the trade union movement from the first
day of her active participation in the labour movement. This may
bc seen very clearly in the fourth volume of Rosa Luxemburg’s
compiete works, published in 1928, a book of more than 700
pages, devoted exclusively to the questions of the trade union
siruggle.

Three stages can be distinguished in the development oi
Rosa Luxemburgs activitig in the German labour movement,
corresponding approximately to the three main stages in the
development of the relations between the Social Democratic Party
and the German irade unions: 1. Up to the revolution in 1905;
2. from the first Russian revolution up to the imperialist war;
and 3. the period of war and revolution. Three historical periods
must be distinguished in the relations between German social
democracy and the “free” trade unions: the period of organisa-
tional and ideological dominance of the party; the period in
which the trade unions fought for equal rights, and finally the
present period of dominance over the partly, which actually be-
came observable immediately after the fatal victory of the trade
unions over the party in 1906. Rosa Luxemburg, with her re-
volutionary intuition, perceived what was going on, and saw
in advance that it was not a question of “equal rights”, but of
the intention of the trade unions to drag the party in their
wake.

During the first period the struggle against revisionism was
the fundamental question. For the revisionists the ¢trade unions
were the instrument for the “peaceful penetration” of capitalism
by socialism. The chief danger represented by the revisionists
was their dissemination of the illusion that wages could be in-
creased not only absolutely but also relatively within the con-
fines of the capitalist system, that is, they believed it to be pos-
sible to increase the share alloted to wages from the price of
the product of labour, a belief contradicting the Marxist “theor
of impoverishment”. It was precisely this circumstance whicl
induced Rosa Luxemburg to emphasise — at that time still
in conjunction with the whole “Marxist centre” (Kautsky, etc.)
— the limits of the trade union struggle under capitalist con-
ditions, a struggle insufficient in itself for the emancipation of
the working class.

The trade unions, although they are the schools of socialism,
cannot overcome capitalism. Hence Rosa Luxemburg’s famous
designation of the work of the trade umions as a “labour of
Sisyphus”, which evoked furious attacks on her by the refor-
mists, These questions of the law of capitalist wages, elemen-
tary for a Marxist, aroused a whole campaign of calummy
against Rosa Luxemburg by the trade union bureaucracy.

Trade union bureaucracy was anxious for quiet, and there-
fore it sowed illusions regarding the unlimited possibilities of
the trade umions within the confines of the capitalist state of so-
ciely. Leipart and Naphtali, anxious to bring about “economic
democracy” in bourgeois capitalist Germany, may well repeat
the words of the sage Ben Akiba: “Everything has already
existed” (and so may the liquidators, who, in the name of Rosa
Luxemburg and the Spartacus League, preach what is actually
co-operation with trade union bureaucracy and through this
with capitalism). The “Bergwerkszeitung” which led this cam-
paign against Rosa Luxemburg, commented as follows on the
appointment in 1905 of a new Leit “Vorwirts” editorial staf,
in which Rosa Luxemburg was one of the most prominent co-
workers:

“This lady (!) has been making herself conspicuous for
some years by her discrediting of trade union work and of
the trade union leaders. It was she who spoke of trade
union work as being a labour of Sisyphus (fruitless la-
bour)... In tfrade union circles this lady is well known as
the source of those calumnies which are being spread
against the independence of the frade unions, and which
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have become customary for a long time. The appointment

of the new “Vorwirts” editorial stafi was a severe blow for
the trade unions...”

One can now understand why Rosa Luxemburg became the
object of the furious attacks of that trade union bureaucracy
whose limitedness she continually emphasised. Revisionism re-
presented the immediate interests of the labour aristocracy.
When it suffered a temporary defeat at the beginning of this
century, the heads of the trade unions, representing the same
social interests, naturally advocated the most speedy possible
separation from the Party, as the source of radical iniluence.
This was the meaning of the slogans of “neutrality” and “equal
rights”. Rosa Luxemburg was perfectly right when she wrote
that such a “neufrality”. and such *‘equal rights”, must lead
inevitably to reformism.

In describing this courageous revolutionary fight waged
by Rosa Luxemburg against the reformist and bureaucratic de-
generation of the trade union leaders, we must at the same
time mention the not inconsiderable errors into which she fell.
I'hese errors were, in the first place, the result of her incorrect
estimate of the role played by the Party, and in the second of
her erroneous conception of the essential character of imperia-
lism. Rosa Luxemburg, whilst exercising a justifiable criticism
of trade union bureaucracy, failed to grasp the social and eco-
nomic causes conditioning the development of the labour aristo-
cracy and with it the vitality of social democratic and trade
union bureaucracy. She regarded the reformist leadership as an
evil “in itseH”, as a leadership which had torn itself away

from the masses, and had become a foreign body in the move-
ment.

This is the reason why Rosa Luxemburg, even later on, du-
ring the war, when social democracy collapsed openly, still long
remained under the influence of the illusion of a possible return
of social democracy to the “old” revolutionary path!

On the other hand, this same false view led at the same
time to Rosa Luxemburg’s “Left” errors in the trade union
question at the time of the founding of the Communist Party.
It is significant that one of the present liquidators, Paul Frolich,
the editor of Rosa Luxemburg's complete works, has broken
oif the 4th volume, dealing with the trade unions, with the great
war. For precisely Frolich has passed through a tremendous
evolution since that time and on this question, from extreme
ultra-Left opposition to work in the reformist trade unions in
veneral to the present “trade union legalism” and to capitu-

lation to the bureaucracy of the General German Trade Union
Federation.

There is only one written record of this period available:
the short speech made by Rosa Luxemburg at the inaugural
Party Conference of the C. P. G. (December 1918), referring to
Paul Lange’s report on ‘“economic conflicts”. Trade union bu-
reaucracy was already appearing cpenly in the camp of counter-
revolution, and the hate against it reached its culminating point.
“History”, declared Rosa Luxemburg at the Party Conference,
“knows ©f no baser betrayal than this betrayal committed by
the German trade union leaders”. Three currenis were obser-
vable at the Party Conlerence (Otto Rithle and his group on the
one hand. Frolich and the Hamburg comrades on the other,
and finally Schuhmann with his followers), who demanded the
immediate break with the trade unions. Many of these joined
the Communist Labour Party of Germany. Others have now got
stuck in the opportunist bog. Rosa Luxemburg at lirst resisted
the withdrawal from the trade unions, but then agreed to it on
account of practical considerations — in order to gain time.
She proposed the appointment of a commission to investigate
the question of a transierence of the trade union fractions into
the works ccuncils and workers’ and soldiers’ Soviets. In her
speech on this question she said:

“Germany is the sole country in which, thanks to the
disgracetul attitude of the trade unions, there were no great -
economic struggles during the whole war. Were there no
other charge to be laid at the door of the German trade
unions than this, they deserve to be abandoned for this
reason alone. Out of labour organisations they have deve-
loped into the strongest pillars of the bourgeois state and
bourgeois society, and it is therefore obvious that the fight
for socialisation cannot be carried on without raising the
question of the liquidation of the frade unmioms. In this we
are all agreed. (The emphasis is mine. G. S.) But our opi-
nions differ with regard to the path to be taken.”

It was precisely this against which Lenin was fighting in
his “Left-Wing Communism. There is nmo doubt that the ex-
perience gained with the sectarians of the so-called Communist
Labour Party of Germany (Woltheim and Laufenberg), would
have convinced Rosa Luxemburg, had she still been alive, of
the necessity of revolutionary mass work in the trade umions —
work, it need not be said, iree of all illusions as to the possi-
bility of “winning over” the traitrous trade union bureaucracy.
But two weeks later Noske's bloodhounds and the trade union
buraucracy had murdered Rosa Luxemburg.
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The Victims of the Imperialist War 1914-1918.

By J. Sigur.

The war of 1914/18 which was waged concerning the re-
disiribution of the world, affected hundreds of millions of
niman beings in all parts of the earth. For over four vears
miilions of men fought and died in Europe, Asia and Africa.
Thev fought on dry land and they fought on the seas in the
mcerests of imperialism. To-day when imperialism is once again
~.itling the sabre of war in its scabbard, when the question
oi a new re-distribution of the world is again acute, we should
remember the victims of the world-war, and then fight with
‘eifold energy against the war-moungers and for the oveiithrow
o the capitalist system which inevitably leads humanity into
rew robber wars.

The following sober figures should cause hatred in the
hearts of the workers against the war-mongers and should cause
hem to join with revolutionary determination in the fight
421108t armaments.

The Mobilised Populations 1614:1618,

Percentage
No. Called up to total

Population
France (without her colonies) . 7,960,000 20.4
(ireat Britain (without her colonies) . 4.971,000 10.7
British Dominions, Colonies and India 4,525,000 —
Russia e e e e 15,123.000 8.5
laly . . . . . 5,015,000 153
The United States 3,800,000 38
Roumania 1,000.000 133
Germany . . . 13.200.000 20.0
Austria-Hungary 9.000,000 17.5

Approximate total . 70.000.000

Approximately 70 millions of the most fit and healthy men
were withdrawn from the process of production and delivered
over to the terrors of death and disablement and to the
sufferings of life in the trenches. 70 miillion wage-slaves of
capitalism took part in an insane mutual slaughter in order
o protect the interests of capitalist profit. Millions of deceived
and betrayed workers and peasants fell in the war and millions
of other returned to their homes as cripples.

The Losses of the Combatant Armies during the War

Dead and Wounded Permanently

Died of Wounds Disabled

France 1,550,000 3,100,000 800.060

(ireat Britain . 725.000 2,030,000 350.000

Cermany 1,835,000 4.215.000 605.000

Russia 700.000 2,750,000 410,000
Approximate ‘total losses B

losses of all belligerents 9.000.000 19.000.000 3,500,000

Reduction of the Population*) caused directly by the War**)

T'opulation at the end of 1913 . . 400.830.000
Probable population at the middle of 1010 under

normal conditions of development . .. 424480000
\ctual population in the middle of 1010 . 380.030.00
Total loss in consequence of the war . 35.330.6:00
ncluding, kilied and died of wounds . 0.820,000

Thus in ten European countries alone the population di-
minished by 35 millions as a consequence of the world war.
In the post-war years death also reaped a rich harvest. Many

*) In ten European States,
**) The Calculations are those of Chr. Daringa.

millions of people constitutionally weakened and undermined by
the sufferings of war, privations and lack of sufficient nourish-
ment were swept away in numerous epidemics. Approximately

12 millions of people died in all countries as a result of
influenza.

Apart from those 70 millions who were risking their lives
in the trenches, many millions of workers were employed in
sll  countries producing weapons, ammunition, aeroplanes.
poison gas and other meuns of destruction. Numerous iarge-
scale plants which had previously produced exclusively for
consumption concentrated during the war exclusively on the
production ol war-material. buring the

imperiajist  war
101418 industry produced the following amounts of war-
material:

Name Guns Machine-Guns Aeroplanes Tanks
Great Britain . 27,000 24,000 55,000 2318
France 21,000 88,000 51,000 3200
Italy 10,000*) 37,000 — -
Russia 17,860 27,477 3.000 —

In order to produce such enormous quantities of war

maierial, the following numbers of workers were withdrawn
in 1017/18 from the normal process of production:

In France 1.8 million workers
In Great Britain . 2.0 million workers
In the U. S. A, . 1.2 million workers

During the war all factories worked feverishly to produce
modern instruments of murder.

During the war the German army alone used no less than
286 million cartridges to the value of approximately 1200 million
pounds sterling in present values.

This 1,200 million pounds sterling was literalty pulverised
and the Germaa national economic system was so much the
poorer. Not only that, but these 286 million cartridges killed
millions of human beings and did enormous damage. Artillerv
fire etc. destroyed in Northern France 290,000 homes, 500,000
buildings and 05000 kilometres of roadway etc. (Railways.
roads, canals), 9,700 railway bridges and 22,100 factories.

The tremendous armies and the machinerv of destruction
used up not only ihe tofal national income of the belligerent
nations, but also a considerable part of the national wealth,
as can be seen from the following table:

County Nyitonal - Notioral - Immediate Wt Cont e
colonies ... 705 11.0 33.4 1.7
Great Britain without
France . 53.5 6.0 31.3 7.2
Germany 8.5 10.5 46.3 10.8
Austria-Hungary 40.0 3.8 248 5.9
Russia ... 000 0.5 20.5 7.0
A Total of Eleven . . 507.0 80.8 2404 57.3

important beliigerent countries.

The fact that manv millions of the best and most capable
workers had been withdrawn for over four years from the
normal process of produciion. the fact that industrv as a whole
had been adapted to the production of war materials and finalls.
the devastation caused by the war, produced in the most im-
portant belligerent countries a general economic decline ail
the general impoverishment of the toiling masses. The worid
economic system as a whole was very much weakened.

*) Light Artillery.
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The World Economic System before and after the Imperialist

World War.
Commodity 1913 1919 Reduction in %
Coal in millions of tons . . 1,216 1,058 13
Pig iron in millions of tons . 71.2 61 21
Steel in millions of tons . 73.6 68 1.7
Copper in thousands of tfons . 1,133 1.076 5
Lead in thousands of tons . 1,292 - 940 "21.3
Zinc in thousands of tons . 1,100 715 35
Cotton in millions of bales . 254 20.6 10
Wool in millions of pounds . 3,162 2.804 9
W heat in millions of tons!) 79.9 76 5
Rye in millions of tons . 21.4 17.7 173
BEarley in millions of tons . 20.5 22.1 16.3
Qats in millions of tons . 4.4 427 13.6
Maize in millions of tons 47.1 92.0 5.7
["otatoes in millions of tons 113.4 92 19
Sugar in millions of tons 18.8 15.9 15
World Turn-over of Foreign
Commerce in milliards of
pounds sterling?) . 1.1 6%)

') Exclusively in the U. S. S. R. territory.
*) In 40 countries.
%) In the year 1922,

The Economic System of the European States, where the
main drama of the toiling population was performed, suffered
still more as a result of the war.

The European Economic System before and after the World War
Average Monthly Figures

——

1013 1919  Reduction in %
Coal in millions of tons?) . 46.1 35.6 23
Cast iron in millions of tons®) .  3.015 1.65 55.3
Steel in millions of tons®) . 2.579 1.845 28.7

) Gt. Britain, Belgium, Germany, Poland and France.
s efi) Gt. Britain, Belgium, Germany, Luxembourg, France and
weden.

European agriculture also suffered in a similar fashion.
The years of hunger and chronic undernourishment are still
fresh in the memory of all the people of Central Europe.

Only in the year 1925/26 did the world economic system
succeed in reaching its pre-war level. A number of countries,
particuiarly Great Britain, have not even yet succeeded in
reaching the pre-war level of production.

“The proletariat manufactured machinery of destruction.
Together with the peasantry the proletariat served behind
these engines of destruction. The proletariat and the
peasantry of various nations murdered each other mutually.
To-day everyone asks himself: How was such insanity
possible? But another question is of much greater present
importance: are we threatened with a repetition of this
insanity?

“... Only the revolutionary struggle, only the armed
inturrection of the toilers against imperialism can prevent
war and make wars impossible for ever. Such an in-
surrection, no maiter how cruel and brutal its forms, wouid
not cost one hundredth, not one thousandth part of the
victims and destruction caused by the last imperialist war.

“... All the creations of humanity on the fields of
economics, politics, science and art recede into the back-
ground in face of the {remendous task of preventing a new
war at all costs and saving the whole of humanity from decay
and decline. Only the broad masses of the toilers under the
leadership of the revolutionary proletariat are capable of
carrying out this great task. If the proletariat rises in a
united %ront against war, then all measures of repression
and all the forces of militarism are powerless, The great-
est engines of destruction are helpless unless they are set
in motion by human hands.

“... War technique is untiringly continuing its work.
New long-range guns are being built on a scale hitherto
unknown. New types of machine-guns and automatic rifles
have strengthened the fighting force of the infantry. Poison-
gas is taking the place of dymamite, Aeroplanes carrying
the latest achievements of the chemical .industry have
tremendously increased the immediate radius of the area of
hostilities... The horrors of the last war pale before
the horrors of the coming storm.

“... The struggle against militarism must not be posi-
poned until the moment when war breaks out. Then it will
be too late. The struggle against war must be carried on
now, daily, hourly.” (From the Manifesto of the Communist
International on the occasion of the tenth anniversary of
the outbreak of the imperialist war.)

The Growth of Militarism.

By Soldat.

“The boyoott of war is a stupid phrase. The
communists must take part in every reactionary
war”, Lenin.

I. The preparations for the new imperialist war.
The preparation of national economy for the war.
Parallel with the ever acuter conflicts among the greatest
imperialist states for the redistribution of the world, there is an
unceasing growth of armaments.

Armies numbering millions of men, equipped with the latest
instruments of destruction, naturally place an enormous strain
on the national economies which have to provide these armies
with food and munitions in time of war. The last imperialist war
imposed an intense strain on the national economies of the war-
ring states. Russia stood this strain for three years; the Central
powers were able to stand it for four years; but in these four
vears war and human material were so completely exhausted
that great inner social-political convulsions followed.

The coming imperialist war, with its more perfect war tech-
nics, will place an even greater strain on the economics of the
warring states, and demand an even closer unification of the
working class and all workers.

The imperialist states, fully aware of these perspectives for
the war of the luture, are exerting every effort to prepare their
countries for the impending war.

Every great state has its special organs, engaged with the
problems of the economic preparation for war. In every mi-
nistry there are branches of these organs. :

As an illustration of the preparations for war being made
by the imperialist powers, we give below the main points of the
French law (under the “socialist” Paul Bencour) “on the or-
ganisation of the nation in time of war”. This law is built up
on the following primary propositions:

1. We must prepare for a lengthy war.

2. War comprises every sphere of “national activity”: mili-
tary, political, and economic.

3. The preparation and utilisation of the material reserves
of the country come under two periods:

a) In time of peace the most perfect technical instruments of
war are elaborated; reserves are collected as required for the
equipment and provision of a fighting army until this work is
taken over by the mobilised industries; the productive possi-
bilities of those branches of industry which are of great impor-
tance for the carrying on of war are increased.
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b) The moment of mobilisation must be automatically ac-
companied by the mass production of weapons, munitions, and
every description of war material.

4. “Every French citizen, regardiess of sex and age, as also
all organisations and undertakings, is bound to take part in
the defence of the country, or in the support of this defence in
come economic or moral activity.”

5. The government can obtain the material means necessary
for the war in agreement with the owners, or by requisition.

6. In case of war, the ministerial council has the right to
regulate the production, the distribution, and the consumption
of the material reserves and supplies of energy of the country.

Thnis is the main content of this “model” law of the “so-
cialist” Paul Boncour. This law signifies the complete militari-
sation of the whole country.

We also observe a steady growth of the military budgets.
But even this does not exhaust the military expenditure of the
preserrt imperialist states. Enormous sums are expended, under
other items of the budget, for the preparation of the mobili-
sation of industry, the transport service, etc. If we add together
the whole of the expenditure incurred in this way by France,
during the past war and in preparation for the next, we shall
find by far the greater half of the state budget devoted to mili-
tary purpose. This military expenditure weighs heavily on the
showlders of the workers.

2. Armaments.
‘ Land forces (in thousands)

1928
total trained

States 1913 1923 1927

regerves
United States 226 372 404 413 3,500
France . . . 546 732 727 695 5,500
Great Britain . 516 320 372 381 4,500
Italy . . . 264 248 270  369°*) 4,000
Japan . .. . . 215 236 205 208 3,200
The 5 great powers total . 1827 1917 1978 2066 20,700

We see that the land forces of five great powers increased
by 240,000 from 1913 to 1928, whereby a gradual increase in
the number of land forces during the last few years may be
observed. But the growth of land forces here ascertained does
not by any means give a full idea of the state of preparation of
the population or of the number of irained reservists. In ail
countries with conscription the term of active service has been
considerably reduced. As compared with before the war, when
the term of service was two to three years, most countries have
now reduced this to eighteen months, with a tendency to the
transition 10 a one-year term of service. Consequently the num-
ber of men passing through the army is increased, and the mili-
tary training of the population intensified. The armies of today
fram twice as many men as were trained, in the same time
before the war. The quality of the training imparted in a shorter
term of service is compensated by training outside of the army
(in all kinds of schools, in military, sport, and other organi-
sations). At the present time the above-named five great powers
have at their disposal more than 20 million trained reserves
capable of active service, enabling them to form and supplement
the multi-million armies of the future.

The modern army is extremely well equipped with machine
guns, up-to-date tan{s, and other instruments of destruction,
and in this respect surpasses by far the armies of the last im-
perialist war.

3. The growth of naval armaments.
(Number of ships.)

States Cruisers Submarines  Aircraft-Carriers
1922 1928 1932 1922- 1928 1032 1922 1428 1932
Great Britain . 48 55 71 8 56 85 6 6 9

United States . 23 32 40 142 121 127 2
Japan . . . . 17 38 44 58 68 85 1
France . . . 11 13 17 51 60 86 0 3
0
9

Maly . . . . 13 15 20 43 42 63

Total . . 112 153 192 379 347 446

*) Including gendarmerie (66,000), colonial troops (30.000),
bul not including Fascist militia (300,000).

We observe a general increase in naval forces, especially in
the number of cruisers, aircraft-carriers, and up-to-date sub-
marines.

In 1927/28 Great Britain commenced building, two ships of
the tine (Rodney and Nelson) two oruisers, two torpedo boats,
and two submarines. In the United States three ships of the line
were modernised, the building of two modern aircraft-carriers
(each carrying 100 aeroplanes) commpleted, and a mine-layer
built; in Japan four cruisers, one aircraft-carrier, and several
torpedo boats and submarines, in France three cruisers, one
aircraftcarrier, six flottila leaders, and various submarines; in
Italy two cruisers, 16 torpedo boats, and several submarines.

The last few years have witnessed an especially keen com-
pt:jtﬁsxon in warship-building between Great Britain and the Uni-
ted States.

After the “Naval Disarmament” Conference held at Geneva
in the summer of 1927 proved a faihuwe as far as the three
greatest maval powers (United States, Grand Britain, Japan),
were concerned, and the United States and Great Britain were
not successful in coming to an agreement on the equality of their
naval forces, the United States began at once feverishly to en-
large its navy. The programme accepted for the naval forces
for the next 5 years includes the construction of 25 cruisers of
10,000 tons each, 5 aircraft-carriers of 33,000 tons each, 9 tor-
pedo boats, and 32 submarines. 725 to 1,000 million dollars will
be required fo carry out this programme of naval armaments.

The State Secretary for the Navy, Wilbour, justified this
naval armament programme as follows:

“Qur merchants and manufacturers must have the possi-
bility of winming foreign markets... and we must seek
fresh markets for our production. The demonstrating of
our flag ; tes the struggle of our merchants for new
markets, g:t the success of this struggle depends greatly
upon the prestige of the govermmeat which gives it up-to-
date cruisers.”

Admiral Plunkett, in the course of a public speech in New
York in 1928, stated:

“We (the United States of North America) are nearer
to a war than ever before... Before we venture to dispute
the rule of the ocean with other powers, we shall have
another war, as surely as we are now sitting in this room.”

In reply to a ion as to whether he was thinking of war
with Great Britain, Plunkett replied:

“Yes, I am thinking of war with Great Britain, or with
any other nation with whose interests we oollide.”

Here we see the perfectly open preparation for war.

4. Number of military and naval aircraft in course of construction.

States 1923 1928 1930/32

States 1923 1928 (Oromabie)
France 1350 1650 2000 {o 2500
Great Britain . 385 850 1000 to 1200
United States . 420 950 1200 to 1300
ltaly 250 600 1000 to 1200
Japan 250 475 600 to 800
Five great powers total . 2055 4525 5800 to 7000

The air fleets of the great powers were increased by more
than one half (707;) during the past five years; this rate oi
growth will be kept up for the next two or three years.

The air fleet. besides growing numerically, is being rapidly
perfected technically.

In comparison with 1018, that is, with the last year of tiie
imperialist war, the quality of the war aircralt was iniproved
as follows: speed 30 to 007,; action range of scouting acroplan
and destroyers 30 to 707,. of bowmbing aeroplancs 250 fo 300
the rate at which bombs can be dropped  has  tripled
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quadrupled, the rate of fire of the machine-guns has increased
six or sevenfold.

The fighting capacity of the air-fleet of today is therefore
very considerably greater than that in 1918, This may be illu-
strated by an example: During the whole war the German
air-fleet dropped 280 tons of bombs on British territory (the
ensuing losses were 1413 killed and 3408 wounded). France's
present air-fleet is capable of dropping this same quantity of
bombs in one single attack on London. The employment of
chemical instruments of war by the air-fleet means a great
danger for the cities and big industrial centres. In 1927/28 air-
ileet manoeuvres were carried out by all the great states (Great
Britain, Haly, Japan, France), taken part in by 300 to 500
military aircraft. Air attacks on large towns were “practised”,
and attempts made to defend the towns so attacked attempted.
All the military staffs came fo the conclusion that the existing
nieans of defence against air attacks are incapable of protecting
a fown.

This development of the air-fleets greatly increases the
extent of the scene of war, both in breadth and depth, and
creates a very actual danger not only for the army, but for the
peaceful civilian population in the interior of the country.

The war of the future, with the aid of these perfecled war
technics, will far exceed the last imperialist war in regard to
destruction and sacrifice of human hfe.

No. 3
5. The Military Budgets,
(in millions of dollars).
=® -
_ L ECHE
o R - o
States 2 ;_ _ ig E%‘E
§ 08 3 IF i
Franee . . . . . . . 300 300 340 211 8.7
Great Britain ., . . 690 578 561 15.0 115
United States . . . . . 5380 68 653 184 57
Italy . . . . . . . . 136 203 25¢ 238 6.3
Japan . . . . . . . . 187 229 235 27.8 3.9
Germany . . . . . . . 109 169 168 83 2.7
Total for the six states . . 2002 2164 2217 6.1
Growth of military bud-
get, 1023/24 taken as
o . ... .. .. 100 1078 1103

We see that the French peasant or worker has a burden
of almost 9 dollars annually to bear, the British 11.5 dollars.
in addition to all other taxes. At the same time it must be
remembered that the economic offensive of the bourgeoisie
is sieadily lowering the wages of the workers. The candle is
being burned at both ends.

How Should the Lenin:-Liebknedit:Luxemburg
Campign Be Carried out?

By Tatiana Glebova.

The Agitationa and Propaganda Department of the Exe-
cutive Committee of the Communist International proposes to
unite the memorial meetings etc., this year for Lenin, Lieb-
knecht and Luxemburg. From this the campaign has received
the name “Three L. Campaign”. This Lenin-Liebknecht-Luxem-
burg campaign is to be carried out in the week from the 15th to
the 22nd January.

The Ideological Content of the Campaign.

This unification should affect the character aud the
results of the campaign favourably by increasing its
ideological firmness. lnstead of the amorphous “memorial mee-
tings” of former years, the Agitprop is planning this year a
lighting agitation connected with the most burning political
questions, for instance, the question of the danger of war, where-
by it will be possible to connect the propagandist enlightenment
work and the propagation of the lessons of Lenin, Liebknecht
and Luxemburg with actual reality, with the most urgent tasks
ol our Party and with the directives of the sixth World Con-
gress of the Communist International.

We must demonstrate the revolutionary courage of our le-
aders fo the broad mases, their determination to fight against
the stream of imperialist war, their elforts to defeat the exploi-
ters and to turn the imperialist war into a civil war.

We must show how correct their statements were that the
war of 101418 would not solve the contradictions of world
capitalism, but would only intensify them still more,

We must demonsirate the steadfastness of Lemin, Liebknecht
and Luxemburg in the face of repression, their struggle against
opportunism, their constant fight for the correct revolutionary
p()ﬁC_\'.

The imprisonment of Liebknecht and Luxemburg, the per-
ecutions sufiered by all three leaders, not only at the hands of
Jie monarchist, but also at the hands of the “revolutionary”

\

governmemnts of their couniries with the approval of the *‘so-
cialists” must be compared with the repression which is applied
to the present Communist Party on account of its revolutionary
activity and above all on account of its anti-militarist activity.
also with the complete approval and support of the present-day
“socialists”.

It is particularly important to inform the masses what
Lenin said about that secret which conceals the preparation and
the origin of war, and concerning the invincible difficulties ot
the struggle against war which arise immediately after the out-
break of war. These lessons of Lenin are particularly important
today, when even in our own ranks there are voices which
declare that the masses are tired of hearing false prophesies
about the coming war, and that in reality the danger of war is .
not immediate. These dangerous contentions which are nou- |
rished from the source of lies and deception with which the
bourgeoisie with the aid of its socialist lackeys, covers the pre-
parations for imgperialist war, These conientions must be ex- |
posed in the coming campaign as a right-wing deviation, as the
most dangerous form of opportunism. In his draft Theses con-
cerning the Tasks of our Delegation to the Hague, Lenin wrote
in 1922:

“With regard to the struggle against war, it occurs to
me that declarations have been made on the part of our
communist delegates both in parliament and outside, which
contain incredibly incorrect and incredibly frivolous re-
marks about the struggle against war. I am of the opinion
that such declarations, particularly when they are made
after the war, must be reluted with all possible energy and
ruthlessness, including mentioning the names of the com-
rades who made the statements. The form in which suci
nanes are mentioned may be imodified according fo the
circumstances, but it is necessary that no single case should
be passed over in silence, for a frivolous attitude in this
question is extremely dangerous, more dangerous than in
any other, and it is absolutely impossible to be concilia4
tory.
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“There are a series of decisions of workers congresses
which are unforgivably stupid and frivolous. All this ma-
terial must be collected immediately ...

“For our part, we cannot even tolerate an incomple-
teness in this question, not to mention an error”.

We must take these contentions (The contentions that the
masses are tired of hearing prophesies about the approaching
war, which never come true, efc.) into account in our agitation,
and we must make our agitation more concrete and more varied.
We must abandon the old worn-out phrases and bring our anti-
militarist agitation and information upon a practical basis, by
supporting our political and theoretical contentions by facts
and figures, both on an international and natioital and even
local scale. The connection of the problems of the struggle
against the danger of war with the necessary preparation for its
fransformation into a civil war, as also the connection of the
problems with the daily struggle of the proletariat for the im-
provement of its conditions of work and life, will assist us in
this. When we support our contentions concerning the appro-
aching war with figures concerning the sums which are being
expended for armaments, when we give figures concerning the
labour indensity of the works which are occupied for military
purposes, when we give figures concerning the burden of taxes
per head of the population, we must not %orget to mention the
growing pressure of the employers to cut wages and increase
working hours and to speak of the increase in the cost of
living, the increase iin the price of foodstuifs, of rents, of clothing.
When we report about the militarist activity of the bourgeoisie
we must avoid one-sidedness. That is, we must not only point
to the power of the bourgeoisie, but we must at the same time
point out the possibilities which exist to utilise the war pre-
parations of the bourgeoisie for revolutionary purposes. For
instance, the reduced period of service introduced in the capi-
talist armies means that ever larger numbers of the workers
will be trained in the use of weagons, and this fact will undoub-
tedly increase the chance of the workers and peasants alliance
of being victorious in ‘its struggle with the bourgeoisie. The

tasks of our agitation are to give the masses courage and the
will to win.

Unification and Connection of the Campaigns.

One of the great faults of our agitational work is its desul-
tory and unsystematic character and that we are unable {o con-
nect it with organisational successes. It happens when several
campaigns follow each other, that the last campaign weakens
the effect of the first upon the masses. We must try fo make the
efiect of each campaign increase the impression lefl by the cam-
raign which went before it, supplement the problenis of the
former campaign and prepare the consciousness of the masses
for the coming campaigns.

The plan worked out by the Agitprop ol the E. C. C. 1. for
the campaign is in general connected with the idea of the
struggle against the danger of war and the preparation of the
consciousness of the masses for the only way out of the im-
perialist war — with the preparations to terminate the war by
a revolutionary insurrection. All the coming campaigns up to
the First of May will be built up upon this basis, whereby the
possibility is given of closely connecting these campaigns to-
gether. We must of course take care that we do not repeat our-
selves and ithat we do not become boring: every new campaign
must deal with this question from the standpoint of the con-
crete questions with which it deals.

The campaign in connection with the eleventh anniversary
of the November revolution in explaining the danger and the
nevitability of new interventions against the Soviet Union,
pointed to a type of the future war. In the “Three L. Campaign”.
we must unite these questions with the information about the

of war between the capitalist countries whereby we must
pay particular attention to the war prospects of our own “Fa-
therland”. The struggle against “patriotism” and chauvinism
Which are spread by the bourgeoisie and the reformists can be
brought into line when we remind the proletariat that it must
defend “the country of Lenin”, the Soviet Union, against the
Eﬂﬂn{, not only as the most democratic country in the world,
but also as the only fatherland of the world prolefariat, the centre
and the support of the world revolution.

Concentration of the agitational and propagandist forces.

It happens that our campaigns overlap sometimes, the inter-
national with the “national”, the campaigns of the Communist
Party with the campaigns of the Young Communist League, of
the trade unions, of the Red Aid etc.

We must try to avoid any mutual disturbance between the
work of the Communist Parties and that of their allies, and see
to it that all forces are united in the common struggle. It is
therefore necessary that the plans of work of the Agitprop or-
ganisations shall be drawn up in connection with the women’s
departments, the rparties, the youth, the trade unions and the
non-party organisations of the workers,

The incentive to the organisation of the “Three. L. Cam-
paign” was sent out with she signature of the Agitprop and ol
the International Women's Secretariat of the Comintern and of
the Young Comintern. It is proposed to unite the forces of the
party and of the communist youth in order, first of all, to enlarge
the basis of our activity and to save labour by avoiding parallel
work and in order to support the youth where they hold mee-
tings independent of the party. The International Women’s Se-
cretariat gave the women’s sections the inmstructions to assist
the communist youth in its efforts fo win the young girls for
their meetings and to win them as members of the Young
Communist gue and for the trade unions. The trade unions
must also be drawn into the campaigns by the work of the
communist fractions, both for the collection of material con-
cerning the economic attack of the bourgecisie upon the wor-
king class and in particular upon the young workers and also
for the utilisaiion of the trade union agitators as speakers in
the meetings. ‘The trade union press must also be used to this
aim. The Agitprop department of the Red International of La-

bour Unions has given the necessary instructions to its national
oirgans.

With regard to the collection of material concerning the

-impoverishment brought about by the war, the Red Aid or-

ganisations can help us and can also support our meetings by
sending their speakers, who may either speak independently or
as speakers in the discussion. The Red Aid has also given its
local organisatious the necessary instructions.

» The  wolker correspondent organisations can give us parti-
cularly valuable support in this campaign. They can supply both
material concerning the economic offensive of the bourgeoisie
against the wages and working hours of the proletariat and

concerning the preparation for war in industries which work
for the army and navy,

In its instructions for the “Three L. Campaign”, the Agit-
prop draws the attentions of the parties to the fact that our
agitation remains fruitless unless it leads to a certain organi-
sational consolidation of our influence upon the broad masses.
This must be borne in mind when preraring instructions for
speakers and preparing articles for the press. Such an organi-
sational consolidation 1s any form of demonstration inside the
ranks of the Communist Party, the Young Communist League.
the trade unions and the non-party organisations of the wor-
kers. Our agitation must be of such a nature that it supports
the demonstrations of the youth and of the associalions of ex-
soldiers. and that it supports the youth in its attempts to in-
crease its political education (support of the schools and circles)
to consolidate its ranks and to increase its membership (recru-
iting amongst the youth for the Comintern and for the unions).

In some parties the carrying out of the “Three L. Cam-
paign” will be made difficult by the discussion preceding the
rarty congresses which will distract both officials and ordinary
niembers. It is therefore all the more important that the comrades
ol the Agitprop departmen: recognise the importance of the cam-
paign and do everything possible in order to secure its carry-
ing out in the normal way. For the inner-party life which serves
the education of the party members. must under no circum-
stances lead to the lessening of the work of the party amongst
the non-party masses. This would be political suicide, it would
be grist to the miill of our political enemies. We must under no
circumstances console ourselves with the idea that we will malke
up for lost time afterwards. We are able to see how importin!
it 1s to use every opportunity for the preparation of the muasses
for the struggle against war and for the transformation of im-
perialist war into civil war, from the following words of
Lenin, which characterise his anxicty for the carrying out of its
tasks by our Party: ‘ )
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“We do not give the masses any fangible idea of how
a war might break out. The press of the ruling classes
suppresses this question daily and spreads such lies in innu-
merable newspapers that the weak socialist press is quite
helpless in face of them, all the more because also in times
of peace the socialist press takes up a totally wrong attitude
to this question. The communist press also makes itself ridi-
culous in most countries” (Lenin “Draft Thesis concerning the
Tasks of our Delegation ito the Hague” 1922).

In the six years which have passed since then our parties
have of course learned very much, But we must remember that
Lenin was thinking of a concrete preparation of the masses for
war and revolution. No one will say that we are doing every-
thing possible in this connection. The “Three L. Campaign”
must be utilised in ithis connection. The unification of the forces
of the communists with those of their.alies must f‘ive the gu-
arantee that the campaign will attain the necessary level.

To All Organisations Affiliated to the R.LL. 1.

Dear Comrades.

From January 15th to 22nd the Commnunist Parties and
Young nist Leagues are conducting the L. L. L. Cam-
paign — Lenin, Liebknecht and Luxemburg.

This campaign is being conducted in order to widely ex-
plain the roles played by Lenin, Liebknecht and Luxemburg in
the struggle agatinst imperialist war and for transforming it into
civil war, the role of L. L, L. in the struggle against o -
tunism and inner-party deviations from the Marxist-Leninist line,
the role of the Communist youth in the struggle both against war
danger and opportunism. The agitational week of the Three L’s
has as its purpose the wide propagation and explanation to the
masses of the decisions of the Sixth Congress of the Comintern,
especially the theses on the struggle against the war danger.

The Agit-Prop. Department of the R. I. L. U. draws your
attention to the importance of this agitational campaign. The
revolutionary trade union organisations and the revolutionary
trade umion opposition should take active part in the organi-
sation of this campaign. I is necessary to conduct extensive
enlightenment work, especially among ‘the masses, regarding

the role played by Lenin in the struggle against deviations and
the adoption of a conciliatory attitude towards deviations in
the trade union movement. The L. L. L. Week must be utilised
by the revolutionary {rade union movement in order to topu-
larise the decisions of the Fourth Congress of the R. 1, L. U.
and to expose the anfi-proletarian and anti-class line of the po-
HC{ and itactics of the reformists in the labour movement, parti-
cularly during the recent class struggles.

It ts necessary to widely expose the role of the rights and
conciliators, who are at the present time waging a desperate
attack on the decisions of the R. 1. L. U. and are thus willy
milly, :accomplices of reformism. .

Whilst concentrating chief attention on anti-militarist agi-
tation, in conformity with the directives viously given iy
us, it is also necessary to wtilise this wi tfo draw into the
ranks of the revolutiomary trade unions new cadres from
amongst the unorganised, and in the first place young workers
and women.

Red International of Labour Unions.

Agit. Prop. Dept.

TO OUR READERS!
The monthly subscription rates for the “Inprecorr” are as

follows:

England .
Germany .
Austria
Norway
Sweden .
Denmark . .
U.S. S.R..

2 sh.

1.50 marks

2 sh.

1.50 crowns
1.50 crowns
1.50 crowns
1 rouble

For other countries the subscription rate is six dollars for

“ ..~ 0ne year.

Readers 4n the United States will please note that the sole
agents for the “Inprecorr” in the U. S. A, are the Workers
Library Publishers, 39, East 125th Street, New York, N. Y., to
whom all subscriptions should be sent. The subscription rates
in the U. S. A. are, $ 2 for three months, $ 3.50 for six months

and $ 6 for one year.

The Business Manager.
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