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Civil war

Where shall we look for right and justiece?
Those whe would sav, there is mo sueh thing as right and
: to
justice, need mot, of course, ask, on which side muddk find them,
For those who see in right and justice mothimg but a mere fumction
of society, a superstructure or some bourgeois humbug, each answer
is but a mew gquestiommark,.

We are mot of that persuasion. We believe that more than ever,
people are today moved by a search for right and justice. We have
become immensely sensitive immbhbsmrespectms fo kh®m every nuance
in this respect, as sensitively registering them as bourgeois society

of quotations at
registered the fluctuations ¥jf the stoek exchange.

The mishanmdling of the arrested commumists wihhbnmhoarsmmm
had the whole capital im a fever of excitement, withinm hours. Not
phem just communists - everybedy. For hunireds of thousands of

incidentally, z
people who, have no politieal training to speak of, and who are
enmemies of comwunism, umexpectedly come to see the cause of the
communigts in a!ﬂew light. There must have been something here that
might have show
smemed the communists to have been right. There was not more to it them
the mere possibility of being right - yet the masses reverberated with
it. For we only believe that we are materialists. In truth there is
todsy no more decisivef political factor tham ?hese ideas amibmmdm

whiehm which are central to people's thinking,and which hingemamm

amsinghe turn aTound a single amismm axis, namelys which side is

mﬁghham in the right°
The attitude taken by the socialist police chief and the secial-

democratic partv was the first indication in the eyes of the non-\
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communi st public opinion, that sememeusenthahwparhewaf what the
!/
communists profess is in some essential parts, true. ARmmmmamatneman

1)

Yere confirmationm came through the events of Berlin,  And those who
succeéd in establishing that they are partly in the‘right, have wom
the day with the masses entirely.

By the books of the communists, to wit, there is, asilomg as
thenenismamshamenimnbehngy the state exists, there is hidden civil
war. Ivnchings, atrocities, acts of cruelty are merely more blatamt
instances of it., Creeping violence, on the other hand, can be brought
té a halt only in ome way: by open vislanee,

The first proposition is Bverdome, but in times of revolutionm it
is true: whether hhemewhm in appearance there be af state or mot, thaere
certainly ,

/is civil war. The second proposition, whimhm from which the dictator-
ship of the proletariat is derived, is emtirely arbitrary, and the -
fading away of the étate, which it holds out is no more than a mmbehmn
phrases quibble.

. But only if we openiy acknowledge the truth of the first part,
shall we be safe Trom the sophism of the quibble, We must acknow-
ledge what. the com-unists stress so strongly, that we are in the
midst of a civil war. Acknowledge that bthe party which is backed by
the state is just a party like anv 6ther. And acknowledge ﬁhat fianeenad
lninnﬁqﬁcll-m today force and violence ih public af fairs cannot be
eschewed. Finally, as fegards force and'viélence, the di& only differ-
ence between the -n-nnnﬁntamandaﬁhnmgun-nnnnninﬁémhhata two sides is

that the communists preach it while the govermment practice it.

f Once we acknowledge all this, we cam draw our own conelusions.
We meed not leave that to liinuuﬁmtmpmu3u&mm the prejudices of the

communists, who, in possession of a half-truth follow the extortionist

practiees—of-arvitrary



practices of arbitrary comclusions. We acknowledge what is true, no mem
more, no less, , - .

Today feasemwamimvhodemesm the exercise of force.amd violence in
polities is unavoidable.vﬂot a8 if the essemce of polities were
violence, but because the essence of politics, the elimination of

prevail.
violence, cannot be put acroess.
Where violence is unavoidable, énkm,thase can be right who
take no : X
congeiousipnpubakingmme advantage of the faet, amd will consci@usly
strive to limit itﬂ to the narrowest possible confinmes.

The prublep ié not mew.

Mankind has lives in the‘state of civil war through centuries.
Having shed our materialistic prejudices, we now hnuqmmnﬁmm-hanﬁhngp
fiommbhen understand the bloodstained:ch&pters of the wars of religion,
which 8o far we have faced with fareign_eyes'or with supercilious
cynicism, Yaterial incemtives as the only motive_force in history =
this is a supemsiktw superstition of whiech the past years have rid us.

The Americans flooding inmto Europe, the feverish amming of
the Russian millions in the East against the West - are these essenti-
ally different from those gigantic spiritial moves, whieh from the
Hedgwambenbnem Tegira to the Peace of Westphalia were the histery of
Burope over a.liiilllﬁllllﬁiilllﬁlll millennium -~ the crescent's \j
Armageddon, out of Arabié sver by Spainm to Franee £ - the home of
Tristan - to Jerusalem; the comnflagrationm of referiatian and counier-
refornatien, searing up villages, towns and peoples from South America
to Sweden, from Rome to Peking.

Almost all the movements of religious reformation were commu-~
mistic, and todav's communism is also a réligioué'movenent.

We begin to gain comsciousness of these hidden sources, though

erxemr—today—only fow



even today omly few recogmize - what wé have professed from the
start - that this civil war is !erelg ar outceme of that lnilinlil
angrmakeshnrebbghone greatest evemt of a religious description which
our generation has experjenced - the world war itself. Only a few
recognize, that this grandiose attemptwat attempted suicide of
civilization was but the sudden and tragic --thi--hm eruptien of
our existenmece that had lost its meaning, of mmem a confused conscience,
at odds with itself, of the whole lurking despair of our gemeration,

Everv war of religlon is a comtest for ethical auperi@rity.
Onlv that side can be right which is emabled by its faith to live up
to it. Humamenmess and moderation, compassion and chiva¥Xry were the

mhjehdhameiion

crusader's ideals. From the Cross of Malta teo the Cross of Gemeva
a thousand years' war ethies are’spread out. Those who ackrowledge
civil war, as ki do the communists, or practice it, as 4o the social
democrats, must abide by the Gemeva Comvention. Prisomers must mot
be maltreated. Combat is legitimate omly among combatanrts. The mon-
combatant hamamphwhidmmpmew has civilian privileges, evem if he is
not a prisomer of war in army umiform, But while in wamms foreign wars
sanctions are donbbfukyrbhey 2 Joudful matter, in the woral world they
‘are as plain as plain can be. He who would wim denyimg and discarding
humaneness, loses the baftle he has wom. For he cannot be right,

But there is yét amother liwitation to the just eivil war, and
éne even more important,

The pamk side whieh would lose from sight the moral aim for
which it fights, or let itself be swayed from it, be 1t evem in tae

slightest, leses its right to exercice vieleuce and the harm it dees
reverts to

to humanity whitlmbtas through its actions gueiifiwewsss common crire,

The violemce we use links us to our ewn ideals. If we b&dge‘fro- them,



it turms om us.

The social democratic party's primeiples imply that socialisia»A 
cannot be brought about by violence, omly by a tramsformation of
the spirit amd the soul., Hhempredeterimmmmussesm To school, to edu- = .
cate and to transform the proletariam wasses - this is a task which can
only be fulfilled by demoeracy.

The communists, om the other hamd, succeeded in proving, that
it is impossible to stay om this road without exercisims violenmece,
The gocialist peint of view, is therefore, im their reading, in-
consistent, amd the road they follow is wrong.

This inconsistency, though, is only apparemt., It is 2 mere
quibble tp say that the democratic road is alse a read of violénce,\.
only because it is mot possible to stay om it without vioelence,
Suppésing, one doector would want to operate om a patiemt, when an
other recommends kntermabmtwsatmentam medication. The surgeom, there-
upon attacks thelphysician/ with his kmife, to make him yield and
tonsent to the patient being operated om, whereupon the physician mik ;J
also takes up a knife and ewbumbhemsuw wounds the surgeom. For all
that, the surgeon must not say that the physician's attitudg was im-
congistent, for, behold! he also cuts with a kmife., Or would the
physician for that matter have given up his esnwk attitude, that the
patient should be treated by medication?

Or, say, ome philosopher.would take his stand on materialism,
the other proclaim the power of reasomn. To disprove him, the former
would kmoek his head against the other's, so that both ﬁheir huniin
gskulls cracked, Has he thereby provem, that the other man's thiaking
with his head, ideally, was vaim, for his head is but a material

head. He has proved nothing, for what the mind thinks out, the skull




cannot disﬁrove. Not 6nly the surgeom, also the phrsician ﬁill
answer violemee with violence, the head of Kamt can also be bashed
in, and if they want to fumetion the institutions of paace'and}denaea
racy must just as much put up physieal resistance as do the imsti-
tutions of war and class-struégl&.

If in épite of agi/feel that the épcial democratic party,
for having
-ﬂhlnﬂniﬁnhnu condoned the maltreatments and lltnll has mot exclu- ¥
ded thnntlltllll- from its ranks those who eommitted the brutali-
ties,mié WIOng, ihis is nmot because they exercised violence, but
because the& 4id not prove worthy of it, ‘

For the soﬁial democratic party is also basimg itself om am
double think, on the ambiguity of the word democracy, though it can
have but one aganing for them, i.e., that without the emnobling ‘
in spirit of the masses, without their éducation to = higher
.feeling of gsolidarity, and voluntary digciplinme, there is no so- .
cia.ism., In givihg this up, they commit treason on socialism itsel

In their practiée they make use of the other mem meaning of the
word democracy, in which it does not stand for a tramsformation of
mimagmandnzsanks the minds and the souls. but the artificial bleoating
of the masses of the voters, by the same means which they condemn
the communists feme for using. Violegce, coercion, imtimidation,
overbearing politiecal power, terror - these are the means the bol-
gshevi ks expeet to lead to socialism, amd the diffidence the henest‘segi
alist feels in their respeet, traces out his pregranae.‘When the
-Qnﬁnhﬁnﬁnnl-nﬁm soeislist reverts to these self-same methods in
the interests of his own partv, he thereby turms away from his
faith in his own calling, and .mise loses the right to wemmfeweemin

defend the way to it by force. The social democratic party ought to

=
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have branded as enemies of the revolutiom anyone, be @k he common
acting against
cop or police chief, or party leader, who, samtsmamman tne elenen-
tary conventions of the eivil war, behaved with a brutality thmtm=a
defiling the integral movemenmt. It ought to have expelled any orgQ
nization that identified itself with these brutalities, andwhehiann
with the full weight of its prestige
it ought to have held high, at every amd any cost,/the ideal of
purest humanity,whtlam This would have been their only hope to see

the masses, not won.over by the ideas of violenee in the fratriecidal
strife, but mlluiimlunihnmpn&hn keep thém following the path of
goecialism, To do that they lacked the moral strength. Im their
elation, of having got rid of the communist leadérs, they they mamne
lost no time, not im morally justifying the use of forece, but inm ~;5
irmorally to exploit it. This is the deepest reasen for the convicticn;
spreading by leaps and boumnds, that the social democratic party is ‘
wrong., and the reason for which it becomes incre-singly improbable
in the eyes of the tregt masses that socialism can be attained by 1
the soecial democratic ﬁay. ‘
The right to -
finkympmseachabkbehmpantpafe defend the programme of democracy
by force mankdmmeguirenmnspeiabihstnpantynmnm could be held only by a:
socialist party that progresses unflimchingly on thé read‘of the moral

transfortationbef the mindg amd souls of the néssee.



