g sz C:‘LOSGl‘:“.I":-‘Bm’ln.lscent are J.ohese.da;rs of the July days in 1914l The feverish re-

| n}lamen‘ , the movilisation of pudlic opinion, the working up of the fury against the cul-
prlt? the "madman", the acute diplomatic activity in the Chaucelleries of Europe, the
roaring trade of the newspapers full of contradictions, bluff and lying propaganda, the
fllght of cepital to geafer ghorus, and that fluctuetion from hope to anxietvy and from
anxiety ba.ck t0 nope again, fluctuation that grinds & men's nerves until hié final resige
nation to the "“inevitable".

| And unfortunately war is insviteble. Even if the imediate danger blows over, as
1t has blown over several times bsfore, even if 1938 comes to be recorded in future an-
nals as still a year of peace (the wars in Spein and China are only M™local wars", which
do not count nowadays), even if this crisis drags on till 1939, war is still inevitable.
For where 1s the only force that can save the world from another world-slaughter? Where
is the So¢ial Revolution thet would destroy Capital ism-Imperialism, the only cause Dl
war? Is thsre any sign of it on the horizon before the onrush of ths second World Wer?
No! The simple truth is that the Revolution seems further off today than it seemed be-
fore the catastrophe of 1914. The deception of the people has been more successful than
it was in 1914, more complete. There will be no shocking betrayal by the Second Inter=-
national on the morrow of the outbreak of the next war. This evil has been wrought al-
ready both by the Second and the Third Internatilonal long before the new World War begins.

J Today it is these Internationals that spur on the workers to fight for “"democracy",
¥ 10 defend the "fatherland®, to save "civilisation®. Today 1t is they who egg on the
bourgeois Governments to rearm, to speed up the work of.r.earmament, tg de?clare war for
the sake of the defence of Czechoslovakia. The bourgeolsie have no dlff}culty in produc-
ing this patriotism, so very necesséry for their wer. The workers' parties and Trade

Unions are actually doing it for themt

today it is Hitler. Then 1t was "poor Servia", today it

" atic* ovakiae. In 1914-18 the oppressors the world over used the slo=-
2and2n;01i;gg2tigzezggalsel f-detemination. The Tsar then po?ed &8s the Lik??rator o{ those
Slevs who were oppressed under the yoke of the Austro-Hungarian dynasty;-‘wl}helx; stood up
; a.s"'bhé Liberator of the Poles; Britein as the Libe?a’?or of 1nr'xocen't Belglurg,tmn iept?n.
Th'en' came Wilson, Clemenceau, Lloyd George, pf‘oclalmlng ﬁhe.rl.ght of gself~-detsrmination
£~ the gelf~detormination of the lions and tigers ‘o.f Imperialism}

L]

In 1914 it wes the Kalser,

~ | , ' f oopressed Germans; Mussolini is the abolisher of
Today Hitler is the liberator o pahile Fn Londor’x #mimes" with Neville Chamber-

onerator of civilisation, oy ;
:1:vegzh2§g ;:g_e:;g paris “"Le Matin" wii';h peladier behind it, are for a plebiscite, for
Jlein ) - £

 gel f-determination. _ , | _
» - le were taken i hese fine-sounding and truly democrat--
e illions of people were taken 1in by t oo AR S e
ic aio'I;n ?#14);2(1 now everything goes to show that the same thing is happening again,
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bringing the same catastrophic results. For Imperialism, whether British and French, or
German &nd Itelian, the slogans of nationel liberation, of the right to self—determiéa—
tion, etc., are today, just as in 1914, only & meansg of deceiving the people, a sheer
fraud. There cannot be national liberation, there cannot be self-detemination, 80 lon
as Imperlallsln ©x1 5T S 2

It is & monstrous cynicism when the semi-fascist London “Times" and Paris "Le Matin"
come out with a slogan of self-determination in Czechoslovakis., These imperialist octo-
puses who grip in their tentacles hundreds of millions of colonial slaves and suck their
1ife~blood -- these are hailed as upholders of justice and frecdom? We know whet their
sel f-determination means: the sel f-detormination of the Versailles Treaty, the rigHE"EF
the victors to divide the world between them, to transform &ll other national groups into
their vassals, under theilr dominance for thoir exploitetion. What we want is a real self-

detemmination of the people in India, in South Africa, in Morocco, Algeria evez"""‘""——:m

N W S A— — WP " -~

&ll coloniess Of course, when the “Times" champions the principle of self~-determination,
it me.sar.ls the same thing &.c vhen 1t chempions freedom, It means the right of the robbers
to divide, redivide and dispose of their booty as it suits and pleases them, the freedom

to exploit. It does not mean the right of the people of India, the Colonies and semi-
colonies, to freedom and sslf~detemnination.

| And why sel f=determination in Czechoslovakia only? Why not also in Poland, Roumen-
ia, Yl.lgc.)slavz.a, who oppress more than half of their respective populations, the natlonal
minorities? Why not self-determination 8ll round, beginmning with the Colonies?

But of course such slogans in the mouths of the bourgeoisie are a fraud. Whether 75
British and French ‘nperislism peacefully settle the Czechoslovakian problem by ceding it *‘
to Germen Imperialism, or whether they decide to go to war, the fundemental factor remains
the same. Namely, that Czechoslovakia is just & pawn in the struggle between the two Im-
periel ist groups. When a&nd if it suits them, they will suddenly become champions of the
nationel independence and “sovereignty" of Czechoslovakiam. And if and when it suits them,
they will just as readily drop the right of Czecheslovakie to independence and soverel gnty
and proclaim the right to “self-determination". t is like a cattle deal between thieves.
It is their Czechoslovakie, and not the Czechoslovakis of the Czech people, the workers
and toillers.

Unless we keep this in mind, we cannot understend what is going on in and behind the
scenes of this Czechoslovakian crisis. Czechoslovakia is merely a ball in the game that
is being carried on among the Great Powers. And 1f war comes as an outcome of the present
crisis, this war will not be on account of the upholding of democracy and sovereignty 1in
Czechoslovakia, but it will be & war between two Imperialist groups. It will be &n Im-
perialist wer, no matter what slogans are used on one side and the others

X X % X XX X

It is quite true that these opposing groups do not went war. None of them wants
wer. Not even Hitler and Mussolini want war. We do not require for this assertion the
testimony of Lansbury, the ex-Labour leader, nor of Ien Hemilton, the ex-Army leader, who
have assured ue of the peaceful intentions of Hitler. Naturally, Hitler does not want #
waer, if he can get what he wants for Germeny by Ypeaceful™ means. 5o far he has used -
against British and French Imperialism the weapon which the bourgeoisie all over the
world fear more than war. And that is the ﬁhre&t of a Revolution.

It was Loia throat of A Revelution in dermenv that drove British Imperielism into |
the amis of Hitler in 1932, Since then 1t has given him every possible support economi- |
cally, financially, politically. Annulment of reparations and war debts, the drawing up ‘!
of short-term and long-term money a.greements, fevourable trade pacts, a Navel pact =-- all |
this followed upon the threat of Revolution. Mussolini, watching Hitler's good fortune, |
then decided to make use of the same tactic, and did so with marked success. The thr.'ea.t
of & Revolution in Italy proved more ebhorrent to Baldwin than the ’?hree.t in the Medlte.r-
renean Sea. A defeat of Italy by Britain would undoubtedly result in the fall of. Fasclam
and in a Revolutione British Imperialian' therefore preferred to face the loss of Abys=-
‘ginia, the loss of strategic positions in the Red gea (that v%tal Empire route), a.nd lossg"’
of prestige, to the alternative of war and subsequent Ravolutlon.. The.reault o? this
successful tactic wag the German~-Itelian axis end, later, the Anti-Comintern trio p?.ct
between Gormany, Itely and Japane. Since then this tactic.h&s.beefx continually.applled
withymore and more successe Conscription 1n Germeny, millta.rlsa..tn.on of the Rhlne]:and,
the Anschluss with Austris, and the conguest of Spein -= &ll this Germany hes achieved by
"reaceful® means. | | B

No, they do not want war, and they do not need to have war, if they can get wha't
they want by "peaceful“ meanst Hven J&‘pan did not wanit war with Chlna, lf the otherIm..
perialist powers and Chine herself would have pemitted a "peaceful" swallowing of CF ina.
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The robber resorts to murder only if the victim resistse

Hitler wants Czechoslovakia by "peaceful"” means. German Imperial ism wan't 8 expznséon
over the Danube basin and the Balkang, expansion to the south, and further east to the U=

kraine; peacefully if possible. But precisely because Germen Imper ialism c&npot get all
this peacefully, it will have to resort to war, just @&s British, French, Amerlcan Imper=-

ielism resorted to war to get what Imperialist needs demandeds

Up to now, the victors of Versailles have given 1in, heve retreated step after step.
But would it be correct to draw from this the conclusion that they will continue 10 reo=
treat indefinitely? If Spain is swallowed up, why not Austria? If Austria, why not Cze-
choslovakia? And so forthe This argument is in line with the views of the'“Observe?“‘
(organ of the Fascist Wing of the Tories) that no English Tormy's life 1s worth sacrific-
ing for the sake of Czechoslovakia or L,ithuania, Roumania or Poland. "So-lonyg as ou?'Emﬁ
pire is not touched, we shell not fight", say the Garvins and the Rothermeress But 18
this so?! Are their views the same as those of the most power ful gection of British Imper=
ial ism, namely, Finance Capitel? If this is the ca&se, though we doubt 1t, what will Dbe
the reaction, when it comes to & decision; of the other sections of British Imperial?sm?
What will be the reaction of industry and trade, &nd especially of the incregsingly in-
fluential section of the actual “traders in wer", the armament industries? And lastly,

how far will French Imperialism be able to follow this fatalistic line of waiting for tbe
breaking up of the Germen=-Italian axis, & break which must result from an enormous streng=

thening of one partner, Germany, out of all proportion to the other partners?

Faced with the choice between Scylla and Charybdis, the choice between giving up on
the one hand the safeguarding positions acquired at Versallles and thus strengthening the
enemy, and on the other hand the fear of a victory resulting in the downfall of Fescism
in Germany &nd Italy with the dreadful prospect of a Revolution, it is true that British
and French Imperialism chose the first of these two altermatives. But it may be just as
true that, when finallyfaced with the Germen-Italian chellenge for world-power, worlde-dom-
ination, British and French Imperielism may have to go to war, whether they like it or not.

So far the events of the last week or so seem to indicate that this stage has not

been reached. The vacillation of the French Government, its acquiescence in Lord Runci-
man's mission to sell Czechoslovekia at a higher price, and in Neville Chemberlain's visit

to Hitler, a visit that could have only one meaning, these things tend to indicate the op-
posite. But even if nothing happens to upset the calculations of Hitler, and even more so

if they are not upset, the stage of the final challenge must arrive soon.

The weapon of Revolution, used as a kind of blackmail, cannot work indefinitely.
There must come e time when the other party refuses to be intimidated and decides to take
the risk of refusing. It has often been said that the bourgeoisie is not so foolish as
to risk all and everything, that it is just as well aware &s we are that a war will end
in Revolution, which means the loss of everything. To & certain extent this 1is correct,
as proved by the happenings of recent years. But We must not elevate this assertion to
an ebsolute authority, which would enable us to rest assured that no war will come at all;

+hat for fear of the Revolution the bourgeoisie will not resort to war. That is, of

course, ridiculouse. . =
The Russian Tsar knew by experience that a lost war means & Revolutione But in sgpite

of this experience (1905) he plunged his country into the Vorld War. Weas it a mad gamble
on the part of e&n adventurer, Oor was it a desperate step taken to save the lMonarchy f{from
nevolution? The French bourgeoisie &lso knew by experience that a lost war means & Re-
volution, but in spite of this experience (the Paris Commune, 1870) &% plunged the coun=
try into the World Vare. It wes lucky to win. All of them reckoned on winnirig. And Hite
ler will, like the Russian Tsar, plunge Germany into another World War to save German
Capitalism from a Revolution, hoping to win this time. And British Imperialism, even
while knowing that it is madness to go to war, that this time there will be no victors,

will have no other alternative but to accept this madness.

This is not mcre abstract reasonings The 360 millions (these are the official fig-
ures =- the real emount may be double this) spent from the ordinary Budget by Britain on
rearmement, the 45 million gas-masks now ready for distribution, the sand-bags, the Air
Raids Precautions organisation, these are not little additional luxuries. They are harsh
necessities. | |

This does not by itself prove that Britain reckons on Germeny as the enemy. Let us
therefore .consider the reasons why Britein will sooner or later have to fight Germany.

1) The same Germeny that challenged the World Supremacy in 1914 is here again., The
advantage of industrial rationalisation, of efficiency and labour productivity over its

rivels; the perfection of the war machine and the militarisation of the population on a




e

n a single entity (Bismerck's
ons; the Anschluss with
ay to economic self~ oy
fats and food in  Bu
bagis to & war lu
formidable 0i

ever before dreamt of; the Unification of Germany 1 .
dream) instead of somé thirty States of various sizes and conditl
Austria; the great strides made by chemistry and industry on the W

suf ficiency (petrol from coal, etc., ©tc.), in respect of fuel, wool,
eose with which & totalitarian State is changed from & peace

these fectors taken together make the Germany of 1938-9 a more

go@le n

general , the

basis -- all
enemy for Britein plus France than it was in 1914,

From these calcul&tions we have excluded the Révolutionary factor, because the -8
scope and extent of this factor in the rival Imperialist cemps is immeasurable. All we oh
know with certainty is that all the Capitalist powers &re standing on feet of clay. :;
2) It wes the challenge of Germany for world supremacy that forced Britein 10 abandon :
its balance of power policy and conclude an allience with France and Russia before 1914, »
And it is this same challenge again that has forced Britain once more tO abandon the ba1-1;

: ]
ance of power policy pursued from 1919 to 1936, and to c _ . alliadnoe Wi

with France. Such &ction is not teken in the political game out of tac
tions, but &s fundamental lines of policy. If the views of Garvin and Rotl?emere.l‘ere
the views of British Imperialism, there would not heve been @ military alliance with

Freance, an alliance which commits Britain to the possibility of action not only on the

Rhine .

" o &

and Denubian countries, with Poland, y

3) The net of the French alliance with the Balkan .
for sele!" cannot remaln neutral

is today more useful than ever before. These “countries Lo :
in the coming war, so that the loss of an ally is a double loss inasmuch as 1t 18 & gain |
for the other side. As in the case of Eastern satraps, prestlge plays & great role in (
these countries. Every new concession to the German-Italian &xis lowers the prestige of
France and Britain in the Balkan and Danubien countries. A0 gsilent surrender of Austrie
definitely lower:... the value of the French pacts with Gzechoslovakia, Yugoslavie, Poland.

And now comes the “betrayal" of Czechoslovakie, the .giving away of the whole or at first
a part to Germany, the expression of panic with the partial mobilisation of Germany, the i

acquiescence of France in the Runcimen mission, in the Chamberlailn air=flight, which

could not be explained otherwise than as & surrender and defeat of French-British diplo-
macy. The prestige, the value of the promises of France and Britain to these "“countries
for sale" in case of future ware, will after the Czechoslovakian settlement be equal to

2ero, providfgci“that this settlement is a peaceful one, provided that the Czechs, a bandon-
ed by France (and consequently by the Uyssn), will not fight. But this lowering of pres-
tige, and every new concession by Britain-France to Germrny-Italy, makes more imperative,

more imminent and less avoidable the struggle for world power and supremacy between these
two groups. A peaceful settlement in Czechoslovakie is merely & short postponement of

the decisive combat.
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Our object in writing this article has been to prove that the present crisis 1s not
at all a question of czechoslovakia's independence, or of the right to national gel f-de-
terminetion, or of democracy versus fasclsm, but 'is a struggle for power and position
between rival Imperialist groups. We desired, moreover, to prove that this struggle, of
which Ozechoslovakia is only a phase, will sooner or later lead to wer; and tlet this
war, whether it is fought on the issue of Czechoslovakia or Switzerland or any other 1in-
nocent "Belgium®, under whatever slogen-of "sacred rights", will be an Imperialist wars
In fact, any wr that we can visualise in Europe tamorrow, except & direct attack on the
Soviet Union, would be an Imperialist wer. Needless to add, that the British and French
bourgeoisie has never given up hope, in spite of the mounting obstacles, of diverting
Hitler's Colonial and Empire aspirations and Germany's military énergie; into & direct
fight with the Workers' State, the USSR The danger of such an eventuality has by no

meansg disappeared, nor can it ever dis& | .
e e g sappear 80 long as the USSR is surrounded by Imper

’ I;I;)lw, wha:l: is the reply of the working class to the Czechoslovakian crisis of t098
zhr oth : :;rl -slaughto-r.of tornorr?w? A vain question' There is today no other reply
| ofm:h ga : clzzaat.ec:‘ b{ thelg respective bourgeoisie. In 1914 we had at least the t hr el
e Basle Manifesto, independent thinking, a directiv e
- ke e for the w _ Today we N&
not even such a threats We witness the meek following of any b°urg22§:rm§euv¥e’ the

oy omeg of Lnpertalistis ropaunine Ve heis Mipariaiiot eutit S
i S ey repeat like pa . s oht, let U
fight it out now, and by JO,Ve:....“ Wflen w;mgegizzgt8' 18 we.haxe, to AR EE y
Czechoslovekia, they repeat the babble of their Imperi
every possible avenue of peace". '
geoisie, t0 every manoeuvre.

gos to Hitler to bargain 2%
They - | perialist press: Wje must try éﬂ
€y are a prey to every wind reised by the oW
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How long it is since they were shouting: "No morel Never again} We will not give

our lives; we are not going to give you our children for the sake of your fat war-profite®,

P But today they are preparing the weapons that will tear their limbs epart, choke their
| lungs, kill or maim their little ones. Who doubts today that the untold suf ferings and

® miseries of the last var will look small in comparison with those now in store for the next!

While we have not the least doubt that the coming world War, started by the Imper-

} ialist Governments, will not end as & war between Govermments, while we have no doubt that
| the people will seitle the accounts with their Governments, thet the war will end in odvil
B wars which will do awey with the Cepitelist system and the idiocy of war, we must never-

| theless ask the question: Is it really necessary to go agéin through years of misery and
| suffering, in order to learn in the trenches, on the battlefields, in blood and mire, thet
| the enemy is not somewhere-in the opposite trenches, but that the enemy is here at home?

.‘ In the answer to this question lies the tragedy of the last twenty yearse Migled and be-
| trayed by their leaders, the workers forgot the lossons and discarded the weapon, the
| weapon of the class struggle, that could have saved them and the majority of mankind from

i this madness.

; ,It 1s ??eless to go on talking of the past. We must turn our face to the present,
; wnen "c;fle working class everywhere is chained to the bourgeoisie, and there is no sign

! that 1;.w1.Ll refuse to plunge into war. The more urgent therefore is the duty of every
Bevoluuonary to raise his voice today against this madness of war and at this eleventh

| hour cgll upon the workers to resist wer. Not by collaboration with the bourgeoisie, not
| by -"National uniiy", not by felse "patriotic" slogans, not by the "League of Nations" and
| Peace Congresses under the patronage of the Archbishop of Canterbury, but by means of the
| Class Struggle, by means of irreconcilable Revolutionary struggle ageinst their bour~

| geoisie, and their Governments carried on by independent actions of the woriking class,

But should this cell be too late, should & war break out, the policy of the Revol-
utionary is also quite.clears Acceleration and sharpening of the class struggle, working
and speeking for the defeat of one's wown" Government, for Revolutionary defeatism. Only
the policy of Revolutionary defeatism in all the Capitalist countries == our enemy is in

our own country =-- & policy that makes use of every difficulty in vhich a militery or
political defeat places “our" Imperialistic Govermment, can pave the way for the trans-
?ormation of the Imperialist War into & Civil War, cén pave the way for the overthrow af

= | Imperislism~-Capitalism.
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This wes the policy of Marx and Engels, of Liebknecht and Luxemburg, of Lenin and

Trotsky. This is today the policy of the Fourth International.

Every Revolutionary, every worker, must rally round the banner of the Fourth Intere-

nationsl, for Socicliam and Peacel

XXXXXXX XXX XXX XX XXX XXX XXXXXX

TROTSKY'S SECRETARY

w

¥ URDERED BY" G. @& W

(Reprinted from "The New Leader")

the alleged kidnapping from Paris of Rudolf Klement, &

Two months ago we reported
tsky and recently secretary of the “Fourth International®

German, formerly secretary to Tro

' in Pﬂr‘is, by GeP.Ue (St'alin) agentSO .
‘ Subsequently & letter was received by the "Fourth Internationalists" in Paris, poat-

ed to heve been written from Klemente Its contents indicated

' thet it was a forgerys |
! Now two of Klement's friends, M.Pierre David and M.Jean Roux, have identified & heade-
' the Seine, near Meulen, last week, &s that of Klement,

| less and legless body found in

| - If the identification proves 1o be true, the presumption is strong that Klement has
| been murdered by G.P.U. agents. v -
| “Previous to his disappearance from Paris, Klement's wallet containing political docu-
| zments wes stolen from him. In the letter which he is supposed to heve written from Per-

{ pignan, there were references extracted from these political documentse .

= Thet the Perpignan letter was & forgery is indicated by certain incidentel points.

. | The forged letter aimed at implicating Trotsky in “direct collaboration with Gestapo"
(the German Fmscisi secret police). This is, of course, what the G.P.U. seek to do.

§ The evidence is strong thet G.P.U. agents stole Klement's wallet, kidnapped him, and
§ forged the letter. Now it appedrs that they have also murdered him. i
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cession of short term plans. That is, each new plan must be determined not by \f:hat lg by
conceived to be the. ultimate goal of socialist society, but by the extent to Wh}Ch pPrevs .oy
ious plans have ‘succeeded, ‘and by the relative urgency of needs that still reméin unsatie

.fied, or by the emergence of new needs that have been made possible by the rioher life 4oy
' in short, follow the natureiy

hat growth, bécauseé Werc
ken off the last of iith

* Y]
e much more effectiveto

be without capitallsnwh

to describe clearly the kind :of society at which we are aiming. And recently "The New Inca
~ternational® has Op,en.e'd,-its' colunns to a debate between lax @mastman end James Burnham on to
' after long meditation, that it is timeth
vle must, he believespo

" ‘give up our faith in the Mobscurantist! philosophy of dialectical materialism and begin %
' lueprints of the society at

and in support ofhe

onception of what that society will ul timat

growth of socialist society. 'But we can neither plan nor foresee 't
have no evidence to .show what humanity will be like when it has sha

‘fetters. . .5 | i i % :
% ‘It has ‘often been argued that revolutionary propaganda would b

.
PR

which.we. are @iming, instead of allowing it to develop in its own Waye

A

T.%3.5.Rs.c18 & direct oconsgs wr
and of certein weaknesses {Bu

humen nature. His criticism is analogous to liarxist criticiam of the Anarchistse Just gle

we criticise Anarchists for their belief that all that 1s reqtgired for the estéblishment t!
.- of the classless society is the sme. shing of the bourgeois state, and point out the neces: Wi
to the classless society, so he com=

sity for a proletarign sta&te during the transition |
plains that we &are guilty. of & ‘gerious error when Wwe refuse’ to '.draw up detailed plansg for
thé society towards which the proletarian dictatorship will move. Lacking such plans, w &

ere at the mercy of every Wind of humen caprice and frailty that blows, and must sooner
or later guffer shipwrecke.

B di=at i el
Lot us see what this criticiem implies. It implies, in the first place, that we
know exactly whet human neture is, that the characteristics shown by the oppressed magse *
are their true characteristics, and not gsomething imposed on them by the conditions under E
which they live and work. It implies, therefore, that ‘we must plan the new society for 1
people who are "by neture" depraved, brutal, greedy, selfish and stupid. That is to 8&j, :
the new society must provide an adequate apparatus for the repression of people who shov¥
those characteristics in exaggerated form, just &s bourgeois society does. It implies,
finelly, that no matter what the economic basgis of the new society may be, the g tructure
of that society will not be essentially different from the society of today, 1in the send

that one part of the population will lord it over another part.

:Eas'tman‘arguéé that the bureaucratic ‘degéner&_ti011 of the

\
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' The answer to all this is that we do not know what humen nature is. To assune 10
the character of the oppressed masses is the true character of humanity is equivalen" A
assumin‘ggthat'the true shepe of the human foot is revealed in the distorted and i g e’
structures that used to be the pride of Chinese women of the wpper classe If you 5 quees’
a fo?’q.ixgto a. sboe that is too smell for it, there results something thet ig still & 000
but it is c?rtaigl3z not natural, and it is incapable of performing the work of 2 nature
foot.. .}J_A.n,d in the same way, if the bourgeois state squeezes & worker by debriving .
the primary necessities of life, by scaring him with the threat of unemployment, ”L’i‘;

| £11)

3
L)

m:.nrdl;lgt whoalwilihs "o:l:mebmth class propaganda, there results something that is @ i
¢ e 5 6 g0 bold @s to claim that the true man stands fully revealed ¥ =
slave? i AR 2 andg fully reveai!
It i8 phe firm conviction of Marxigts that the sesaiitd meems | e
| o e Y e . of MarXIStS that the » prady R e o
: S 2 ’ arxists that the revolutionar: emancipatiod ¥ 1 ¥
:t}' ;;-lh result in ’pha gradual relegse of forces that are still r-ydr' it PO
b gradual process, beceuse the slave who loses his cheins does not L iakaty B
bo a slave. Some of the deeper distortions of his rature tav eve yepsin WEOE MECUN
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8§az;ry,_without even knowing people who were once slaves, that the latent possibilities
o =00 classless society will begin to be certaminly known. So how can we plan for that
soclety before we have even acquired the necessary political power?

- thewﬁ‘uié? piod}ct that ag?icultural and industrial technique will enable the citizens
i Ky OOFletY to satisfy gny and all of their needs, but we who are victims of &
ve soc.Lety‘ca,mot pretend to know what those needs will be. We know that if they wish
| to dispense with clothing and to live in glass-roofed, air=-conditioned cities (a blueprint
-. offered by one of the authors of "Britain Without Capitalists") they will be able to do
. S0, but we cannot predict that they will want to do so. The planning of the new society
i must be left to its future citizens, who will be far better equippedbfor the job than we
| are. Oqu is the grimmer and much harder task of laying the foundations for that society
. by smashing the old one and preventing it from being rebuilt until the new one begins to
. take shape. |
7 .This does not mean that we are absolutely in the dark as to the measures we shall
R T;&ke in the days immediately following the seizure of power. We know, for exemple, that
- 1in Seuth Africa we can at once solve the Bantu land problem; we can put an end to soil
| erosion; we can within a few years increase enormously the productivity of the land and
A the gue.llty of the cattle; we can completely abolish such diseases &s tuberculosig &nd
R .Syph:.Llls.;-. we can begin at once to clear away slums and build real houses for the workers
' to live in, and unlike the liberal bourgeoisie, who think they have performed a mirecle
when- they have demolished a single slum, we know that we can complete this task; and we
n{ can at ence pl‘l‘t into operation plans for educating sll those who at present are compel.led
| to remain illiterate and ignorant. In short, our plans for socialism are determined by
Q| the‘Pl.‘esent needs of the oppressed masses, which we can begin to satisfy the moment the
s| political power is in our hands. There is nothing utopian shout them.

' At first sight Fastmen's error looks hamless enough. Why, it may be esked, shonld 'j
f| he be denied the right to have his own conception of the shape of things 1o come? It can
harm nobody if he should prove to be wrong, still less if he should be right. 1In poini

of fact, & theoretical error is never quite harmless. It is true if a shoemsker has a
8¢ wrong idea of how cattle should be fed, that will not affect his skill in handling leather.
iy But if a farmer entertains the same idea, the shoemaker may find that the leather is use~-
2 less. And in the- same way & revolutionary whose theory is unsound may delay or endanger
the revolution. It is because Eastman's error is likely to have such consequences that

.| we-are bound to expose it.

‘The first consequence is that it diverts the attention of potential revolutionaries
from the materialist explanation of history, by offering an alternative that is fatally
easy to swdllow. If humen nature 1is responsible for the degeneration of the U.S5.3.R.,
then there is no need to explain that celamity in terms of e conomic forces‘.and class in-
We must accept it &s an inevitable consequence of any and every revolution, and
revolution we must therefore keep this supposedly inevitable dggener-
evise plans for confining it within the narr west possible limits.
devoting far too much energy to greparing for én "e'\'gent
1y enough to preparing for the most important and the
evolutionary overthrow of existing society.

terestss
in preparing for the
ation in mind, and d
But that means that we shall be
that may not occur, and not near
most difficult of our tasks == the r

7

trongly emphasised that the degeneration which 7 U.8.5:R.

has suffered is not the inevitable fate of any workers' state that may be estavlished in
the futures The same Wobscurantist" doctrine of dimlectical materialism which emabled

the Bolshevik party to guide the revolutionary forces of Russig towards the October re-
volution enables us to explain the present condition of the U.3.5.R. &5 & consequence af
industriel backwardness, of the exhaustion that followed years of imperielist wer and
civil war, of the faillure of the proletariat in ,other coun‘f,rlee‘to.come te the aid of
their Russgian comrades, and of the danger involved 1n the mpena.lle'l:. domination of five~-
sixths of the world's ared. In short, it wes not for lack of blgeprmta thet the Soviet
Union fell a victim to the stalinist bureaucracy, bui.:, becauee wpz:ld forges prevented the
frée development of socialist society. And 1if that is 80, f.he flret and most obvious
eleborate precautions against bureaucratic de-

duty of revolutionaries is not 1o devise . | f
geanation, but to a2im directly at the smashing of those world forces. A‘ny theory that

tends to divert revolutionaries from that goal is a crime.

* . For it cannot be too s

revolutions &re mede by the messes. It is understa.nd:ble that

; | D : e Ae dob ‘H 16 me. evolt, must be free {rom

 professional revolution&ries whose job 1t s t‘? ghoer, Lhe MAAP YETVEARY WA % o o

»- zheoretical errors, but eureiy' the proletariat 1s more likely to act decisively if eome-
ohing: ' ? iety towards which its efforts are leading.

one hes peinted a rosy picture of the new socu Ripds wigh 146 WLO¥Se AEW 2 ”
.ﬁi Aetwllypﬁis pla.usi:{e argument 1s utterly false. Vhat we might cell the tect qm of

. . . it - avrlnited by the bourgeoisie to its own great advantage.
 And the use Ef o similar technigue for revolutlonary purposes vill serve the inter |

But, you ma&y Ss&Yy,
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larity with which doviet. geloptinhs, LNMGRERS T8 0" hasa
meeningl essly, nciples in justificatilon of their work, and he a0

. enough if one observes the resu

s

the ruling class and not those of the oppressede. In south Africa, for example, the a

atus of religion serves to keep the eyes of the masses focussed on a distant and un&tip&r‘

able goal, thereby preventing them from seeing whet sdvantages they could gain by immeﬁm
R,

and direct action aginst their oppressors. And at the same time the infinite width -
. from the goal discourages eny efforts to make even a little gf th??o:;;
18 ' it Q;)

gul f that geparates thon |
their dream come TI'ue. The result is passive submission to the blows that are rgi

them by their slave~driverss | ained uponfo,r r

o | - yes

' )rinc

To paint & picture of the classless soclety as one

to see it, ‘iso.‘to of fer the masse's_,a' b&it_they wi{l never ziléerz;tétc‘?::?zgf It])]en w@uld]..ike T lia
heaven, it is not immediately and directly attainable. The true spur t i SUOORUGS ; like

tion is not some far-off elysium in which there vill be no tears &Irid - i revoll.ltlon&ry &c-

the unbear&b}e n}isery that capitelism imposes on the masses, and the i S‘j‘f.ferlngs, but

and now ab,oq.lsl.m;ng the primery source of that misery. A bl‘léprint OfPE;?Slbllity of here

will look s'o:("ilf.f'erent from the world of actual experience that : : ¢ classless society
being only anotheér pleasant dreéam. 8 8% 11 will be pushed asgide ag

It is no accident that the most active desiger ' | ‘ S
AL RS X . , 51 g , - .
the Stalinists, whose counter-revolutionary role s:e‘;'s o th? cl&ssles;? society should be *°°°
o b Bons LpNa L] Oh ca ¥ h 'book' i “av? a.g&:m.and again demonstrated. It E‘tl?f
not prepared to state that an 8 book entitled “Britain Without Capitalists". We are | 1'
g P & that any one of the blueprints contained i ig 3 L
fool it LeoRaE et LG : ined in that volume is inherently
9 3@ we simply do not know what will h :
state quite definitely th appen after the revolution, but we can
: O T ¥ at no converts to revoluti TSk : -
picture of glask el : ¥ onary socimlism will be geined by the ..
R and air-conditioned cities whose inhabitents will need no clothese : .
The worker who contanplat ' ; : : : | . g Lt
ray LI O plates that picture may like it, but it will appear to him to be 80 4
ti{;nsigzgonh%s{;reafph ﬂ?at he will be unwilling to take even the first step towards i1ts the
b e bel{l- o practice. But what.ls IPOI‘G likely to heppen is that the moral prejudices
: I o en so ca.r:efully.planted in him by the bourgeoisie will cause him to see it @&s
;ﬁintaﬁﬁlf?i proof 011; the sinful depravity of the Bolsheviks. In either case the blue~-
ils & counter- '
L % ,er=revolutionary purpose. -
There. fémz?.'ins 2 f?'.nal que stione ' Wﬁy should Max Eastman, who is not & Staelinist, and ;:
wl:xose cons:.derabl? abilities wo have no desire to minimise, have fallen into such an ob= 54
vious trapﬁ{ T{lg"answer (eand it applies not only to him but to & whole army of intellec- .
tuals) is, quite simply, that he shrinks from the toil and bloodshed of the revolutione. £
To put it bluntly, he does not feel the lash of the slave-driver's. whip on his own ghoul = 5

ders, and therefore he is not driven towards revolution. At the same time he is clear- 4
sighted enough to reelise that capitalism is doomed end thaet the future society must be D

based on communal ovwnership of the means of production. So what does he do in this dil- /
erms.? He hunts up oxcuses for not going all the way with the Marxists. Eastmen's part=-
icular excuse is that the doctrine of dialectical meterialism, which forms the theoretical -
. basgis of Marxism, is an obscurantist doctrine that needs redicel revision. Reading it )
literally and bedantiéally, he 'fa.il‘s to find sny clear meening in it, and besides he f{inds -

that Marxists do not in fact use it as a guide to action. |

if it is read literally, and particularly if it is read in conjunc=
' gel , from which its terminology is derived, the doctrine is
obscure and difficult to comprehend. But its true significance can be understood readily
1ts it produces in the hands of a competent Marxist. Read
Lenin, end you will reelise that the plein meaning of
the doctrine.is that historical movements are the product of a single force but of the
constantly v&i'ying interaction of a wide renge of forces. The correctness of Marx's

d predi his having struck to & rigid formula of "thesis,

judgments and predictions is due not. to 0 € . !
antithesis, s\ynthesis!' , but.to the fact that he took a1l the interacting forces into ac=
' *3 tne dootrine in the 1ight. of the manner in which Marx snd Lenin

count. If we undersian _ ‘ . .
handled it, its alleged .prc;urity at. 0,1199,‘11..5&?1363??'_ |

It is true. that, i
tion with the philosophy of He

the political writings of Marx Or

ct that he agsunes that Merxists understand dia-
“that they do not understend it et all. But be
cauge they accept it while he rejects it, he feels himself free %o concl.ude‘ that for.them
it. ig not, & gecientific faith but a -religio‘us' do gma.. And heving rea.ched: ’c.his conclgslon

he can attribujoe' all the failures of the Russian Revolution to the “religious" dognatim
of the Bolsheviks, and can proceed to plan & new soclety fit for Mex Eeastman to live 1fs
o understand dislectical materialism, E&stman hes fallen into the very

taking. effect for ceuse. He has been struck by the disgusting regy”

sis, industrial managers and even artists used 1O ‘p%ﬁ:

| Zastman's error springs fram the fa
lectical materialism as he does,. that 1s,

By refusing 1
sommon error of mis

40 dialecticel pri
ed to the conclusion that much of the
tence of & doctrine that toO them wes

ir bad work was due to their blind, religib\;:d £0

devoid of concrete meaning, but which they nhad
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hmyg &?CGPP bec&wsg it was the official philosophy of the U.S.3.R. Actually their acceptance
| of this doctrine was not & cause but an effect. It was just because their work was bad,

otf
n’f.fqr reasons unknown to them perhaps, thet they found it necessary to justify it in the
i ¥en wathe party by pretending that it was carried out in accordance with "dialectical®
f principles.: To the true Marxist there is no mystery even in this nauseating progtitution
~ § of Marxismo.
- XXXXXXXXXXX XXX XX XXXKXXXXXXXKX
+3 THE POLIGY.OR' ®DI N IDE, A NDESRTTE
i ) " i A

28 1§
;t The policy of dividing up the subjects of a State into different entities according
! 0 race, ?ellglon, or other artificial differences involving apparently entagonistic in-
5 ;terests, is not & new one, nor has it originated in this country. Napoleon in his con-
[t.jqu?Sts empIded.lt with marked success. All the imperialist powers have been and are
pef?Stlll BUIEGLEE it throughout the world. Take, as one outstanding example, the persecution
1 ;Of Jews 1in Germanye.
yi
: The greatest empire in the world, Great Britein, has pursued this policy with the
3 f?OSt mérvellous ?GSUltSa It has been able to keep its empire intact, precisely because
it split up the inhabitants of the colonies into antagonistic groups. In Britain, Scot-
land and Ireland, where the inhabitants are of the same colour and speek the same languags,

= the. ruling class divided them according to religion, Protestants versus Catholics.

| In India, that vast rich country, whose wealth fills the coffers of Great Britain,
land which is the chief economic pillar of the British Empire, the rulers perpetuated and
diiintensified the ceste divisions. It is a well known fact today that one of the great ob-
14 I stacles in the road towards the independence of Indie is this caste prejudice. The In-
ldiens find it difficult in India to form &n all-embracing Nationel movement, even along
| bourgeois lines, because of the caste prejudices which have been deliberately fostered by
' the British conquerors, in order that they may remain the rulers of the country and ex~
| ploit its wealth. They realised, however, that hogtility between castes was not suffic-
ient; that by itself it would not serve the desired purpose. So they further divided the
They preserved e section of well-paid princes, cstablished & huge array of civil
 servants, organised an Indian Army strictly supervised by trusted Britishers, set up In=
| dian magistrates, with attendant clerks, provided medical officers of health, etc., oic.
l'ﬁThese'b their salaries and prestige are purposely bou ht over to assist in the task of
y P 2 purp i &
keeping India a British colony and the Tndisn worker a slave producing surplus value for

8 |British capitelistse

| peopleée

of Indian civil servants is the Indian capitalist class,
to share with her in the surplus value produced by the

Indian workers. Although thelr share is a small one compered with what Britain gets,
| nevertheless it enables them to remain compact as & class; geparate from the workers and
peas&nts; - Phis class'serveé as a check on any real movement that aims at complete inde-

pendence of India from British domination. For in order that.any such:m9vem?nt should.
succeed, it would have to be led by a Revolutionary ParFy having its'ba91§, its roots in
the working classe It would have to call upon the working class to free itself from the
yoke of capitalism-imperialism. It would hgve to arm 1.;he workers andr.pe&sz.a,nts, and would
| thus threatem the very existence of the Indien DOUrgeois clgss. The ym@edlate.resglt
would be that this bourgeois class would form an alllence wa..th the Brli.;n.gh capitalists
. and fight against their own kindred. For, althou.ngh the.Ind:Lan bourgeoisgie may scream
loudly fer ind~nendénce, they mean & different kind of 1ndegenden?e from that of the wor-
kers and 'poor pé&santso What they went 18 freedom to exploit their own workerss. They
want to get &t least the lion's share, if not the vhole, of the.surplua~vlaue produced by
the Indiin worker end poor peasante But, in order to attein this, the bourgeois cless .
§ will need the assistance of their enemy, the working class. They W11112ave.tiiarogeettaz
B voriers to politicsl consciousness. They will have to show them that per;a t;m e r
By, et of sourse is true, but it ie only & part of the truth. hTh:;el st ?dr;e o:;:
.f' danger that the workers, in t his process of learning, n.1ay.dlscover t :h‘ ) :her;nd.{ag e
ly, that c&pitalism-imperialism ig thelr enemy, bui.; this 1s the'la.s :..11511 &g ’
' '-}.-;’:(:&;italist olass went the workers to leame. That is why the Indian caplta.lls ser

}’-Wes a5 a check upon the struggle for Indian independencee.

added to the great host
" |which ig allowed by Great Britain

4 white population, this same vicious policy of
with the most disastrous

th its ble.ck an
1y and victoriously pur su ed

In South Africa, wi

‘;if divide and rule? has been. VigOTous
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results. The people being cf different colours and speaking many different languages, i,

has therefore been very easy to set one section against another. The main line of divis,

ion is between black and white, and in order to perpetuate this dividing line the ruling yp -
class has proclaimed the thesis that the white men is fundementelly different from the \re
black man, th:l’? he has @ superior brain, that he must therefore fill all the high posts iyhe
the c?untry, sinc@ he fa‘,lono is capable of governing it, and that South Africa is, in shorshe:
"a white men's country“e The ruling whites have proclaimed this so loudly and continuallne
and have acted upon it so consistently and thoroughly. that they not only believe it, but o
remain Pem&nently blind to the contradictory facts that are elways staring them in 1’;he s
face. When Smm.;s Wa s asked in America what was the population of South Africe end calmly -
rc.aplled, " Two n.ulll:lons“, he wes speaking quite naturally and simply, from the point of pig
view of tl}e majority of white South Africans. To him the only part of the population of r;
South Africa worth reckoning up were the two million whites. The six and a half million .
blacks were not full humén beings to be included in the South Africen population figuresj .
they were beasts of burden, very useful creatures, and no doubt of & hicher order than thgy,
ox and the ass, for they certainly have the human gift of speech. This attitude of mind 4,

18 Sﬁ_-ll prevalent among South Africen whites and 1s responsible for many evils. ]
g A o%

If people accept the idea that a black man in an essentially inferior type of human iy

being, fundamentally different from the crdinary white men, they they excusz o %re?.t deal mu
of ill-treatment and even @bominable brutality directed against this alleged 1N1erildr.  ag

: ; is plea
The newspapers record many cases where @ White man has shot a Native, am‘i his plea Was v
g In once caseé & white farmer shot g

that he +tl o g gn tin g ' . bab ¢ .
thought he was shooting @ monkey or & baboon . woman e GEBLTN

woman with & beby on her back, and his 8Xcuse Wwac that he thought th .
: he saw the Woman he
the perpetrators get ne

He pleaded that *here was & wild bull in the vicinlty and that when
thought it was the bullt Such brutel "accidents" often ha.ppen , and che ob

awey with light sentences -~ &t most & few months in jail. A plack men, On Othner hagnich
| . face with his open hand. Not only igec

goes to jail for slapping @ white woman Once Oi th :
but he also recelves cuts, even w

he condemned to months of imprisonment with hard lebour, : ;
though it is clearly proved in courtd that he had justifiable provocationes The circumstan.t]

ces in which the black man committed this ®orgat crime" are lost sz'fgh't of_. What our "im.p-
partial courts" see @&nd are concerned ebout, is that @ Black man 1:.Lfted up his h?.nd againt
st a White Woman! The press reporis of such occurrences do not stir up the public con- W

science of South Africa; they are taken as & metter of course by both black and white, m
Difforentiation i1 the treatment of similar actions committed by of fenders of the differ-D

ent reces is regrdsod as normal. Society understands it congidering it just and proper m

that there shou.d be one code for the blacks and another for the whitese 3

i South Afr'ica.n society, therefore, remains undisturbed even when glaring wrongs &rs 2

inflicted on the black races by the whites. That is why the community raised no cry of A
shame, showed np disgust, when Parliament recently passed the three abominable Acts re-. 1
ducing the Native people to a status of serfdom. There must, however, be no mistake TRE
the motive h@hind these laws. The rulers were not actuated by sadistic feeling agpinst
the Netive. Their purpose was not to inflict upon this "inferior" being the suffering of
humilistion. They acted for definite economic reasonse. It was in their economic interes
to pass the laws. . If the economic interest of the rulers demanded, &s in their opinioni
did, the oppression of the ‘Native people, then without the least qualm they proceeded t0 |
oppress them. We would not expect any protest or shout of "“Shamel" from those few peqpl“
who u,nde’rstood vhat was the purpose of the Acte and in whose interest they were passed- ‘ 1
But the bulk of the whites of’ south Africa, whc do not stand to gain by these laws, but
on the contrary to lose (though they do not know it), should out of common decency have
been revolted by this dowright cruelty inflicted upon their fellow-South Africans, the
Natives. But not! Differential treatment of the Natives is expected, for after all thel
:;e.atd:;.fferent from other people! BSlavery for blacks 1s not the same thing as slavery
1LUB8e : :
i ‘;‘I;J).sl:s n%;: Z‘pleattl;lat t}}:w}{lite community sl.lould show more sympathy tow&rdﬂtghe
f orm socizﬁi;s for i]i no* mn?cd{ll arn%&ns- e le&ve.lt soiite e B9 White-womenthe
Tolith Crrhint Lod btﬁ‘ piev:{q tl(t)‘,n of cruelty to animals. Likewise we leave it to i
i . &I i e Institute of R&f.:e Relations, and the well fed Ministers &° "
i g5 500107165 for the prevention of cruelty to Natives. Just @&s the Wme_n
Leve that these animals they protect ‘ 3 ; ; eds of
_ Yy P ~exist for the purpose of satisfying the noOOErT 4
menkind, so do the members of the well i Lots - Ve atives AT
for the pur £ . .we meaning societies believe that the Natives ¥ P
i . purpose of serving the white man, only he must not be too hard upon thant *
lready said, we are not humenitsers; e 3 ‘ 2 s redy .
¥ e ltarians. Ve 1 | o factg METo= .
?how the .pernicious results that follow from th ;ave Wb fic s S M
erio ' Lo : | € assumpii 1 oK PR =T
r.bemg fundementally different fronm the white maiflon i 5 S

But there i | |
>I'6 18 yet anoth . a PR 8
Though the white ry er aspect of the evi . ——
18 white r ' : he evil policyv of dividine in order = _up

_: ' recoe in Zouth Africa congtitute l\?vht is"inz:.:in%;p
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only & amall proportion of white men are in the ruling classs

are working people. They live by selling their labour power to the capitalists. They are

the.ruled and not the ruling class. Their interests are diemetrically opposed to those of

their colour who own the means of production. Their interests are the same as those of

the placg men, almost all of whom belong to the working class. Thouch they do not yet

: PG&llSe.lt, the black and white workers belong to the same class anduare bound by their

: common.lntgrests‘and common suffering.s Unfortunately they still in their ignorance stand

] apart in d}fferent camps, entagonistic to each other. Organised white labour either ex=

f cludes Netives from the trade unions or, where they allow them, just barely tolerate them.

izg? :h?.Nogth'SQme prominent trade unionists have openly declared that they are in favour

;:This iigicaﬁlnlﬁrm va.ge for wh}te wrkers and a lower minimum wage for the black workers.

Bebit o s esd 1€ genera% a&ttitude of the white workers towards the black workers. The

leﬁtkwnats f;e. q ypf realise that by adopting this policy they are cutting their own
g ﬁatylné 1ngo the hands of the employers. As farm labourers they have to compete

ey ‘misei;§§, W’od?egause 0f their lower standards of living undercut them, with re-

. Saﬁ; situat'e conditions. In the towns.the unskilled white labourers are faced with

. iing . differentlo? gnd have not yet learnt 1t§ lessons. Their leaders are still suggest-
B L oritia L minimum we.ge for black and white as the solution of the difficulty. The

5 5 oI this country may well pat themselves on the back for the wonderful success they

have had in setting white workers against black workers. The dividing method hasg worked
' even beyond expectation.

The ma jority of the whites

_ ‘How do the Native people react to the policy of "divide and rule"? It must be re~-
»membered that the whites who settled in the country found emong the Natives a much lower
diculture and a lower stage of civilisation than their own. The white Government of the
icountry did nothing to educate and rsise the cultural level of the Natives to that of the
iwhitess On the contrary, it has been and still is the policy of the Government to retard

| the progress of the Native people.

They have legally cloged to Natives the avenues of em~

iployment in practicelly all skilled work.

They make it very difficult for Native students

| to secure training for any profession that will eneble them to earn an independent living
 without being closely connected with the Government. They may be trained &s teachers or
‘ministers of religion, or to become clerks in the offices of the Bhunge ~-- & Govemment

' body. But they cannot get permission to go overseas for education unless they are recom-
mended by a "reliable" institution and are proceeding overseas to join a "relisble" in-

' gtitution there. On the whole, the Native's lot is to do the rough work of the country or

| to perfom menial jobs in the service of the white man. In urban areas they must reside

' in locations or compounds &nd are there carefully guarded from any "contamination" by

| "foreign" i&eas, such &s communism or even democracy. When they &re not actually serving
the white man, they are segregated in the reserves, their freedom of movement being severe-

! ly restricted.

This differentiation affects the whole of life. The school curriculum for the black
| child differs from that of the white child, even as the.l&bour condjlt:i..on‘s of the bla?k |
| worker differ from those of the white worker. - The .:'mevq.ta.ble resu]..t is that the Native
 people begin to regard themselves &8s & geparate en’clty,.not as an integral part ?f tl}e

' whole population of the country. They have-beoom? so uged to the .’!.nferior poait:.on‘mto -
| which they have been thrust, that with few exceptlo{xs they o.c;cept it as a matter of course.
It is not unusuel to find Native intellectueals arguing to prove that blacks are not gnf:r-
"ior to whites. In support of their argument they often quote instances of black students

. | ‘ hite students in the public examinationss. But the very fact
who compared favourably with w S this ohows that there is & doubt in the minds of some.

' ( ‘ ary to prov . .
Igg:thlt.lle.y tli:n iaﬁtﬁ:ﬁ::: h}arve done their job of dividing the people in order the more

easily and more completely to exploit them!

however, are not satisfied with divid‘?ng the p0pula...tion
have further divided the black «camp into three main
They draw distinct lines between these« The people

' | have been but little
, | tively pampered. In theory they I )
O‘fffthe first group fags?_::{ogompam hav}er not been singled out for differential legisle-~
- &ffected by racial 16 <

in fact, been promised by no less an
3 two groups have ‘be absorbed into the ranks of
:itiﬁoiitﬁhihﬁthiﬁe Primg;'MiniBter e,zilzia Zs the whites. In employment
Btre white population. They would © the Natives and have therefore re-
Btho Coloured heve been regarded s i They have been admitted to semi-
k. he work 18 01 & higher. The Coloured
i:;g;:dp::?::ﬁge :.mne;‘zm: cages, to skilled Wo Tk o AR g
man, moreover, has the vote in theAll these "privileges®
‘the high property quelific@tdof: Bo . 1sties.
&te him from the other oppresged NaLL

2 The rulers of the c;ountrys
. into black and white campse Th:}f :
~ groups, Coloured, Indian and Natives

Thelr wages

h the numbers eligible are restricted by
W oY% tend and are intended to separ-
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o vote except in the Cape. .He 1s sub ject to specig] dig
ne ig encouraged to keep to 'his own kil:ld é.md 1.1011; to unite with thosge ¢of Othetu‘
pid not the last Agent General for India in hls faerewell speech advisge the t
hands with the Natives and make common ceuse with thems ndi\{

om? L every *

Ay

itiBS-
rac 66»

: h Africe not to join : : :
in South A s, such as lire Hofmeyr, busily running about telling the Indig

; ‘heral .
:;zeng}fifg?a;igozgt the Indiens: from time to time reminded that their interestg &rza th:’:;liit
cuarded by their representative, the Indian Agent Geltleral, and that, if they have any l0OVemer
grievances, they should voiqe them through this appointed channel? . y o8 of

| Tland.
By far the largest of these three groups, the Native population, was divided Inia ioyir:
g To

manyvsections by its tribal system.  The needs of Capitalism, however, encroached upo e
tribal. grouping, by its constantly increasing demands for workers. Working together g thf‘;;";%f
mines or other industries, the workers gradually come to regard themselves asg workerg ] ;'ot -?E
they became class-consciouss The;ruling classes try hard to block this process. They . McCes
to preserve tribalism in the territories by supporting and upholding the chiefs, -Andy‘tr"‘s sk
the mines the Netive workers are apportioned and accommodated according to their respel‘;
ive.tribes. These efforts of the rulers to keep the bleck workers divided have been 1; ‘ 4.
gely successful over a considereéble period, but this success cannot possibly be permane;?l;?w*
The' canditions .of service inevitably bring the workers together in spite of artificial :oi--:
parriers.set up by their employers. The line of division between the interests of the leal
cal?it&listsand those of the wage-earners is too clear and sharp to be long hidden or djg)asi:
guised. Every now and then the wrkers of all colours and nationalities experience bi’cte,md '
disappointment, &re conscious .of being intolerably oppressed. Every such experience deep.ﬂi‘Elt
ens class-consciousness, teaches the workers that their interests are the interests of th®h®
_®hole working class, thait they form one class facing one common enemy, the owning and rul.fre®
lng-class. Vi | | L e
At - 3las

Workers of South Africat- You are all bound to gethef by the same bonds of o.ppr‘esss'ionmm

Forget your different c'Q".’Lour.s, your various races and n&tipn&lities!, You are &ll &like
_“:'01‘1(0?3, exploited bY tY‘xe same oppressor, the 'C&,pitalist'._ 3

WORKERS OF THE WORLD, UNITE! UNITE! UNITE:S: % oy '. the

KEKXKXKXXXEXKKXXXEXXR KK XKKKXK | | S8.W
c.". .‘. ’ ..
W AR AGAIN:? | | = . Al

The reactions of various so-called left~-wing schools of thought to the events of the"
past week are particularly revealing. To any revolutionary socialist, the passive role -
of the Soviet Union in the recent cynical, international robber-play and counter-play is 2%

clearly understandeble. That it should have been the spread of socizlism, the activity of
the messes in every European country, the ferment and upsurge of the international working
class under the lead of a genuine, marxist revolutionary party that would have thrown the
gangs of imperialist robbers into confusion arid helplessness, would be historicelly cor-
rect and proper. And in this activity the Soviet Union should have been in the lead, in- =
fluencing, assisting, encouraging the workers of the world in their independent struggle
against oppression and exploitation. But that could not be. Playing the game of inter- 5
national diplomacy, of capitalist diplomacy, the Soviet Union is now beginning to see the _
results of the class-conciliationist policies of the bureaucrecy. Its bureaucracy has 1
relied for its @llies on capitalist countries, on bourgeois governments, at the deliberate T
-gacrifice, or rather'.betrayel,.of'the working class in those countriese Preaching nationé 3
defence in countries such as France, with which the bureaucracy had concluded non-aggress .
ion or mutual defence pacts, the whole weight, influence and prestige of the October Re~

volution and the 8Soviet Uriion has been forced in the direction of diverting the working

ca
CL

‘class of those countries into class~collaboration, support of capitalist democrecy and

capitaliat'institutions, and into the final betrayal -- national defence.

Forgotten is the ABC of Marxismd Gone is the very basis of the class struggle'
Instead, we are asked to ‘accept the role of "Friends of the Soviet Union", supporters of
"Progressive" movements and champions of "peace". These ideas, the traditional liberal
deceptions, have had the effect of chaining the international working class to the wheels
of capitalism, of rallying them to the support of their own bourgeoisie, so that when the §
war in Europe breaks, each country will present a united, single front against the enedy’

. b 3
\ =
3
] \

And the class struggle will be "suspended",” while imperialism once more leads the world
into death and destruction. | .

~ The ordinary worker is bewildered and afraid of the war. That is & ceneral P’“‘Qtﬂ'
particularly to the manoeuvrings of the last two weoks.. Except for Stalinists, who s 8



-] 3

| Gvef‘y "democratic" country howl for action on the part of the capitaliet governments and
i busily protest their "patriotism", the worker and petty bourp;oois are snxious and see no
i Way outv. And thore is no waey out except through the growth of en independent workers'

i lfxovement, & movement which refuses to have anything to do with the international tricker=
¢ 1es of ites enemies, whether within or outside its country. For the workers have no fath-
| e;‘lanfi. The- land tl'lery }ive in is not theirs, the riches and wealth belong to their em=-

| jl?noy:rs, f.o T,he C(::pl't(.ll Lstss The war that is coming is no wer of theirs. They have nothe
thfngot%alm in delon(%:m;i; tho‘possessio}m.unc} riches of their employers; they have every=
confemncegszgd {:nd in the dlplomatic ?mstlnga, the imperielist arguments, the endleas
sy ?u-gueﬂof Ngtlons meotings, we are not interested. These activities are
| our benefit. Even if "our" government is succesaful in gaining its point, this

. succe ‘ n ; .
. wo:}? }.8 HObELoT e bUt_ for the owning cless. They are working for their benefit. Let
& Or ours before we too are swept into the jaws of death.

| The abolition of war i
=know§its causes and reasgons.
| the cause of war is the imperi
| for-rew material and resources
tdeal seriously with war.

8 today an empty phrase. War cennot be abolished unless we

To atteck a disease it is necessary to know its ceuse. And
alist struggle for markets to be exploited, for territory,

. .;al.And un(J;oes wWe remove that cause we cannot even pretend to
| : D . apil lsm end imperielism, growing out of the "holy" economic
baglinofhprlvaue Fro fit, cause the struggle for markets which must inevitably end with war,.
Al:l . e 36n86 chat the struggle for private profit nationally and internationally per-
.515{33,_?0““: in times of “peace" and wer, in that sense war is & continuation of politics by
,other.melans. Instead of price cutting to retain or obtain a market, instead of Trede
'.Treatles a_nd pacts, international capitalism substitutes more direct methods of settling
these questions. They are settled by force, by war. For it is on force that the ruling

clagss maint!’:'tins.itself, and it is by force that it settles its own disputes whether with
another capitelist power or with its own working class.

l

All other methods of abolishing wer are useless. Only by the abolition of capitel-
ism, of the causes of wer, can war be &bolished. And the struggle for workers' power, for
socialism, is the struggle agdinst war, against capitalism. Naturally the simple issue,
the real cause: 0f war, 1s obscured by liberalism and Stalinism. We have heard about dise
ermement &s a cure for war. This idea is as sensible as the idea that mechine-guns and
sawn-0ff shotguns cause American geng-fights. We have heard foolish gossip ebout the
peegue of Nationse After its role in Abyssinia, Chine, Spain end Austria, no one but an
imbecile can believe it to be anything except what it is =-- an instrument created by the
111ies after the last war in order to assist in preserving their‘rbbb_er geinse .It we.s and
is & "fhievesg' kitchen". Religion, sunspots, humen nature, venity, the spirit of aggres-
sion, historiceal enmities, nationality -~ all these ha.v_e"in tlg.eir‘ time been givgn as the
causes of war. And the remedies? Prayer, goodwill, negotiation, compromise, Esperar'lto, -
sport, understonding, and chain-letterst " O0f course if.the.catfee of wer were knowm, if

the working class consciously realised that its enemy is within, then indeed the days of
cepitaliam would be numbered. For the cause of capitalist war is capitalism: a.nd‘ its

cure -- the overthrow of capitalism and its protective institutionse

so long will war and the threat of war be wi'f.h use
between peoples, until the very causes of national~
But to the Stalinists there is "temporary"

And so lonc es ca&pitalism exists,
‘There can be no peace between nations,

R, s ik : iminated . ; |
lsm and irtlflclaltb;euzgzrle;na:}eleei;lardian" of 4o 16th Septaiber, there is & lesding
peace and permanent peaCOe

" ] owers. To force peace on somebody is
tfur't::Lcle urging :tha.t Pe&c? bed "ﬁrg:iom:l; g:rs':;cszzlg.rly- funny whez} we read.that.Brita':n;rom
i 1tself a curious ldea‘danthe forcing. The gtalinists deal: with the'sa.tuatlon nz *
France.a.nd Russie. shOUi-ld wgrking clagses but from t'.he.v'i.eWpo:u'd;1 of ;h;an.r Oppressor .
:22153122 :}iev;fx:'vegic:a:y of the Soviet Union. Here is what t.ey ook

e'ﬁolicy for peace

ion is to face the

., tin ‘situa.t_m_,,, .
in the GXISMINA SR CeSuY will be used

wiha ohly BOBLULY ; ake it C B :u

'The only P with superior force and to mh i g loaslyy ey o
Fagcist aggressozﬁ disturb the peacor Inds'lg‘c o ros cen vork for permanent
against them 1f tney ©& : iho British and French pires .

wany, Ttely SEfEEES WN“%&HGM peace" . |

| o
peace. Only socialial 03?5?132‘1?;" i 4
(The &nPh&SiB iB ‘in‘ the qr g : 'ty. The Qloaing Smtenc‘.“e"

" . ole article, 18 ,w :
jalign in 09 ¥ capitelist power> o and so establish

' Uhe op) : i h ol T

' mention of s0C o ok svaliligit FH08 G s th force T e
“lling nig peads. THe assumpﬁioz.t:: the Fasolet POYSL ﬁtl;mn an °PP°rmni:§xl§:n?rk

lleq mg .ot ghould BHIORE edae CLAS968 M SRS B ey thal WP WRLNeEE

b emocracies", 8 i the WORKHNAE METL L cnsdime. dn 0X0e je" govern

“taupopg W in order UHRL ¥RO LU . iy other WRERY .. egemporati€ GHTEC
f 'y petioe’y W E p Socialldl = iyeir cepitelift U, qiperately give
cJO.:, "Permanent peace"; i€ ; ‘#Q sty to Owerthro¥ - ligm should o

1 3868 may be given @n OPPOT"

+ Even clagsic refornd




gimplicity e It 1s sheer politicay

Nne

t g no : Y a9 1 o
Ce This gem 0f Sml?'mj‘fnc%ﬁe nental ward of a hospital 18 lgteiiﬁwtp‘;inversaum‘ oy
B pankroptoye e GTOCICR e o the tenets of Stalinimn ib.00 CREUEE Ol CHeS SN
: ‘ : ' irng
= pecpdth ot 1t.t1 BZ - of the independent role of - ;;M i while attempting at thuggle'
digcarded the . 1‘5 verboard the bases of lMarx an Lenin 3 P & 0 38

; once they have throwm © 406 0f 1917; then there is no other course opeén go? them ®XCapy

q time to exploit B gTheY play the geme of thelr masters: they participate in tp, '
’ deception and msal}lti-es;xs of international cepitelism: they put themselves on the sgpg .
d intrigues'andkmazggnio;ues of international finance. And once they are on that level ),
X hoaiag &8 CroOKS | : e : '
'y :;::31; :acapeo' They have betrayed their trust. Their role is that of an enemy of the
3:. working classe | . |
L i I
T A plague on your intrigues! That is what the working class has to say. We, the

workers, shall carry on for the establishment of Socialism and take every advantage of

y the difficulties of capitalism. For these difficulties are the'contr&dictiong inherent j, ¢
J the system. You, lessrse Cepitalists, must go to war. You must have depr?ssn.ons and B
’ origses. And so long as capitalism exists we shall suffer. The only road is the road of ¢
workers' power, of internationel socialism. That is our aim, and for that we shall work N
d. during war or Mpeace'.s
9.
| f
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. A LETTER t
~ (The.following letter was sent by the "Spark" in enswer to enquiries dealing with matters ;
¢ ~of such general interest that we feel its publication in these pages will be welcome to 4
our readers. RBd.) | :
] "
1 TP £l
: cecsssssssee™You Wwill remember that there has been a great deal of talk in mver@mt Clrs
¢ cles about the limitation of livestock in the Reserves. Year in year out the Magistrates
] 4

"~ and the Bhunga have been harping on this question, and each year with greater intensity ¢
‘than before. Durinz the last session of the Native Represeéntative Council, and &lso of "
~ the Bhunga, this question was raised, and the Chief Magistrate of the Transkei gave @ |
werning that if the Natives did not cut down the number of their ecattle, the Government P
would do it .for them< ' Judging from your letter, the threat is ‘ebing fulfilled. ;
~ The pretext for this limitation crusade is that the Territories are oversgstocked, andfu
‘this results in soil erosion. This 33 quite true, but it is equally true that the Terri-é
tories are over-populateds Is the Government going to suggest the limitation of the num-
ber of Natives in the Territories? The problem of overstocking is the problem of over- 3
population, and this in turn is the problem of insufficiency of land. This is the crux °
of the matter, and any "solution® that does not touch this fundamentel problem ~-- the p
land prohlem =-- 1is 'sheer hypocrisy and can solve nothing. | £ e t

y
|
There are a.?out 8 million Natives in the Transkei and they have about 800,060 moy ger

- of land among them. Every Native in the Transkei is necessarily a small peasant. He must |

have a piece of land to plough in order to provide food of g . .
X sort ; “in |
1928-1929, eleven thousand married hut-owners had no arable Plots"for his femily, yet “in 1

. : Economic Comﬁission My . : | of
the Tsolo School of Agriculture, stated tlat the number of oxen tiétB:ﬁler' by }}eaihg
Transkel had wes far below their needs, and | ¢ Natives in

to make up the deficien | -
; s cy th ed 10
e o f°£rplgﬁ§*llggsﬁt;rpgszﬁ.t The steple diet of Na.tisxrre: in :ﬁ:e’rf':.;:kei '
iy : . we : | iy S
ficient milk for all the people in the'T'razskzif Cows in the Transkei dld'nolt. produce 8V

FE

Netives keep scrub cattle which @ |

very weak attempts to help the

Nat , 2
atives to stock better cattle. The Government 13 not prepared to fin the schemé,
; < ance uvne |

and the bul

friesland °§':f tgjlsfezgiev’ve:?otw course have no money, wil] never be able to have th°
't&kes every opportunity of 'showifi :he o "é'{‘Pensi.ve cows, and the :doVQT’“’n b
(overnment is doing for the Natives. = "OPriSts 4s an example of what the

All thi P IBOMAN yi 9
il 8 goes to show that.the Problem is not

S

Overstocking, but insufficiency °°
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Bt before. e a4 thi
l Governmentbgf?re We "g0' into this question of lang
| Olng U0 ensure reasonable prices for

. » there is another question: What is the
| And the answer ig: Nothing.

the cattle th people are forced to sell?
el tsgt market in E?St London, where people
R i A ”v’ thls does not' exist eny more, so far asg I
o ey . AL Ve en begin to solve the problem for the bulk of

2 cause tvo make the thing pay, one had to sell a large numb er of

cattle gt the = :

. =% at the same z

P cattle to e soldclgégggt ngggzld e ?b891Ut“1§ ridiculous to rail three or four head of
B °°St of trajisportation, . o ov tittle you 'would make would be swallowsd by the

“the Tran SkGlan

L oj;'; J'..'
}

AR, 7 A tila i AL SO EREN :
« =~ "The Goverm -
e N vy ermment will ' . |
wi¥force the do nothing to ensure reasonable prices for the cattle which they

2 e pPeople to gell. ) |
make "stil] largpr-énesot=sell The Cattl“fd6810F3, who alreedy make large profits, will

Now, seein ] i
’ g that the problem boils down to more land for the Natives, why does the

ni Goverriment not 1 ¢ e ‘ : ’
ment'really worfizg ui mor e lan§r And this brings us to another question: Is the Govern-
| about the misery of the Bantu in the Reserves? Whether they have

scrub cattle or no catt]
_ . ~ e at al l ? ‘Vha-t R - .
f Natives in the R v 1s the aim of the Govermment with respect to the

- thzhe‘Refe:ves are for the Government nothing but a reservoir of cheap Native labour

' mines and for the farmg, and the misery in the Reserves is fostered towards this *
end. Do you think that if the Natives had sufficient land and sleek fat cattle, they |
jWDuld go to the mines and to the farms to look for work? Of course not. And that is why

the Government will not cAve Natives sufficient lend to plough and to graze their cattle.

\But even this was not enough to drive them out to find work elsewhere, and so additional
pressure in the form of the Poll-Tax was put on the Native to force him out of the Reser-

ives to work on the mines and on the farms @t a miserable wage. This is the whole story

in a few words: "Starve the Native out of the Reserves, so that he is forced to go to the

lnines and farms to look for work and take any wage “het 1s of fered him"™.

g But some will say that the Bhunga is doing somsthing Zor the Nativess Do you think
lthat if the Bhunge meant to do anything for the Natives, there would be Netive demonstra-
Jtors going without jobs, when the Territories need them so badly? Do you think that the .
lsbundance of water in the Trenskel would be allowed to go to waste, instead of having it.-.'.
leonserved for irrigation purposes? No, the Bhunga is not meant 1o help ugs. “Ltala only oi
lan institution of parasitic bureaucrats for which we nay dearly, as you know, and which is
d5'used to suck us dry “in the name of the Native people of the Transkei'.

3 " There can be no solution of this problem, no answer to your questions, so long &as
Jwe live under a systammb@.s.ed on the exploitation of men by man. Only under Socialism, in-;
la system that: will be ‘¢oncerned with serving the needs »f the people, and not with making
~;§.profité, can we hope for & solution of the 1and problem; thav is, for & society in which
| there will be & scientific distribution and use of land, a society whose motto will.be:
[ "prom each according to his ability; to each according to his need™. |
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S O W S o o

o bewildered public was being drawn by the hysterical press
to the Nazi Congress at Nurenberg, and the man in the ‘str.'eet wa s l?rea.thlessly awaiting the
'~3Peech of the lunatic, a little drame was.beln.g enacted in the Unlon Go;emmggt. .Twow:e-
. R ik ol fhHe Crown® were being kicked out, and the l?st S eep,f gur;l:,cahg-
boing brought back to the folde The backveld may once more sleep 113 pi&g"e, t;at o Jer
gt now contains nobody who pays even lip-service to the Q&ngar?usho;a m.n: s e S
e ere humen beingss And Hertzog can lean k.)&ck and snlle;’hfgrleae.se 2fsl§.fe-'

the tnunder of the Maldnites, snd given the U R i 7 e

While the attention of th

.,ll

| | : lh B ~ .of. Hof~

AT i % | ._ ~ (ebinet crisis is that the departure of .

A Rl B e e T e about the 0723 . . 7t iakite e Mie

%yr:aﬁeéiix’;cﬁhggc orrectly des cribednot'ast{a..I‘gStgff';;zzybii:?m:rit:?ﬁsthat he wes
SRR ’.‘ area et - Hofmeyr triec TO.S | | e fomilh o
e st on Sptasber 300 Hofery A TG e bimselt 41 Hert

7‘0 Enlng prause of all lrrec;nﬁiii Sk k into the Cab.ln?,t,’ b‘;ttl;ebz aﬁl‘ﬁth
'\ 80 ab 060 foo ofxe of the nominated Senators who &rg S?I;ioe:eof: the céimﬂ@

B ~-0e b gre AR B witp %the reasonable wants &N e thhmet Brastiinitse
y ee gound of their acquaintance ¥ tecoribed as "nothing 1988 tho.n § PrOReay™
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| "There was, however, even more in it than that.

lationship between white and black was involved. Were the non-Europeans simply go-
ing to be pams 1n the Europeans' political geme? asked Mr. Hofmevr. If that were
so, one safeguard of the rights of the non-fEuropeans might go todg i and another

would go Tomorrows To that he would never give his assent®, (Capey%imes. 10/9/38).

The whole quegtion of the re-

The debates of the Union parliament are not lacking in choj : .
| 0
but this surely must be one of the choicest. i¢e examples of hypoorigy,

There is not a single word th '
" : , : : ' at rings true.
The nomination-of F?urle, says Hofmeyr, is a “prostitution bf thsloonstitution". gThe.'t
could be true only if there were any real sense in which the constitution safeguarded the
rights of the non-Europeans. But it needs onl

Yy a very casual ;

SR : : : opeans are concerned, the primary object of
the constitution is not to safeguard their rights but to prevent tﬁam frﬁm eve¥ haiin an

\ : . : 22 _Provent them irom ever nhaving 8ny
ights. So how can the nomination of Fourie be said to prostitute the constitution, when
it;is 80 obV19usl¥ in line with the spirit of the constitution? The real meaning of Hof-
meyr's complaint 1s not that the constitution has been violated, or that the rights of the
nen-Europeans 8re threatened, but that Hertzog has been too c¢rude in revealing his con=
tempt for the Coloured and Bantu peoples. Hofmeyr still thinks it is necessary to use
diplomacy (that is, duplicity) in nandling the non-Europeen races, whereas Hertzog, having
~ "solved" the Native problem, no longer bothers to hide the truth.
-1
“piy Just as his concern for the constitution is utterly fraudulent, so Hofmeyr's alamm
| atT: t the rights of the non-Europeans is easily shown to be a lying protence. The politi-
cal, and economic rights of the Bentu, such as they were, were completely abolished by the }
l%tﬁ govermment, o0f which Hofmeyr wes & member. It is true that he made speeches against
Hertzog's Native policy, but he remained in the Cabinet. He remained in the government |
that took away the Cape Native franchise, that deceived the Bantu by fraudulent promises
.,.’q.,__if- ernd, that devised the iniquitous plans, incorporated in the Native Laws Amendment Act,
‘for the economic enslavement of the Bantu. If his principles had meant anything at a&ll,
.he would have resigned before the first reading of the Natives Representation Bill. When
- therefore, having easily swallowed three large cemels, he now strains at a gnat, his per-

.formance is supremely ridiculous. It is no wonder that Hertzog referred contempiuously
- to his newly-developed tenderness of conscience.

" Hofmeyr did not resign because of his “"principles", for his previous conduct shows
that he has none. He did not resign because he thought the interests of the Coloured
~ people would suffer if they were represented in the Senate by Fourie rather than Thompson,
for' he knows perfectly well that the Senate is & legislative luxury that has no value,
whether instrumentel or ornamental. He resigned because Hertzog had no more use for him,
end ordered him to go. Fourie's nomination to the Senate was merely Hertzog's device for
enabling him to make a dignified exit.

"’:J!'.

7 Diplomatic tradition requires that on such occasions & Prime Minister conceals the
tpue nature of his disagreement with the dismissed colleague, ana me;.kes it appear to the
pdblic that they are still the best of personal friends. But on this occasion the old
savage Hertzog flung tradition to. the :winds, and not only kf!.cked out Hofmeyr and Sturrock !
but kicked them again after they were out, greatly to tha.dlstre:s of the “Cape Argus".

In its leading article on September 13th the Argus complains of "the coolness, almost ‘
acidity, of the Prime Minister's farewell to colleagues who.more than any others carried
the Rend for the party at the general. election®, and adds wistfully: "A littl'e warmth, a
gegture of real regret, would have done & world of good". To \.vhom, we mey ask, would it
hawve done & world of good? To the oppressed workers in whose interest Hofmeyr ostensibly
resigned? Not at all. The Argus makes it qui“f.e clear. It would h’a..ve been good for the
United Party, for it would have helped to retain the all?gianoe of “"many thousands of
‘adherents of the Liberal wing" who regard Hofmeyr &s their natural 'leader: In other

words, it would have made it all the easier for the gmpmment to pursue its infamous
‘pold.o;' of oppressing the non-European population, &nd it would have made it easier for

the "liberalg" to stay in the party and fight for their share of the spoils that are yet

to be divided.

real crux of the matter. The "liberal" wing of the old §outh African
Party T:i;r::ezl'lt;ng in the main secondary industry and the Pett;y bourgeois:.e, got the
worst "of the bargain when the United Party was fommed. Their freedom to exploit the
Bantu populatidn has been seriously curtailed by the Native Laws Mendment Acte To form
a new barty and through it to fight openly for their interests would be not only futile;
i+ would be sulcidale The only Way in which they can save a few scraps of the booty for
themselves is to remain in the United Party, and through it %o exercise some control over
the administration of the Native Laws amendment Act. For it must be remembered that ale
though the act is on the statute book, the actual deteils of its !ox:kin_g ha.ve ‘to be de-
“eided by the Cabinete I8 the industrialists have a repre sentative in the governm nt,
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ther can still hope to avoid a total loss; they can still press their claims. Even if
11 be able to salvage something from the

they have no such representative, they may sti

wreckage if they remain in the ruling party. But if they left the party, nothing could be
more certain than thet the act would be administered entirely for the benefit of the
farmers and the Chamber of Mineg» The attitude of the "liberals" would therefore have been

more c0rrectlyM3;5¥3§555~U§mfggmhrgus if, instead of hypocritical phrases about a '"gesture
geyser have given us at least a

of real regret", it had been written: "Couldn®t the old
few crumbg?"

But Hertzog has no need eithor to give a few crumbs to the industrialists or to make
a gesture of real or pretended regret. In fact it would suit him very much better if he
could kick all the Miberals" not only out of the govermment but out of the party as welle
For his Native policy serves the interests of the "purified" Nationalist Party as well as
of the agrarian section of his own party, and it is mainly the presencé of the "liberals"
tba? prevents the Malanites from joining him. However, the "liberals' have no intention of
giving him that satisfaction; they know too well where their own interests lies And it
was therefore with great relief that the Argus was able to announce in bold headlines
(S?pt. 10th) that the United Party was "secire". 'Until & day or ‘two ago," it wrote,
“lively fears were entertained by a number of members that a split might occur, and there
¢« were actually gloomy speculations in the Lobby on the possibility of another general elec-
® tion taking place in the not very distent future." Those ''gloomy speculations“ vere disg=
® pelled by Hofmeyr's decision to remain in the party. The intellectual genius of the party,
former Rhodes Scholar, former Principal of the University of the Witwetersrand, had "“saved"
the United Party by an act whose illogocelity could hardly escape the notice of a skhoolboy
He resigned from the government because his "conscience” would not allow him to remaine
But that same "conscience®™ raised no objections to his continuing membership of the party

whose policy was being administered by that same government. VWhat a marvellous thing it
must be to have such a powerful intellectt

s statement or about Hertzog's repliess But it

We have said nothing about Sturrock®
crisis are already sufficient-

ig unnecessary to deal with them, because the lessons of the
ly clear. It proves once more that there is no limit to the ferocity end mendacity of the

ruling class in its struggles for the right to exploit the workerse and this applies to

the Hofmeyrs just as much as to the Hertzogse. It prsves once more that the "liberals®"who
utter honeyed words about “safeguarding" the rights of the oppressed are no less dangerous
to the workers than the ferocious wolves who do now hesitate to bare their fangse. It
proves, in short, that the workers have nothing to hope from the "goodwill" of the ruling
class. There is only one way to remedy their ills. and that is for the workers to kick out
the Hertzogs, the Hofmeyrs, the Malans, and the whole tribe of exploiters. And there will
be no meed en that occasion to bother about the niceties of political etiyuette.
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