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Primary Source Booklet 

Norman Angell’s letter to The Times, published 1 August 1914, 
reprinted in Arthur Marwick and Wendy Simpson (eds.), War, Peace 
and Social Change: Europe 1900-1955 – Documents I, 1900-1929 
(Open University, 1990), p. 3. 
Sir – a nation’s first duty is to its own people. 

We are asked to intervene in the continental war because unless we do so we shall be 
‘isolated’. The isolation which will result for us if we keep out of this war is that, while 
other nations are torn, and weakened by war, we shall not be, and by that fact might 
conceivably for a long time be the strongest Power in Europe, and, by virtue of our 
strength and isolation, its arbiter, perhaps to useful ends. 

We are told that if we allow Germany to be victorious she would be so powerful as to 
threaten our existence as to the occupation of Belgium, Holland, and possibly the North 
of France. But, as your article of today’s date so well points out, it was the diƯiculty 
which Germany found in Alsace-Lorraine which prevented her from acting against us 
during the South African War. If one province, so largely German in its origins and 
history, could create this embarrassment, what trouble will not Germany pile up for 
herself if she should attempt the absorption of Belgium, a Holland, and a Normandy? 
She would have created for herself embarrassments compared with which Alsace and 
Poland would be a trifle: and Russia with her 160,000,000, would in a year or two be as 
great a menace to her as ever. 

The object and eƯect of our entering into this war would be to ensure the victory of 
Russia and her Slavonic allies. Will a dominant Slavonic federation of, say, 200,000,000 
autocratically governed people, with a very rudimentary civilization, but heavily 
equipped for military aggression, be a less dangerous factor in Europe than a dominant 
Germany of 65,000,000 highly civilized and mainly given to the arts of trade and 
commerce? 

The last war we fought on the Continent was for the purpose of preventing the growth of 
Russia. We are now asked to fight one for the purposes of promoting it. It is now 
universally admitted that our last Continental war  - the Crimean War – was a monstrous 



error and miscalculation. Would this intervention be any wiser or likely to be better in its 
results? 

On several occasions Sir Edward Grey has solemnly declared we are not bound by any 
agreement to support France, and there is certainly no moral obligation on the part of 
the English people to do so. We can best serve civilization, Europe – including France – 
and ourselves by remaining the one power in Europe that has not yielded to war 
madness. 

This, I believe, will be found to be the firm conviction of the overwhelming majority of the 
English people. 

Yours faithfully, 

Norman Angell 

4, King’s Bench Walk, Temple, E.C., July 31.   

Memorandum by Prince Karl Max Lichnowsky (German Ambassador 
to London 1912-1914), January 1915, reprinted in Arthur Marwick and 
Wendy Simpson (eds.), War, Peace and Social Change: Europe 1900-
1955 – Documents I, 1900-1929 (Open University, 1990), p.59. 
When I arrived in London in November 1912 the First Balkan War had really already 
ended with the Allies’ victory over Turkey, and the disposal of the Turkish heritage raised 
the spectre of a European war. 

A few days after my arrival, Lord Haldane, a close friend of Sir E. Grey’s, visited me to tell 
me roughly the following: England desired peace and friendship with us, and hoped with 
my help to strengthen our relations and to remove all misunderstandings.  But he drew 
my attention to one important point from the first: England could never permit the 
destruction or weakening of France.  This was a vital question for Great Britain.  She had 
to support France, as we had to support Austria.  The basis of any understanding with us 
must therefore be an unquestionable policy of peace, since England would be drawn 
through France into a European war.  But England no more wished to attack us than to 
foster the French idea of revanche. 

On our side nothing, absolutely nothing, was done to preserve peace, and when we at 
last decided to do what I had advocated from the first, it was too late.  By then Russia, 
as a result of our harsh attitude and that of Count Berchtold, had lost all confidence and 
mobilised.  The war party gained the upper hand. 

Such a policy is comprehensible only if war was our aim, not otherwise.  The influential 
people at the (Foreign) OƯice repeatedly told me that Russia would be ‘ready’ in 1916, 
and that we should not wait for that.  Our relations with Russia had visibly deteriorated, 



so much is true.  But instead of trying to improve them by replacing personnel and by 
showing greater discretion in supporting Austrian wishes, as well as consideration for 
Russian sensibilities in other matters, we took up arms.  Who can prove that we would 
really have had to fight in 1916?  To what end would Russia have attacked us?  England 
and France were absolutely peaceable and would have remained so; they would never 
have supported a Russian attack.  

But the crucial questions are not: Did Grey want war? Why did he not prevent it? What 
did he do or not do to prevent it? – but rather: Did we want war? Why did we not prevent 
it? What did we do or not do to prevent it? 

Friedrich Bernhardi,  ‘Germany and the Next War’ (1912), reprinted in 
Arthur Marwick and Wendy Simpson (eds.), War, Peace and Social 
Change: Europe 1900-1955 – Documents I, 1900-1929 (Open 
University, 1990), p. 22 
The openly declared claims of England and France are the more worthy of attention 
since an entente prevails between the two countries. In the face of these claims the 
German nation, from the standpoint of its importance to civilization, is fully entitled not 
only to demand a place in the sun, as Prince Bülow used modestly to express it, but to 
aspire to an adequate share in the sovereignty of the world far beyond the limits of its 
present sphere of influence. But we can only reach this goal, by so amply securing our 
position in Europe, that it can never again be questioned. Then only we need no longer 
fear that we shall be opposed by stronger opponents whenever we take part in 
international politics. We shall then be able to exercise our forces freely in fair rivalry 
with the other World Powers, and secure to German nationality and German spirit 
throughout the globe that high esteem which is due to them… 

We have long underestimated the importance of colonies. Colonial possessions which 
merely serve the purpose of acquiring wealth, and are only used for economic ends, 
while the owner-State does not think of colonizing in any form or raising the position of 
the aboriginal population in the economic or social scale, are unjustifiable and 
immoral, and can never be held permanently… 

We are already suƯering severely from the want of colonies to meet our requirements. 
They would not merely guarantee a livelihood to our growing working population, but 
would supply raw materials and foodstuƯs, would buy goods, and open a field of activity 
to that immense capital of intellectual labour forces which is to-day lying unproductive 
in Germany, or is in the service of foreign interests. We find throughout the countries of 
the world German merchants, engineers, and men of every profession, employed 
actively in the service of foreign masters, because German colonies, when they might 
be profitably engaged, do not exist. In the future, however, the importance of Germany 



will depend on two points: firstly, how many millions of men in the world speak 
German? Secondly, how many of them are politically members of the German Empire? 

Extracts from Treaty of Versailles, signed 28 June 1919. (Full 
document available at : ICC Legal Tools Database | The Versailles 
Treaty (1919)) 
Article 227 

The Allied and Associated Powers publicly arraign William II of Hohenzollern, formerly 
German Emperor, for a supreme oƯence against international morality and the sanctity 
of treaties. 
A special tribunal will be constituted to try the accused, thereby assuring him the 
guarantees essential to the right of defence. It will be composed of five judges, one 
appointed by each of the following Powers: namely, the United States of America, Great 
Britain, France, Italy and Japan.  
In its decision the tribunal will be guided by the highest motives of international policy, 
with a view to vindicating the solemn obligations of international undertakings and the 
validity of international morality. It will be its duty to fix the punishment which it 
considers should be imposed.  
The Allied and Associated Powers will address a request to the Government of the 
Netherlands for the surrender to them of the ex-Emperor in order that he may be put on 
trial.  

… 

Article 231 

The Allied and Associated Governments aƯirm and Germany accepts the responsibility 
of Germany and her allies for causing all the loss and damage to which the Allied and 
Associated Governments and their nationals have been subjected as a consequence of 
the war imposed upon them by the aggression of Germany and her allies. 

V. I. Lenin, ‘Appeal to the Soldiers of All the Belligerent Countries’, 
Pravda 37, 4 May (21 April) 1917. 
Brothers, soldiers! 

We are all worn out by this frightful war, which has cost millions of lives, crippled 
millions of people and caused untold misery, ruin, and starvation. 

And more and more people are beginning to ask themselves: What started this war, 
what is it being waged for? 



Every day it is becoming clearer to us, the workers and peasants, who bear the brunt of 
the war, that it was started and is being waged by the capitalists of all countries for the 
sake of the capitalists’ interests, for the sake of world supremacy, for the sake of 
markets for the manufacturers, factory owners and bankers, for the sake of plundering 
the weak nationalities. They are carving up colonies and seizing territories in the 
Balkans and in Turkey—and for this the European peoples must be ruined, for this we 
must die, for this we must witness the ruin, starvation and death of our families. 

The capitalist class in all countries is deriving colossal, staggering, scandalously high 
profits from contracts and war supplies, from concessions in annexed countries, and 
from the rising price of goods. The capitalist class has imposed contribution on all the 
nations for decades ahead in the shape of high interest on the billions lent in war loans. 
And we, the workers and peasants, must die, suƯer ruin, and starve, must patiently bear 
all this and strengthen our oppressors, the capitalists, by having the workers of the 
diƯerent countries exterminate each other and feel hatred for each other. 

Are we going to continue submissively to bear our yoke, to put up with the war between 
the capitalist classes? Are we going to let this war drag on by taking the side of our own 
national governments, our own national bourgeoisies, our own national capitalists, and 
thereby destroying the international unity of the workers of all countries, of the whole 
world? 

No, brother soldiers, it is time we opened our eyes, it is time we took our fate into our 
own hands. In all countries popular wrath against the capitalist class, which has drawn 
the people into the war, is growing, spreading, and gaining strength. Not only in 
Germany, but even in Britain, which before the war had the reputation of being one of 
the freest countries, hundreds and hundreds of true friends and representatives of the 
working class are languishing in prison for having spoken the honest truth against the 
war and against the capitalists. The [February] revolution in Russia is only the first step 
of the first revolution; it should be followed and will be followed by others. 

The new government in Russia—which has overthrown Nicholas II, who was as bad a 
crowned brigand as Wilhelm II—is a government of the capitalists. It is waging just as 
predatory and imperialist a war as the capitalists of Germany, Britain, and other 
countries. It has endorsed the predatory secret treaties concluded by Nicholas II with 
the capitalists of Britain, France, and other countries; it is not publishing these treaties 
for the world to know, just as the German Government is not publishing its secret and 
equally predatory treaties with Austria, Bulgaria, and so on. 

On April 20 the Russian Provisional Government published a Note re-endorsing the old 
predatory treaties concluded by the tsar and declaring its readiness to fight the war to a 
victorious finish, thereby arousing the indignation even of those who have hitherto 
trusted and supported it. 



But, in addition to the capitalist government, the Russian revolution has given rise to 
spontaneous revolutionary organisations representing the vast majority of the workers 
and peasants, namely, the Soviets of Workers’ and Soldiers’ Deputies in Petrograd and 
in the majority of Russia’s cities. Most of the soldiers and some of the workers in 
Russia—like very many workers and soldiers in Germany—still   preserve an 
unreasoning trust in the government of the capitalists and in their empty and lying talk 
of a peace without annexations, a war of defence, and so on. 

But, unlike the capitalists, the workers and poor peasants have no interest in 
annexations or in protecting the profits of the capitalists. And, therefore, every day, 
every step taken by the capitalist government, both in Russia and in Germany, will 
expose the deceit of the capitalists, will expose the fact that as long as capitalist rule 
lasts there can be no really democratic, non-coercive peace based on a real 
renunciation of all annexations, i.e., on the liberation of all colonies without exception, 
of all oppressed, forcibly annexed or underprivileged nationalities without exception, 
and the war will in all likelihood become still more acute and protracted. 

Only if state power in both the, at present, hostile countries, for example, in both Russia 
and Germany, passes wholly and exclusively into the hands of the revolutionary Soviets 
of Workers’ and Soldiers’ Deputies, which are really capable of rending the whole mesh 
of capitalist relations and interests, will the workers of both the belligerent countries 
acquire confidence in each other and be able to put a speedy end to the war on the 
basis of a really democratic peace that will really liberate all the nations and 
nationalities of the world. 

Brothers, soldiers! 

Let us do everything we can to hasten this, to achieve this aim. Let us not fear 
sacrifices—any sacrifice for the workers’ revolution will be less painful than the 
sacrifices of war. Every victorious step of the revolution will save hundreds of thousands 
and millions of people from death, ruin, and starvation. 

Peace to the hovels, war on the palaces! Peace to the workers of all countries! Long live 
the fraternal unity of the revolutionary workers of all countries! Long live socialism! 

Central Committee of the R.S.D.L P. 
Petrograd Committee of the R.S.D.L.P. 
Editorial Board of Pravda 



Declaration of the Kronstadt Soldiers, 1 March 1921, reprinted in 
Arthur Marwick and Wendy Simpson (eds.), War, Peace and Social 
Change: Europe 1900-1955 – Documents I, 1900-1929 (Open 
University, 1990), p. 103-4. 
Resolution of the General Meeting of Crews of the 1st and 2nd Battleship Brigades, 
Occurring 1 March 1921.  

Having heard the report of the crew representatives, sent to the City of Petrograd by the 
General Meeting of ships' crews for clarification of the situation there, we resolve:  

1. In view of the fact that the present Soviets do not express the will of the workers and 
peasants, to immediately hold new elections to the Soviets by secret ballot, with 
freedom of pre-election agitation for all workers and peasants.  

2. Freedom of speech and press for workers and peasants, anarchists and left socialist 
parties.  

3. Freedom of assembly of both trade unions and peasant associations.  

4. To convene not later than March 10th, 1921 a non-party Conference of workers, 
soldiers and sailors of the city of Petrograd, of Kronstadt, and of Petrograd province.  

5. To free all political prisoners of socialist parties, and also all workers and peasants, 
soldiers and sailors imprisoned in connection with worker and peasant movements.  

6. To elect a Commission for the review of the cases of those held in prisons and 
concentration camps.  

7. To abolish all POLITOTDELS, since no single party should be able to have such 
privileges for the propaganda of its ideas and receive from the state the means for these 
ends. In their place must be established locally elected cultural-educational 
commissions, for which the state must provide resources.  

8. To immediately remove all anti-smuggling roadblock detachments.  

9. To equalize the rations of all labourers, with the exception of those in work injurious to 
health.  

10. To abolish the Communist fighting detachments in all military units, and also the 
various guards kept in factories and plants by the communists, and if such guards or 
detachments are needed, they can be chosen in military units from the companies, and 
in factories and plants by the discretion of the workers.  

11. To give the peasants full control over their own land, to do as they wish, and also to 
keep cattle, which must be maintained and managed by their own strength, that is, 
without using hired labour.  



12. We appeal to all military units, and also to the comrade cadets to lend their support 
to our resolution.  

13. We demand that all resolutions be widely publicized in the press.  

14. To appoint a travelling bureau for control.  

15. To allow free handicraft manufacture by personal labour.  

The resolution was passed by the Brigade Meeting unanimously with two abstentions.  

PETRICHENKO, President of the Brigade Meeting  

PEREPELKIN, Secretary  

Kronstadt Sailors’ Appeal, 8 March 1921, reprinted in Arthur Marwick 
and Wendy Simpson (eds.), War, Peace and Social Change: Europe 
1900-1955 – Documents I, 1900-1929 (Open University, 1990), p. 
105-6. 
Rebels: What Are We Fighting For? 

After carrying out the October Revolution, the working class had hoped to achieve its 
emancipation. But the result was an even greater enslavement of the human 
personality. The power of the police and gendarme monarchy passed into the hands of 
the Communist usurpers, who, instead of giving the people freedom, instilled in them 
the constant fear of falling into the torture chambers of the Cheka, which in their horrors 
far exceed the gendarme administration of the tsarist regime. The bayonets, bullets, and 
gruƯ commands of the Cheka oprichniki –  these are what the workingman of Soviet 
Russia has won after so much struggle and suƯering. The glorious emblem of the 
workers’ state–the sickle and hammer–has in fact been replaced by the Communist 
authorities with the bayonet and barred window, for the sake of maintaining the calm 
and carefree life of the new bureaucracy of Communist commissars and functionaries. 

But most infamous and criminal of all is the moral servitude which the Communists 
have inaugurated: they have laid their hands also on the inner world of the toilers, 
forcing them to think in the Communist way. With the help of the bureaucratized trade 
unions, they have fastened the workers to their benches, so that labour has become not 
a joy but a new form of slavery. To the protests of the peasants, expressed in 
spontaneous uprisings, and those of the workers, whose living conditions have driven 
them out on strike, they answer with mass executions and bloodletting, in which they 
have not been surpassed even by the tsarist generals. Russia of the toilers, the first to 
raise the red banner of labour’s emancipation, is drenched in the blood of those 
martyred for the glory of Communist domination. In this sea of blood, the Communists 
are drowning all the great and glowing pledges and watchwords of the workers’ 



revolution. The picture has been drawn more and more sharply, and now it is clear that 
the Russian Communist party is not the defender of the toilers that it pretends to be. 
The interests of the working people are alien to it. Having gained power, it is afraid only 
of losing it, and therefore deems every means permissible: slander, violence, deceit, 
murder, vengeance upon the families of the rebels. 

The long-suƯering patience of the toilers is at an end. Here and there the land is lit up by 
the fires of insurrection in a struggle against oppression and violence. Strikes by the 
workers have flared up, but the Bolshevik Okhrana agents have not been asleep and 
have taken every measure to forestall and suppress the inevitable third revolution. But it 
has come nevertheless, and it is being made by the hands of the toilers themselves. The 
generals of Communism see clearly that it is the people who have risen, convinced that 
the ideas of socialism have been betrayed. Yet, trembling for their skins and aware that 
there is no escape from the wrath of the workers, they still try, with the help of their 
oprichniki, to terrorize the rebels with prison, firing-squads, and other atrocities. But life 
under the yoke of the Communist dictatorship has become more terrible than death. 

The rebellious working people understand that there is no middle ground in the struggle 
against the Communists and the new serfdom that they have erected. One must go on 
to the end. They give the appearance of making concessions: in Petrograd province 
roadblock detachments have been removed and 10 million gold rubles have been 
allotted for the, purchase of foodstuƯs from abroad. But one must not be deceived, for 
behind this bait is concealed the iron hand of the master, the dictator, who aims to be 
repaid a hundredfold for his concessions once calm is restored. 

No, there can be no middle ground. Victory or death! The example is being set by Red 
Kronstadt, menace of counterrevolutionaries of the right and of the left. Here the new 
revolutionary step forward has been taken. Here is raised the banner of rebellion against 
the three-year-old violence and oppression of Communist rule, which has put in the 
shade the three-hundred-year yoke of monarchism. Here in Kronstadt has been laid the 
first stone of the third revolution, striking the last fetters from the labouring masses and 
opening a broad new road for socialist creativity. 

This new revolution will also rouse the labouring masses of the East and of the West, by 
serving as an example of the new socialist construction as opposed to the bureaucratic 
Communist “creativity.” The labouring masses abroad will see with their own eyes that 
everything created here until now by the will of the workers and peasants was not 
socialism. Without a single shot, without a drop of blood, the first step has been taken. 
The toilers do not need blood. They will shed it only at a moment of self-defence. In 
spite of all the outrageous acts of the Communists, we have enough restraint to confine 
ourselves only to isolating them from public life so that their malicious and false 
agitation will not hinder our revolutionary work. 



The workers and peasants steadfastly march forward, leaving behind them the 
Constituent Assembly, with its bourgeois regime, and the dictatorship of the 
Communist party, with its Cheka and its state capitalism, whose hangman’s noose 
encircles the necks of the labouring masses and threatens to strangle them to death. 
The present overturn at last gives the toilers the opportunity to have their freely elected 
soviets, operating without the slightest force of party pressure, and to remake the 
bureaucratized trade unions into free associations of workers, peasants, and the 
labouring intelligentsia. At last the policeman’s club of the Communist autocracy has 
been broken. 

‘The Tasks of Business Executives’, a speech delivered by Joseph 
Stalin at the First All-Union Conference of Leading Personnel of 
Socialist Industry, published in Pravda 35, 5 February 1931 and 
reprinted in Arthur Marwick and Wendy Simpson (eds.), War, Peace 
and Social Change: Europe 1900-1955 – Documents II, 1929-1959 
(Open University, 1990), pp. 13-18 
Comrades, the deliberations of your conference are drawing to a close. You are now 
about to adopt resolutions. I have no doubt that they will be adopted unanimously. In 
these resolutions — I am somewhat familiar with them — you approve the control 
figures of industry for 1931 and pledge yourselves to fulfil them. 

A Bolshevik's word is his bond. Bolsheviks are in the habit of fulfilling promises made by 
them. But what does the pledge to fulfil the control figures for 1931 mean? It means 
ensuring a total increase of industrial output by 45 per cent. And that is a very big task. 
More than that. Such a pledge means that you not only pledge yourselves to fulfil our 
five-year plan in four years — that matter has already been settled, and no more 
resolutions on it are needed — it means that you promise to fulfil it in three years in all 
the basic, decisive branches of industry. 

It is good that the conference gives a promise to fulfil the plan for 1931, to fulfil the five-
year plan in three years. But we have been taught by "bitter experience." We know that 
promises are not always kept. In the beginning of 1930, too, a promise was given to fulfil 
the plan for the year. At that time it was necessary to increase the output of our 
industries by 31 to 32 per cent. But that promise was not kept to the full. Actually, the 
increase in industrial output during 1930 amounted to 25 per cent. We must ask: Will 
not the same thing occur again this year? The managers and leading personnel of our 
industries now promise to increase industrial output in 1931 by 45 per cent. But what 
guarantee is there that this promise will be kept? 



What is needed in order to fulfil the control figures, to achieve a 45 per cent increase in 
output, to secure the fulfilment of the five-year plan not in four, but, as regards the basic 
and decisive branches of industry, in three years? 

Two fundamental conditions are needed for this. 

Firstly, real or, as we term it, "objective" possibilities. 

Secondly, the willingness and ability to direct our enterprises in such a way as to realise 
these possibilities. 

Did we have the "objective" possibilities last year for completely fulfilling the plan? Yes, 
we had. Incontestable facts testify to this. These facts show that in March and April of 
last year industry achieved an increase of 31 per cent in output compared with the 
previous year. Why then, it will be asked, did we fail to fulfil the plan for the whole year? 
What prevented it? What was lacking? The ability to make use of the existing 
possibilities was lacking. The ability to manage the factories, mills and mines properly 
was lacking. 

We had the first condition: the "objective" possibilities for fulfilling the plan. But we did 
not have in suƯicient degree the second condition: the ability to manage production. 
And precisely because we lacked the ability to manage the factories, the plan was not 
fulfilled. Instead of a 31-32 per cent increase we had one of only 25 per cent. 

Of course, a 25 per cent increase is a big thing. Not a single capitalist country increased 
its production in 1930, or is increasing production now. In all capitalist countries 
without exception a sharp decline in production is taking place. Under such 
circumstances a 25 per cent increase is a big step forward. But we could have achieved 
more. We had all the necessary "objective" conditions for this. 

And so, what guarantee is there that what happened last year will not be repeated this 
year, that the plan will be fulfilled, that we shall use the existing possibilities in the way 
that they should be used, that your promise will not to some extent remain a promise on 
paper? 

In the history of states and countries, in the history of armies, there have been cases 
when there was every possibility for success and victory, but these possibilities were 
wasted because the leaders failed to notice them, did not know how to take advantage 
of them, and the armies suƯered defeat. 

Have we all the possibilities that are needed to fulfil the control figures for 1931? 

Yes, we have such possibilities. 

What are these possibilities? What is needed in order that these possibilities should 
really exist? 



First of all, adequate natural resources in the country: iron ore, coal, oil, grain, cotton. 
Have we these resources? Yes, we have. We have them in larger quantities than any 
other country. Take the Urals, for example, which provide a combination of resources 
not to be found in any other country. Ore, coal, oil, grain — what is there not in the 
Urals? We have everything in our country, except, perhaps, rubber. But within a year or 
two we shall have our own rubber as well As far as natural resources are concerned we 
are fully provided. We have even more than necessary. What else is needed? 

A government desirous and capable of utilising these immense natural resources for the 
benefit of the people. Have we such a government? We have. True, our work in utilising 
natural resources does not always proceed without friction among our leading 
personnel. For instance, last year the Soviet Government had to conduct a certain 
amount of struggle over the question of creating a second coal and metallurgical base, 
without which we cannot develop further. But we have already overcome these 
obstacles and shall soon have this base. 

What else is needed? 

That this government should enjoy the support of the vast masses of workers and 
peasants. Does our government enjoy such support? Yes, it does. You will find no other 
government in the world that enjoys such support from the workers and peasants as 
does the Soviet government. There is no need for me to refer to the growth of socialist 
emulation, the spread of shock-brigade work, the campaign and struggle for counter-
plans. All these facts, which vividly demonstrate the support that the vast masses give 
the Soviet Government, are well known. 

What else is needed in order to fulfil and overfulfil the control figures for 1931? 

A system that is free from the incurable diseases of capitalism and has great 
advantages over capitalism. Crises, unemployment, waste, destitution among the 
masses — such are the incurable diseases of capitalism. Our system does not suƯer 
from these diseases because power is in our hands, in the hands of the working class; 
because we are conducting a planned economy, systematically accumulating 
resources and properly distributing them among the diƯerent branches of the national 
economy. We are free from the incurable diseases of capitalism. That is what 
distinguishes us from capitalism; that is what constitutes our decisive superiority over 
capitalism. 

Notice the way in which the capitalists are trying to escape from the economic crisis. 
They are reducing the workers' wages as much as possible. They are reducing the prices 
of raw materials as much as possible. But they do not want to reduce the prices of food 
and industrial commodities for mass consumption to any important extent. This means 
that they want to escape from the crisis at the expense of the principal consumers, at 
the expense of the workers and peasants, at the expense of the working people. The 



capitalists are cutting the ground from under their own feet. And instead of overcoming 
the crisis they are aggravating it; new conditions are accumulating which lead to a new, 
even more severe crisis. 

Our superiority lies in the fact that we have no crises of overproduction, we have not 
and never will have millions of unemployed, we have no anarchy in production, for we 
are conducting a planned economy. But that is not all. We are a land of the most 
concentrated industry. This means that we can build our industry on the basis of the 
best technique and thereby secure an unprecedented productivity of labour, an 
unprecedented rate of accumulation. Our weakness in the past was that this industry 
was based upon scattered and small peasant farming. That was so in the past; it is no 
longer so now. Soon, perhaps within a year, we shall become the country of the largest-
scale agriculture in the world. This year, the state farms and collective farms — and 
these are forms of large-scale farming — have already supplied half of all our 
marketable grain. And that means that our system, the Soviet system, aƯords us 
opportunities of rapid progress of which not a single bourgeois country can dream. 

What else is needed in order to advance with giant strides? 

A party suƯiciently solid and united to direct the eƯorts of all the best members of the 
working class to one point, and suƯiciently experienced to be unafraid of diƯiculties and 
to pursue systematically a correct, revolutionary, Bolshevik policy. Have we such a 
party? Yes, we have. Is its policy correct? Yes, it is, for it is yielding important successes. 
This is now admitted not only by the friends but also by the enemies of the working 
class. See how all the well-known "honourable" gentlemen, Fish in America, Churchill in 
Britain, Poincare in France, fume and rave against our Party. Why do they fume and rave? 
Because the policy of our Party is correct, because it is yielding success after success. 

There, comrades, you have all those objective possibilities which assist us in realising 
the control figures for 1931, which help us to fulfil the five-year plan in four years, and in 
the key industries even in three years. 

Thus we have the first condition for fulfilment of the plan — the "objective" possibilities. 

Have we the second condition, the ability to use these possibilities? 

In other words, are our factories, mills and mines properly managed? Is everything in 
order in this respect? 

Unfortunately, not everything is in order here. And, as Bolsheviks, we must say this 
plainly and frankly. 

What does management of production mean? There are people among us who do not 
always have a Bolshevik approach to the question of the management of our factories. 
There are many people among us who think that management is synonymous with 
signing papers and orders. This is sad, but true. At times one cannot help recalling 



Shchedrin's Pompadours. Do you remember how Madame Pompadour taught the young 
Pompadour: "Don't bother your head with science, don't go into matters, let others do 
that, it is not your business — your business is to sign papers." It must be admitted to 
our shame that even among us Bolsheviks there are not a few who carry out 
management by signing papers. But as for going into matters, mastering technique, 
becoming master of the business — why, that is out of the question. 

How is it that we Bolsheviks, who have made three revolutions, who emerged victorious 
from the bitter civil war, who have solved the tremendous task of building a modern 
industry, who have swung the peasantry on to the path of socialism — how is it that in 
the matter of the management of production we bow to a slip of paper? 

The reason is that it is easier to sign papers than to manage production. And so, many 
economic executives are taking this line of least resistance. We, too, in the centre, are 
also to blame. About ten years ago a slogan was issued: "Since Communists do not yet 
properly understand the technique of production, since they have yet to learn the art of 
management, let the old technicians and engineers — the experts — carry on 
production, and you, Communists, do not interfere with the technique of the business; 
but, while not interfering, study technique, study the art of management tirelessly, in 
order later on, together with the experts who are loyal to us, to become true managers 
of production, true masters of the business." Such was the slogan. But what actually 
happened? The second part of this formula was cast aside, for it is harder to study than 
to sign papers; and the first part of the formula was vulgarised: non-interference was 
interpreted to mean refraining from studying the technique of production. The result has 
been nonsense, harmful and dangerous nonsense, which the sooner we discard the 
better. 

Life itself has more than once warned us that all was not well in this field. The Shakhty 
aƯair was the first grave warning. The Shakhty aƯair showed that the Party organisations 
and the trade unions lacked revolutionary vigilance. It showed that our economic 
executives were disgracefully backward in technical knowledge; that some of the old 
engineers and technicians, working without supervision, rather easily go over to 
wrecking activities, especially as they are constantly being besieged by "oƯers" from our 
enemies abroad. 

The second warning was the "Industrial Party" trial 3. 

Of course, the underlying cause of wrecking activities is the class struggle. Of course, 
the class enemy furiously resists the socialist oƯensive. This alone, however, is not an 
adequate explanation for the luxuriant growth of wrecking activities. 

How is it that wrecking activities assumed such wide dimensions? Who is to blame for 
this? We are to blame. Had we handled the business of managing production diƯerently, 
had we started much earlier to learn the technique of the business, to master 



technique, had we more frequently and eƯiciently intervened in the management of 
production, the wreckers would not have succeeded in doing so much damage. 

We must ourselves become experts, masters of the business; we must turn to technical 
science — such was the lesson life itself was teaching us. But neither the first warning 
nor even the second brought about the necessary change. It is time, high time that we 
turned towards technique. It is time to discard the old slogan, the obsolete slogan of 
non-interference in technique, and ourselves become specialists, experts, complete 
masters of our economic aƯairs. 

It is frequently asked: Why have we not one-man management? We do not have it and 
we shall not get it until we have mastered technique. Until there are among us 
Bolsheviks a suƯicient number of people thoroughly familiar with technique, economy 
and finance, we shall not have real one-man management. You can write as many 
resolutions as you please, take as many vows as you please, but, unless you master the 
technique, economy and finance of the mill, factory or mine, nothing will come of it, 
there will be no one-man management. 

Hence, the task is for us to master technique ourselves, to become masters of the 
business ourselves. This is the sole guarantee that our plans will be carried out in full, 
and that one-man management will be established. 

This, of course, is no easy matter; but it can certainly be accomplished. Science, 
technical experience, knowledge, are all things that can be acquired. We may not have 
them today, but tomorrow we shall. The main thing is to have the passionate Bolshevik 
desire to master technique, to master the science of production. Everything can be 
achieved, everything can be overcome, if there is a passionate desire for it. 

It is sometimes asked whether it is not possible to slow down the tempo somewhat, to 
put a check on the movement. No, comrades, it is not possible! The tempo must not be 
reduced! On the contrary, we must increase it as much as is within our powers and 
possibilities. This is dictated to us by our obligations to the workers and peasants of the 
U.S.S.R. This is dictated to us by our obligations to the working class of the whole world. 

To slacken the tempo would mean falling behind. And those who fall behind get beaten. 
But we do not want to be beaten. No, we refuse to be beaten! One feature of the history 
of old Russia was the continual beatings she suƯered because of her backwardness. 
She was beaten by the Mongol khans. She was beaten by the Turkish beys. She was 
beaten by the Swedish feudal lords. She was beaten by the Polish and Lithuanian gentry. 
She was beaten by the British and French capitalists. She was beaten by the Japanese 
barons. All beat her — because of her backwardness, because of her military 
backwardness, cultural backwardness, political backwardness, industrial 
backwardness, agricultural backwardness. They beat her because it was profitable and 
could be done with impunity. You remember the words of the pre-revolutionary poet: 



"You are poor and abundant, mighty and impotent, Mother Russia." 4 Those gentlemen 
were quite familiar with the verses of the old poet. They beat her, saying: "You are 
abundant," so one can enrich oneself at your expense. They beat her, saying: "You are 
poor and impotent," so you can be beaten and plundered with impunity. Such is the law 
of the exploiters — to beat the backward and the weak. It is the jungle law of capitalism. 
You are backward, you are weak — therefore you are wrong; hence you can be beaten 
and enslaved. You are mighty — therefore you are right; hence we must be wary of you. 

That is why we must no longer lag behind. 

In the past we had no fatherland, nor could we have had one. But now that we have 
overthrown capitalism and power is in our hands, in the hands of the people, we have a 
fatherland, and we will uphold its independence. Do you want our socialist fatherland to 
be beaten and to lose its independence? If you do not want this, you must put an end to 
its backwardness in the shortest possible time and develop a genuine Bolshevik tempo 
in building up its socialist economy. There is no other way. That is why Lenin said on the 
eve of the October Revolution: "Either perish, or overtake and outstrip the advanced 
capitalist countries." 

We are fifty or a hundred years behind the advanced countries. We must make good this 
distance in ten years. Either we do it, or we shall go under. 

That is what our obligations to the workers and peasants of the U.S.S.R. dictate to us. 

But we have yet other, more serious and more important, obligations. They are our 
obligations to the world proletariat. They coincide with our obligations to the workers 
and peasants of the U.S.S.R. But we place them higher. The working class of the U.S.S.R. 
is part of the world working class. We achieved victory not solely through the eƯorts of 
the working class of the U.S.S.R., but also thanks to the support of the working class of 
the world. Without this support we would have been torn to pieces long ago. It is said 
that our country is the shock brigade of the proletariat of all countries. That is well said. 
But is imposes very serious obligations upon us. Why does the international proletariat 
support us? How did we merit this support? By the fact that we were the first to hurl 
ourselves into the battle against capitalism, we were the first to establish working-class 
state power, we were the first to begin building socialism. By the fact that we were 
engaged on a cause which, if successful, will transform the whole world and free the 
entire working class. But what is needed for success? The elimination of our 
backwardness, the development of a high Bolshevik tempo of construction. We must 
march forward in such a way that the working class of the whole world, looking at us, 
may say: There you have my advanced detachment, my shock brigade, my working-
class state power, my fatherland; they are engaged on their cause, our cause, and they 
are working well; let us support them against the capitalists and promote the cause of 
the world revolution. Must we not justify the hopes of the world's working class, must 



we not fulfil our obligations to them? Yes, we must if we do not want to utterly disgrace 
ourselves. 

Such are our obligations, internal and international. As you see, they dictate to us a 
Bolshevik tempo of development. 

I will not say that we have accomplished nothing in regard to management of production 
during these years. In fact, we have accomplished a good deal. We have doubled our 
industrial output compared with the pre-war level. We have created the largest-scale 
agricultural production in the world. But we could have accomplished still more if we 
had tried during this period really to master production, the technique of production, 
the financial and economic side of it. 

In ten years at most we must make good the distance that separates us from the 
advanced capitalist countries. We have all the "objective" possibilities for this. The only 
thing lacking is the ability to make proper use of these possibilities. And that depends 
on us. Only on us! It is time we learned to make use of these possibilities. It is time to 
put an end to the rotten line of non-interference in production. It is time to adopt a new 
line, one corresponding to the present period — the line of interfering in everything. If 
you are a factory manager — interfere in all the aƯairs of the factory, look into 
everything, let nothing escape you, learn and learn again. Bolsheviks must master 
technique. It is time Bolsheviks themselves became experts. In the period of 
reconstruction, technique decides everything. And an economic executive who does 
not want to study technique, who does not want to master technique, is a joke and not 
an executive. 

It is said that it is hard to master technique. That is not true! There are no fortresses that 
Bolsheviks cannot capture. We have solved a number of most diƯicult problems. We 
have overthrown capitalism. We have assumed power. We have built up a huge socialist 
industry. We have transferred the middle peasants on to the path of socialism. We have 
already accomplished what is most important from the point of view of construction. 
What remains to be done is not so much: to study technique, to master science. And 
when we have done that we shall develop a tempo of which we dare not even dream at 
present. 

And we shall do it if we really want to. 



Speech by Joseph Stalin at Celebration Meeting of the Moscow Soviet 
of Working People’s Deputies and Moscow Party and Public 
Organizations, 6 November 1942. Source: 
https://www.marxists.org/reference/archive/stalin/works/1942/1
1/06.htm 
COMRADES! To-day we are celebrating the twenty-fifth anniversary of the victory of the 
Soviet Revolution in our country. Twenty-five years have elapsed since the Soviet 
system was established in our country. We are now on the threshold of the next, the 
twenty-sixth year, of the existence of the Soviet regime.  

At meetings in celebration of anniversaries of the October Soviet Revolution it is 
customary to pass in review the results of the work of the Government and Party organs 
for the past year. It is on these results for the past year, from November of last year to 
November of the current year, that I have been authorized to make a summary report to 
you.  

The activities of our Government and Party organs during the past period proceeded in 
two directions: in the direction of peaceful construction and the organization of a strong 
rear for our front, on the one hand, and in the direction of carrying out defensive and 
oƯensive operations by the Red Army, on the other.  

I. Organizational Work in the Rear 

The peaceful, constructive work of our directing organs in this period consisted in 
shifting the base of our industry, both war and civilian, to the Eastern regions of our 
country; in the evacuation and establishment in their new places of the industrial 
workers and the equipment of the plants; in extending the sown areas and increasing 
the winter crop area in the east; and lastly in radically improving the work of our 
industries producing for the front and strengthening labour discipline in the rear, both in 
the factories and on the collective and state farms. It should be said that this was a 
most diƯicult and complex work of organization on a large scale on the part of all our 
economic and administrative People’s Commissariats, including our railways. However, 
we managed to overcome the diƯiculties. And now our factories, collective farms and 
state farms are indisputably, in spite of all the diƯiculties of war-time, working 
satisfactorily. Our war factories and allied enterprises are conscientiously and 
punctually supplying the Red Army with guns, mortars, aircraft, tanks, machineguns, 
rifles and ammunition. Our collective farms and State farms are likewise 
conscientiously and punctually supplying the population and the Red Army with 
foodstuƯs and our industries with raw materials. It must be admitted that never before 
has our country had such a strong and well-organized rear.  



As the result of all this complex organizational and constructional work not only our 
country but also the people themselves in the rear have been transformed. They have 
become more eƯicient, less slipshod, more disciplined; they have learned to work in 
war-time fashion and have come to realize their duty to the Motherland and her 
defenders at the front—the Red Army. Bunglers and slackers with no sense of civic duty 
are growing fewer and fewer in the rear. Organized and disciplined people, imbued with 
the sense of civic duty, are becoming more and more numerous.  

But, as I have said, the past year was not only one of peaceful construction. It was at the 
same time a year of patriotic war against the German invaders who vilely and 
treacherously attacked our peaceful country.  

II. Military Operations on the Soviet-German Front 

As regards the military activities of our directing organs in the past year, these consisted 
in providing for oƯensive and defensive operations by the Red Army against the German-
fascist troops. The military operations on the Soviet-German front in the past year may 
be divided into two periods: The first period was chiefly the winter period, when the Red 
Army, having beaten oƯ the Germans’ attack on Moscow, took the initiative into its own 
hands, passed to the oƯensive, drove back the German troops and in the space of four 
months advanced, in places, over 400 kilometres (250 miles); and the second period 
was the summer period, when the German-fascist troops, taking advantage of the 
absence of a second front in Europe, mustered all their available reserves, pierced the 
front in the south-westerly direction and, taking the initiative into their own hands, in the 
space of five months advanced in places as much as 500 kilometres (300 miles).  

Military operations in the first period, especially the successful operations of the Red 
Army in the Rostov, Tula and Kaluga areas, at Moscow and at Tikhvin and Leningrad, 
disclosed two significant facts. They showed, first, that the Red Army and its fighting 
cadres have grown into an eƯective force capable not only of withstanding the 
onslaught of the German-fascist troops, but also of defeating them in open battle and 
driving them back. They showed, secondly, that for all their staunchness, the German-
fascist troops have such serious organic defects that, given certain favourable 
conditions for the Red Army, these may lead to the defeat of the German troops. It 
cannot be regarded as mere chance that the German troops, having marched in triumph 
through all Europe, and having smashed at one blow the French troops which had been 
considered first-class troops, met with eƯective military resistance only in our own 
country, and not only met with resistance, but were compelled, under the blows of the 
Red Army, to retreat more than 400 kilometres (250 miles) from the positions they had 
occupied, abandoning on their road of retreat an immense quantity of guns, machines 
and ammunition. This fact cannot be explained by winter conditions of warfare alone.  



The second period of military operations on the Soviet-German front was marked by a 
change in favour of the Germans, by the passing of the initiative into the hands of the 
Germans, by the piercing of our front in the south-western direction, by the advance of 
the German troops and their reaching the areas of Voronezh, Stalingrad, Novorossisk, 
Pyatigorsk and Mozdok. Taking advantage of the absence of a second front in Europe, 
the Germans and their allies hurled all their available reserves to the front and, massing 
them in one direction—the south-western direction—created a largo superiority of 
forces and achieved a substantial tactical success.  

Apparently the Germans are no longer strong enough to conduct an oƯensive 
simultaneously in all three directions, in the south, north and centre, as was the case in 
the early months of the German oƯensive in the summer of last year. But they are still 
strong enough to organize a serious oƯensive in one direction.  

What was the principal objective of the German-fascist strategists when they started 
their summer oƯensive on our front? To judge by the comments of the foreign Press, 
including the German, one might think that the principal objective of the oƯensive was 
to capture the oil districts of Grozny and Baku. But the facts decisively refute this 
assumption. The facts show that the Germans’ advance on the oil districts of the 
U.S.S.R. is not their main aim but an auxiliary one.  

What then was the principal objective of the German oƯensive? It was to outflank 
Moscow from the east, to cut it oƯ from our rear in the Volga and Urals areas and then to 
strike at Moscow. The advance of the Germans southward towards the oil districts had 
an auxiliary purpose which was not only and not so much to capture the oil districts, as 
to divert our main reserves to the south and to weaken the Moscow front, so as to make 
it easier to achieve success when striking at Moscow. This, in fact, explains why the 
main grouping of German troops is now to be found not in the south but in the Orel and 
Stalingrad areas.  

Recently an oƯicer of the German General StaƯ fell into the hands of our men. A map 
was found on this oƯicer showing the plan and time-table of the advance of the German 
troops. From this document it transpires that the Germans intended to be in 
Borisoglebsk on July 10 of this year, in Stalingrad on July 25, in Saratov on August 10, in 
Kuibyshev on August 15, in Arzamas on September 10 and in Baku on September 25.  

This document completely confirms our information to the eƯect that the principal aim 
of the Germans’ summer oƯensive was to outflank Moscow from the east and to strike 
at Moscow, while the purpose of the advance to the south was, apart from everything 
else, to divert our reserves as far as possible from Moscow and to weaken the Moscow 
front so as to make it easier to strike at Moscow.  

In short, the main aim of the Germans’ summer oƯensive was to surround Moscow and 
end the war this year.  



In November of last year the Germans reckoned on capturing Moscow by a frontal 
attack, compelling the Red Army to capitulate, and thus achieving the termination of the 
war in the east. They fed their soldiers with these illusions. But, as we know, these 
calculations of the Germans miscarried. Having burnt their fingers last year in 
attempting a frontal blow at Moscow, the Germans conceived the intention of capturing 
Moscow this year, this time by an outflanking movement, and thus ending the war in the 
east. It is with these illusions that they are now feeding their duped soldiers. As is 
known, these calculations of the Germans also miscarried. As the result of chasing two 
hares—both oil and the encirclement of Moscow—the German-fascist strategists found 
themselves in a diƯicult situation.  

Thus the tactical successes of the Germans’ summer oƯensive were not consummated 
owing to the obvious unreality of their strategic plans.  

III. The Question of the Second Front in Europe 

How are we to explain the fact that the Germans this year were still able to take the 
initiative of military operations into their hands and achieve substantial tactical 
successes on our front?  

It is to be explained by the fact that the Germans and their allies succeeded in 
mustering all their available reserves, hurling them on to the eastern front and creating 
a large superiority of forces in one of the directions. There can be no doubt that but for 
these measures the Germans could not have achieved any success on our front.  

But why were they able to muster all their reserves and hurl them on the eastern front? 
Because the absence of a second front in Europe enabled them to carry out this 
operation without any risk to themselves.  

Hence the chief reason for the tactical successes of the Germans on our front this year 
is that the absence of a second front in Europe enabled them to hurl on to our front all 
their available reserves and to create a large superiority of forces in the south-western 
direction.  

Let us assume that a second front existed in Europe, as it existed in the first World War, 
and that a second front diverted, let us say, sixty German divisions and twenty divisions 
of Germany’s allies. What would have been the position of the German troops on our 
front then? It is not diƯicult to guess that their position would have been deplorable. 
More than that, it would have been the beginning of the end of the German-fascist 
troops, for in that case the Red Army would not be where it is now, but somewhere near 
Pskov, Minsk, Zhitomir and Odessa. That means that in the summer of this year the 
German-fascist army would already have been on the verge of disaster. If that has not 
occurred, it is because the Germans were saved by the absence of a second front in 
Europe.  



Let us examine the question of a second front in Europe in its historical aspect.  

In the First World War Germany had to fight on two fronts in the west, chiefly against 
Great Britain and France, and in the east against the Russian troops. Thus in the first 
World War there existed a second front against Germany. Of the 220 divisions which 
Germany had then, not more than 85 German divisions were stationed on the Russian 
front. If to this we add the troops of Germany’s allies then facing the Russian front—
namely, 37 Austro-Hungarian divisions, 2 Bulgarian divisions and 3 Turkish divisions—
we get a total of 127 divisions facing the Russian troops. The rest of the divisions of 
Germany and her allies mainly held the front against the Anglo-French troops, while 
part of them performed garrison service in occupied territories of Europe.  

Such was the position in the first World War.  

What is the position now, in the second World War, in September of this year, let us say?  

According to authenticated information which is beyond all doubt, of the 256 divisions 
which Germany now has, not less than 179 German divisions are on our front. If to this 
we add 22 Rumanian divisions, 14 Finnish divisions, 10 Italian divisions, 13 Hungarian 
divisions, 1 Slovak and 1 Spanish division, we get a total of 240 divisions which are now 
fighting on our front. The remaining divisions of Germany and her allies are performing 
garrison service in the occupied countries (France, Belgium, Norway, Holland, 
Yugoslavia, Poland, Czechoslovakia, etc.), while part of them are fighting in Libya for 
Egypt against Great Britain, the Libyan front diverting in all 4 German divisions and 11 
Italian divisions.  

Hence, instead of the 127 divisions as in the first World War, we are now facing on our 
front no less than 240 divisions, and, instead of 85 German divisions, we now have 179 
German divisions fighting the Red Army.  

There you have the chief reason and foundation for the tactical success of the German-
fascist troops on our front in the summer of this year.  

The German invasion of our country is often compared to Napoleon’s invasion of 
Russia. But this comparison will not bear criticism. Of the 600,000 troops which began 
the campaign against Russia, Napoleon scarcely brought 130,000 or 140,000 as far as 
Borodino.  

That was all he had at his disposal at Moscow. Well, we now have over 3,000,000 troops 
facing the front of the Red Army and armed with all the implements of modern warfare. 
What comparison can there be here?  

The German invasion of our country is also sometimes compared to the German 
invasion of Russia at the time of the first World War. But neither will this comparison 
bear criticism. First, in the first World War there was a second front in Europe which 
rendered the Germans’ position very diƯicult, whereas in this war there is no second 



front in Europe. Secondly, in this war, twice as many troops are facing our front as in the 
first World War. Obviously the comparison is not appropriate.  

You can now conceive how serious and extraordinary are the diƯiculties confronting the 
Red Army, and how great is the heroism displayed by the Red Army in its war of 
liberation against the German-fascist troops.  

I think that no other country and no other army could have withstood such an onslaught 
of the bestial bands of the German-fascist brigands and their allies. Only our Soviet 
country and only our Red Army are capable of withstanding such an onslaught. (Loud 
applause.) And not only withstanding it but also overpowering it.  

It is often asked: But will there be a second front in Europe after all? Yes, there will be; 
sooner or later, there will be one. And it will be not only because we need it, but above 
all because our Allies need it no less than we do. Our Allies cannot fail to realize that 
since France has been put out of action, the absence of a second front against fascist 
Germany may end badly for all freedom-loving countries, including the Allies 
themselves.  

IV. Fighting Alliance of the U.S.S.R., Great Britain and the U.S.A. Against Hitlerite 
Germany and her Allies in Europe 

It may now be considered indisputable that, in the course of the war imposed upon the 
nations by Hitlerite Germany, a radical demarcation of forces and the formation of two 
opposite camps have taken place: the camp of the Italo-German coalition and the 
camp of the Anglo-Soviet-American coalition.  

It is equally indisputable that these two opposite coalitions are guided by two diƯerent 
and opposite programmes of action.  

The programme of action of the Italo-German coalition may be described by the 
following points: racial hatred; domination of “chosen” nations; subjugation of other 
nations and seizure of their territories; economic enslavement of subjugated nations 
and plunder of their national wealth; destruction of democratic liberties; the institution 
of the Hitlerite regime everywhere.  

The programme of action of the Anglo-Soviet-American coalition is: the abolition of 
racial exclusiveness; the equality of nations and the inviolability of their territories; the 
liberation of the enslaved nations and the restoration of their sovereign rights; the right 
of every nation to arrange its aƯairs as it wishes; economic aid to the nations that have 
suƯered and assistance to them in achieving their material welfare; the restoration of 
democratic liberties; the destruction of the Hitlerite regime.  

The eƯect of the programme of action of the Italo-German coalition has been that all 
the occupied countries of Europe—Norway, Denmark, Belgium, Holland, France, 
Poland, Czechoslovakia, Yugoslavia, Greece and the occupied regions of the U.S.S.R.—



are burning with hatred for the Italo-German tyranny, are doing all the damage they can 
to the Germans and their allies and are waiting for a favourable opportunity to take 
revenge on their enslavers for the humiliations and outrages which they are suƯering.  

In this connection, one of the characteristic features of the present moment is the 
progressively growing isolation of the Italo-German coalition and the depletion of its 
moral and political reserves in Europe, its growing weakness and disintegration.  

The eƯect of the programme of action of the Anglo-Soviet-American coalition has been 
that all the occupied countries in Europe are full of sympathy for the members of this 
coalition and are prepared to render them all the help of which they are capable.  

In this connection, another characteristic feature of the present moment is that the 
moral and political reserves of this coalition are growing from day to day in Europe—and 
not only in Europe—and that this coalition is progressively winning millions of 
sympathizers ready to join in the fighting against the Hitlerite tyranny.  

If the relative strength of these two coalitions is examined from the standpoint of human 
and material resources, one cannot help reaching the conclusion that the Anglo-Soviet-
American coalition has an indisputable advantage.  

The question is: is this advantage alone suƯicient for victory? There are occasions, as 
we know, when resources are abundant, but are expended so unwisely that the 
advantage is nullified. Obviously, what is needed in addition to resources is the capacity 
to mobilize these resources and the ability to make the correct use of them. Is there any 
reason for doubting the existence of such ability and such capacity on the part of the 
men of the Anglo-Soviet-American coalition? There are people who doubt this. But what 
grounds have they for their doubts? In the past the men of this coalition displayed their 
ability and capacity to mobilize the resources of their countries and to use them 
correctly for purposes of economic, cultural and political development. One asks: what 
grounds are there for doubting that men who have displayed capacity and ability in 
mobilizing and distributing resources for economic, cultural and political purposes will 
prove incapable of doing the same thing for purposes of war? I think there are no such 
grounds.  

It is said that the Anglo-Soviet-American coalition has every chance of winning and 
would certainly win, if it did not have one organic defect which is capable of weakening 
and disintegrating it. This defect, in the opinion of these people is that this coalition 
consists of heterogeneous elements with diƯerent ideologies and that this 
circumstance will prevent their organizing joint action against the common enemy.  

I think that this assertion is incorrect.  

It would be ridiculous to deny the diƯerence in the ideologies and social systems of the 
countries composing the Anglo-Soviet-American coalition. But does this preclude the 



possibility and expediency of joint action on the part of the members of this coalition 
against the common enemy who holds out the threat of enslavement for them? It 
certainly does not preclude it. More than that, the existence of this threat imperatively 
imposes the necessity of joint action upon the members of the coalition in order to save 
mankind from reverting to savagery and medieval brutality. Is not the programme of 
action of the Anglo-Soviet-American coalition a suƯicient basis for the organization of 
the joint struggle against Hitlerite tyranny and for the achievement of victory over it? I 
think that it is quite suƯicient.  

The assumption of these people is incorrect also because of the fact that it is 
completely refuted by the events of the past year. Indeed, f these people were right we 
should be observing a progressive mutual alienation of the members of the Anglo-
Soviet-American coalition. Yet, far from observing this, we have facts and events 
indicative of progressive rapprochement between the members of the Anglo-Soviet-
American coalition and their uniting into a single fighting alliance. The events of the past 
year supply direct proof of this. In July, 1941, several weeks after Germany attacked the 
U.S.S.R., Great Britain concluded with us an Agreement on “Joint action in the war 
against Germany.” At that time we had not yet any Agreement with the United States of 
America on this subject. Ten months later, on May 26, 1942, during Comrade Molotov’s 
visit to Great Britain, the latter concluded with us a “Treaty of Alliance in the war against 
Hitlerite Germany and her associates in Europe and of collaboration and mutual 
assistance after the war.” This Treaty was concluded for a period of twenty years. It 
marks an historic turning-point in the relations between our country and Great Britain. 
In June, 1942, during Comrade Molotov’s visit to the United States, the United States of 
America concluded with us an “Agreement on the principles applying to mutual aid in 
the prosecution of the war against aggression,” an Agreement representing an important 
step forward in the relations between the U.S.S.R. and the United States. Finally, one 
should mention so important a fact as the visit to Moscow of the Prime Minister of Great 
Britain, Mr. Churchill, which established complete mutual understanding between the 
leaders of the two countries. There can be no doubt that all these facts point to a 
progressive rapprochement between the U.S.S.R., Great Britain and the United States of 
America, and to their uniting in a fighting alliance against the Italo-German coalition.  

It follows that the logic of things is stronger than any other logic. There can be only one 
conclusion, namely that the Anglo-Soviet-American coalition has every chance of 
vanquishing the Italo-German coalition and undoubtedly will vanquish it.  

V. Our Tasks 

The war has torn aside all veils and laid bare all relationships. The situation has become 
so clear that nothing is easier than to define our tasks in this war.  



In an interview with the Turkish general, Erkilet, published in the Turkish newspaper 
Cumhuriet, that cannibal Hitler said: “We shall destroy Russia so that she will never be 
able to rise again.” This seems clear, although rather ridiculous. We have no such aim as 
to destroy Germany, for it is impossible to destroy Germany, just as it is impossible to 
destroy Russia. But the Hitlerite State can and must be destroyed. Our first task, in fact, 
is to destroy the Hitlerite State and its inspirers. In the same interview with the same 
general, that cannibal Hitler went on to say: “We shall continue the war until there is no 
organized military force left in Russia.” This seems clear, though illiterate. (Laughter) It is 
not our aim to destroy all organized military force in Germany, for every literate person 
will understand that this is not only impossible in regard to Germany, as it is in regard to 
Russia, but it is also inexpedient from the point of view of the victor. But Hitler’s army 
can and must be destroyed. Our second task, in fact, is to destroy Hitler’s army and its 
leaders.  

The Hitlerite blackguards have made it a rule to torture Soviet prisoners of war, to kill 
them by the hundred and to condemn thousands of them to death by starvation. They 
outrage and murder the civilian population of the occupied territories of our country: 
men and women, children and old folk, our brothers and sisters. They have made it their 
aim to enslave and exterminate the population of the Ukraine, Byelorussia, the Baltic 
Republics, Moldavia, the Crimea and the Caucasus. Only villains and blackguards, 
devoid of all honour and fallen to the level of beasts, can permit themselves such 
outrages against innocent, unarmed people. But this is not all. They have covered 
Europe with gallows and concentration camps. They have introduced the vile system of 
“hostages”; they shoot and hang absolutely innocent citizens taken as “hostages” 
because some German beast was prevented from violating women or robbing ordinary 
people; they have turned Europe into a prison of nations, and this they call the “New 
Order in Europe.” We know who are be men guilty of these outrages, the builders of the 
“New Order in Europe”—all those newly baked governor-generals or just ordinary 
governors, commandants and sub-commandants. Their names are known to tens of 
thousands of tormented people. Let these butchers know that they will not escape 
responsibility for their crimes or elude the avenging hand of the tormented nations.  

Our third task is to destroy the hated “New Order in Europe” and to punish its builders.  

Such are our tasks.  

Comrades, we are waging a great war of liberation. We are not waging it alone, but in 
conjunction with our allies. It will bring us victory over the vile enemies of mankind, over 
the German-fascist imperialists. On its banner is inscribed:  

Long live the victory of the Anglo-Soviet-American fighting alliance! Long live the 
liberation of the peoples of Europe from. Hitler’s tyranny! Long live the liberty and 



independence of our glorious Soviet Motherland! Execration and death to the German-
fascist invaders, their State, their army, their “New Order in Europe”!  

Glory to our Red Army.  

Glory to our Navy  

Glory to our men and women guerillas!  

Extract from Adolf Hitler, Mein Kampf (1925) (English edition: 
Hutchinson Publishers Limited, 1969) 
Even the most superficial observation shows that Nature’s restricted form of 
propagation and increase is an almost rigid basic law of all the innumerable forms of 
expression of her vital urge. Every animal mates only with a member of the same 
species. … Any crossing of two beings not at exactly the same level produces a medium 
between the level of the two parents.  This means: the oƯspring will probably stand 
higher than the racially lower parent, but not as high as the higher one. Consequently, it 
will later succumb in the struggle against the higher level.  Such mating is contrary to 
the will of Nature for a higher breeding of all life. The precondition for this does not lie in 
associating superior and inferior, but in the total victory of the former. The stronger must 
dominate and not blend with the weaker. … And struggle is always a means for 
improving a species’ health and power of resistance and, therefore, a cause of its higher 
development.  

No more than Nature desires the mating of weaker with stronger individuals, even less 
does she desire the blending of a higher with a lower race…. The result of all racial 
crossing is therefore in brief always the following: a) Lowering the level of the higher 
race; b) Physical and intellectual regression and hence the beginning of a slowly but 
surely progressing sickness. To bring about such a development is, then, nothing else 
but to sin against the will of the eternal creator.  

Everything we admire on this earth today—science and art, technology and inventions— 
is only the creative product of a few peoples and originally perhaps of one race. … All 
great cultures of the past perished only because the originally creative race died out 
from blood poisoning.  

Those who want to live, let them fight, and those who do not want to fight in this world of 
eternal struggle do not deserve to live.  

All the human culture, all the results of art, science, and technology that we see before 
us today, are almost exclusively the product of the Aryan. … If we were to divide 
mankind into three groups, the founders of culture, the bearers of culture, the 
destroyers of culture, only the Aryan could be considered as the representative of the 
first group. From him originate the foundations and walls of all human creation…. Hence 



it is no accident that the first cultures arose in places where the Aryan, in his 
encounters with lower peoples, subjected them and bent them to his will. … As soon as 
the subjected people began to raise themselves up and probably approached the 
conqueror in language, the sharp dividing wall between master and servant fell. The 
Aryan gave up the purity of his blood, and … lost his cultural capacity, until at last, not 
only mentally but also physically, he began to resemble the subjected aborigines more 
than his own ancestors.  

Blood mixture and the resultant drop in racial level is the sole cause of the dying out of 
old cultures.  

  

The mightiest counterpart to the Aryan is represented by the Jew.  

...The Jewish doctrine of Marxism rejects the aristocratic principle of Nature and 
replaces the eternal privilege of power and strength by the mass of numbers and their 
dead weight. Thus it denies the value of personality in man, contests the significance of 
nationality and race, and thereby withdraws from humanity the premise of its existence 
and its culture. As a foundation of the universe, this doctrine would bring about the end 
of any order intellectually conceivable to man. And as, in this greatest of all 
recognizable organisms, the result of an application of such a law could only be chaos, 
on earth it could only be destruction for the inhabitants of this planet.  

If, with the help of his Marxist creed, the Jew is victorious over the other peoples of the 
world, his crown will be the funeral wreath of humanity and this planet will, as it did 
thousands of years ago, move through the ether devoid of men.  

Eternal Nature inexorably avenges the infringement of her commands.  

Hence today I believe that I am acting in accordance with the will of the Almighty 
Creator: by defending myself against the Jew, I am fighting for the work of the Lord [p. 
60].  

...To what an extent the whole existence of this people is based on a continuous lie is 
shown incomparably by the Protocols of the Elders of Zion, so infinitely hated by the 
Jews. They are based on a forgery, the Frankfurter Zeitung moans and screams once 
every week: the best proof that they are authentic... For once this book has become the 
common property of a people, the Jewish menace may be considered as broken [p. 
279].  

...His [the Jew’s] unfailing instinct in such things scents the original soul in everyone, 
and his hostility is assured to anyone who is not spirit of his spirit. Since the Jew is not 
the attacked but the attacker, not only anyone who attacks passes as his enemy, but 
also anyone who resists him. But the means with which he seeks to break such reckless 
but upright souls is not honest warfare, but lies and slander.  



Here he [the Jew] stops at nothing, and in his vileness he becomes so gigantic that no 
one need be surprised if among our people the personification of the devil as the 
symbol of all evil assumes the living shape of the Jew.  

The ignorance of the broad masses about the inner nature of the Jew, the lack of instinct 
and narrow-mindedness of our upper classes, make the people an easy victim for this 
Jewish campaign of lies.  

While from innate cowardice the upper classes turn away from a man whom the Jew 
attacks with lies and slander, the broad masses from stupidity or simplicity believe 
everything. The state authorities either cloak themselves in silence or, what usually 
happens, in order to put an end to the Jewish press campaign, they persecute the 
unjustly attacked, which, in the eyes of such an oƯicial ass, passes as the preservation 
of state authority and the safeguarding of law and order.  

 Slowly fear and the Marxist weapon of Jewry descend like a nightmare on the mind and 
soul of decent people. They begin to tremble before the terrible enemy and thus have 
become his final victim.  

The Jews domination in the state seems so assured that now not only can he call 
himself a Jew again, but he ruthlessly admits his ultimate national and political designs. 
A section of his race openly owns itself to be a foreign people, yet even here they lie. For 
while the Zionists try to make the rest of the world believe that the national 
consciousness of the Jew finds its satisfaction in the creation of a Palestinian state, the 
Jews again slyly dupe the dumb Goyim [gentile]. It doesn’t even enter their heads to 
build up a Jewish state in Palestine for the purpose of living there; all they want is a 
central organization for their international world swindle, endowed with its own 
sovereign rights and removed from the intervention of other states: a haven for 
convicted scoundrels and a university for budding crooks.  

With satanic joy in his face, the black-haired Jewish youth lurks in wait for the 
unsuspecting girl whom he defiles with his blood, thus stealing her from her people. 
With every means he tries to destroy the racial foundations of the people he has set out 
to subjugate. Just as he himself systematically ruins women and girls, he does not 
shrink back from pulling down the blood barriers for others, even on a large scale. It was 
and it is Jews who bring the Negroes into the Rhineland, always with the same secret 
thought and clear aim of ruining the hated white race by the necessarily resulting 
bastardization, throwing it down from its cultural and political height, and himself rising 
to be its master.  

For a racially pure people which is conscious of its blood can never be enslaved by the 
Jew. In this world he will forever be master over bastards and bastards alone.  And so he 
tries systematically to lower the racial level by a continuous poisoning of individuals.  



Around peoples who oƯer too violent a resistance to attack from within he weaves a net 
of enemies, thanks to his international influence, incites them to war, and finally, if 
necessary, plants a flag of revolution on the very battlefields.  

In economics he undermines the states until the social enterprises which have become 
unprofitable are taken from the state and subjected to his financial control.  

In the political field he refuses the state the means for its self-preservation, destroys the 
foundations of all national self-maintenance and defence, destroys faith in the 
leadership, scoƯs at its history and past, and drags everything that is truly great into the 
gutter.  

Culturally, he contaminates art, literature, the theatre, makes a mockery of natural 
feeling, overthrows all concepts of beauty and sublimity, of the noble and the good, and 
instead drags men down into the sphere of his own base nature.  

Religion is ridiculed, ethics and morality represented as outmoded, until the last props 
of a nation in its struggle for existence in this world have fallen.  

  



The Report of the Lytton Commission  
  

An address given by M. Thomas Tchou under the auspices of the Foreign Affairs Forum over 
StaƟon WCDA, New York City,  

  

November 21, 1932.  

  

I WONDER whether you realize that at this moment a drama of first importance for the future 
of the world is being enacted at Geneva. The naƟons of the world have now to decide whether 
the future relaƟonships between them shall be regulated by law and order, based upon the 
principles of peace and jusƟce, or whether they are going to revert to the mediaeval state of 
internaƟonal depredaƟon and lawlessness. Permit me to quote what Lord LyƩon said on 
November 20th last with regard to the situaƟon in the Far East, as a result of Japan’s military 
invasion of Manchuria in violaƟon of the Covenant of the League of NaƟons, the Nine Power 
Treaty, and the Kellogg-Briand AnƟ-War Pact, which Japan has voluntarily signed and pledged 
herself to respect. Lord LyƩon said:  

  

"The issue at stake is a much larger one than whether China or Japan shall control the 
future desƟnies of Manchuria; it is whether the principles of collecƟve responsibility and 
the maintenance of peace and jusƟce between naƟons shall be preserved or sacrificed. 
The choice lies between the conƟnued organizaƟon of peace by cooperaƟon, or a return 
to the anarchy of compeƟƟve force.”  

  

AŌer the dreadful sufferings of the World War and the incalculable sacrifices in lives and 
treasures, these instruments of peace, which I have referred to above, are the hope of a beƩer 
world, and if we cannot uphold them, we are headed for a catastrophic disaster which will 
engulf the whole world.  

When the Japanese launched their aƩack on China on September 18th, 1931, which resulted 
in their progressive occupaƟon of Manchuria, the beginning of such a disaster was only 
avoided through the wonderful self-restraint that China had imposed upon herself by offering 
no military resistance, which, as you know, was a most difficult thing to enforce among our 
troops who were staƟoned there. But China succeeded in doing this and has thereby 
demonstrated to the world that she takes these treaƟes seriously and has complete faith in 
the good faith of other signatories to uphold them. As a result of the discussions by the League 
of NaƟons, a neutral Commission, composed of five members under the chairmanship of the 
Earl of LyƩon of Great Britain and including an American in the person of Major General Frank 



D. McCoy, was dispatched to the Far East to invesƟgate the facts and to make a report and 
recommendaƟons for a possible soluƟon of the conflict. Both China and Japan pledged 
themselves to give every facility to this Commission to carry out its work. China kept her word, 
but when the Commission went to Manchuria they were surrounded by Japanese spies and 
agents and were not allowed to see anyone — the laƩer did not approve.  

The Commission had a large number of quesƟons under invesƟgaƟon. It is impossible to give 
a comprehensive review here beyond staƟng some of the chief contenƟons between China 
and Japan and the Commission’s unanimous conclusions.  

Japan having fought two wars over Korea and Manchuria and having annexed Korea in 1910, 
thinks that Manchuria is not necessarily Chinese territory, which is a point oŌen emphasized 
by Japanese speakers in public. China has never paid much aƩenƟon to such propaganda 
because it was plainly pure ficƟon spread by the Japanese for their own purpose. The 
Commission has the following to say about it:  

The Chinese people regard Manchuria as an integral part of China and deeply resent any 
aƩempt to separate it from the rest of their country. Hitherto, these three Eastern 
provinces have always been considered both by China and by foreign powers as a part 
of China, and the de jure authority of the Chinese Government there has been 
unquesƟoned. This is evidenced in many Sino- Japanese treaƟes and agreements, as 
well as in other internaƟonal convenƟons, and has been reiterated in numerous 
statements issued officially by Foreign Offices, including that of Japan.  

Japan has repeatedly claimed a "special posiƟon” in Manchuria and actually tried to ask other 
countries to recognize it. While China recognizes that Japan, like some other countries, has 
certain economic interests in Manchuria, she maintains that Japan has no claim to a "special 
posiƟon” in any sense. The Commission has the following to say about this maƩer:  

The signatories of the Nine Power Treaty of the Washing- ton Conference of February 
6th, 1922, by agreeing to "respect the sovereignty, the independence, and the territorial 
and ad- ministraƟve integrity” of China, to maintain "equality of opportunity in China 
for the trade and industry of all naƟons,” by refraining from taking advantage of 
condiƟons in China "in order to seek special rights or privileges” there, and by providing 
"the fullest and most unembarrassing opportunity to China to develop and maintain for 
herself an effecƟve and stable government,” challenged to a large extent the claims of 
any signatory State to a "special posiƟon” or to "special rights and interests” in any part 
of China, including Manchuria.  

Japan oŌen charges that China is "not an organized State” and that China is only a 
"geographical expression” or "is in a condiƟon of complete chaos and incredible anarchy”; 
therefore Japan thinks she is enƟtled to take Manchuria for herself. China’s contenƟon is that 
she is being transformed from an ancient country into a modern naƟon and being a country 
larger than Europe and with a populaƟon larger than that of Europe, it necessarily takes Ɵme 



and she is already well on the road to naƟonal stability and progress, and China holds that 
Japan has repeatedly endeavored to promote dissension in China and is now com- miƫng 
internaƟonal banditry in seizing Manchuria. China, with her transiƟon, is not a menace to the 
peace of the world, while Japan with her defiant violaƟon of internaƟonal treaƟes and military 
depredaƟon is the greatest menace to the peace of the world. With regard to development in 
China, the Commission says in effect that China is today in a beƩer condiƟon than in 1922 
when the Nine Power Treaty was signed and that  

"although at present the Central Government’s authority is sƟll weak in a number of 
provinces, the central authority is not, at least openly, repudiated, and there is reason 
to hope that, if the Central Government as such can be maintained, provincial 
administraƟon, military forces, and finance will acquire an increasingly naƟonal 
character. These, among others, were doubtless the reasons which induced the 
Assembly of the League of NaƟons last September to elect China to the Council.”  

  

The Commission, in another passage, said;  

"The vision of a China unified, strong, and hosƟle, a naƟon of four hundred millions, 
dominant in Manchuria and in Eastern Asia, is disturbing to many Japanese. . . .”  

  

The Japanese claim that on the night of September 18th, 1931, when they seized Mukden and 
several other ciƟes, they were aƩacked by the Chinese and they only acted in self-defence. 
The Commission, aŌer going over the situaƟon carefully and examining witnesses, gave the 
following verdict:  

The Chinese, in accordance with the instrucƟons referred to on page 187, had no plan 
of aƩacking the Japanese troops, or of endangering the lives or property of Japanese 
naƟonals at this parƟcular Ɵme or place. They made no concerted or authorized aƩack 
on the Japanese forces and were surprised by the Japanese aƩack and subsequent 
operaƟon . . . the military operaƟons of the Japanese troops during this night, which 
have been described above, cannot be regarded as measures of legiƟmate self-defense.  

AŌer the Japanese had extended their military operaƟons through- out Manchuria, they 
created a puppet state called "Manchukuo” and filled the important posiƟons with Japanese. 
Japan, having "recognized” this so-called new state, insists that it was created as a result of 
the spontaneous will of the Manchurians. The Commission’s conclusion was as follows:  

The evidence received from all sources has saƟsfied the Commission that while there 
were a number of factors which contributed to the creaƟon of "Manchukuo,” the two 
which in combinaƟon were most effecƟve, and without which, in our judgment, the new 
State could not have been formed, were the presence of Japanese troops and the 
acƟviƟes of Japanese offi- cials, both civil and military. For this reason the present 



regime cannot be considered to have been called into existence by a genuine and 
spontaneous independence movement.  

The lack of Ɵme will not permit menƟoning many other points which I have in mind, but the 
above points show that pracƟcally all China’s main contenƟons have been upheld and Japan 
has been found guilty of the violaƟon of the Covenant of the League of NaƟons, the Nine 
Power Treaty, and the Kellogg-Briand AnƟ-War Pact, all of which she voluntarily signed and 
pledged herself to respect. Japan is an internaƟonal outlaw or bandit, and she has the nerve 
to call the inhabitants of Manchuria bandits and to carry out a so-called bandit-suppression 
campaign which is nothing but an orgy of slaughtering of thousands of innocent men, women, 
and children, and the wholesale destrucƟon of farms, villages, schools, and public insƟtuƟons. 
The militarists of Japan, who are responsible for what the Japanese have done in Manchuria, 
have re- sorted to assassinaƟon in Japan to suppress any opposiƟon by enlightened people at 
home and have inaugurated a reign of terror in China. In Shanghai alone last winter over 
20,000 innocent people, chiefly women and children, were cruelly put to death and the homes 
of a quarter- million people were destroyed by air bombing and incendiarism. Libraries, 
universiƟes, schools and factories were their special targets, and these Japanese think they 
have done it and got off with it!  

Having gone through such unspeakable experiences what do you think the Chinese now want? 
Do they want to do the same thing to Japan? No. What they want is not vengeance, but jusƟce, 
namely that Japan must restore all her ill-goƩen gains to China and pay full damages and that 
China be insured against such brutality in the future.  

Now the recommendaƟons of the LyƩon Commission as a possible soluƟon of the situaƟon 
were extremely mild. They have not even reprimanded Japan, but have sought a compromise. 
They have not even insisted on the immediate evacuaƟon of the Japanese troops from 
Chinese territory, which the Japanese undertook to do twice before the League of NaƟons, 
nor have they menƟoned that Japan must pay China due reparaƟons. They have proposed in 
brief ten principles as a basis of a soluƟon, and a series of conferences which should lead to 
the seƩlement of all outstanding issues between all parƟes concerned.  

  

China being the wronged party, is enƟtled to reparaƟons for damages and the full restoraƟon 
of her rights. The compromise proposed by the Commission can hardly be said to give China 
any saƟsfacƟon. Yet China has refrained so far from giving any direct criƟcism at Geneva, as 
we consider that it would be bad taste at this stage to criƟcize the report of the Commission, 
whose appointment had the approval of China and Japan, as well as over two scores of other 
naƟons. But the Japanese have openly rejected the recommendaƟons of the Commission and 
insist that nothing but a recommendaƟon for the recogniƟon of their puppet state Manchukuo, 
would be acceptable to them. In other words, Japan defies the public opinion of the whole 
civilized world and she makes it known beyond a shadow of doubt that she will conƟnue in 



her policy of aggression and depredaƟon in the Far East in defiance of exisƟng treaƟes. She 
has put herself in the posiƟon of an outlaw and insists upon conƟnuing her career as an 
outlawed naƟon, and she challenges the world with impunity.  

Japan is asking the world to wait paƟently to see the results of her exploits, while her armed 
forces are daily puƫng scores and hundreds of innocent men, women, and children to death. 
At the same Ɵme, she is sƟfling the trade of other countries. She says she is maintaining the 
"Open Door” in Manchuria, but the trade of the United States has been reduced to less than 
one-quarter of its former volume. The Japanese are so crowding this "Open Door,” that there 
is no room for other people to come in and out. This is what is going to happen all over the 
Pacific and the Far East, if the Japanese are allowed to conƟnue as they have done during the 
last fourteen months. This will deal such a blow to the industry and trade of other naƟons, 
that their economic recovery will be hopelessly retarded.  

Of all the naƟons that have cherished the cause of internaƟonal peace and jusƟce, America 
can be justly proud that she has taken the leadership. The Covenant of the League of NaƟons 
was proposed by an American president, the Nine Power Treaty, which guarantees China’s 
territorial and administraƟve integrity and which maintains the "Open Door” in China, was 
sponsored by the United States. The Kellogg-Briand AnƟ-War Pact was also sponsored by this 
country. So long as this country and the other signatories insist on these treaƟes being 
respected and hold themselves responsible as a maƩer of naƟonal honor to have them 
enforced, Japan will be powerless in her present efforts to disturb world peace; but apparently 
the Japanese militarists do not believe that the world is sincere in its peace efforts so they 
think they can persuade other naƟons by strengthening their military forces. During the last 
few days, the Japanese militarists have adopted a budget calling for enormous increases in 
expenditures during the coming year for their army and navy. They have pracƟcally doubled 
the esƟmates for the previous year. And that is the way they proposed to back up their pro- 
testaƟon for the promoƟon of world peace!  

We are today at the cross-roads. Will the naƟons of the world unite to enforce peace, or shall 
we driŌ back to a world of compeƟƟve armament and internaƟonal chaos? 

 

 
Extracts from Benito Mussolini, The Doctrine of Fascism (1932). Full 
document available at: https://sjsu.edu/faculty/wooda/2B-
HUM/Readings/The-Doctrine-of-Fascism.pdf 
 Like every sound political conception, Fascism is action and it is thought; action in 
which doctrine is immanent, and doctrine arising from a given system of historical 
forces in which it is inserted, and working on them from within… There can be no 
conception of the State which is not fundamentally a conception of life: philosophy or 



intuition, system of ideas evolving within the framework of logic or concentrated in a 
vision or a faith, but always, at least potentially, an organic conception of the world.  

Thus many of the practical expressions of Fascism such as party organization, system 
of education, and discipline can only be understood when considered in relation to its 
general attitude toward life. A spiritual attitude, Fascism sees in the world not only 
those superficial, material aspects in which man appears as an individual, standing by 
himself…it sees not only the individual but the nation and the country, Individuals and 
generations bound together by moral law, with common traditions and a mission which 
suppressing the instinct for life closed in a brief circle of pleasure, builds up a higher 
life,  founded on duty, a life free from the limitations of time and space, in which the 
individual, by self-sacrifice, the renunciation of self-interest, by death itself, can achieve 
that purely spiritual existence in which his value as a man consists. 

The conception is therefore a spiritual one, arising from the general reaction of the 
century against the materialistic positivism of the nineteenth century…Fascism wants 
man to be active and to engage in action with all his energies; it wants him to be 
manfully aware of the diƯiculties besetting him and ready to face them. It conceives of 
life as a struggle in which it behoves a man to win for himself a really worthy place, first 
of all by fitting himself (physically, morally, intellectually) to become the implement 
required for winning it. As for the individual, so for the nation, and so for mankind… 

This positive conception of life is obviously an ethical one. It invests the whole field of 
reality as well as the human activities which master it. No action is exempt from moral 
judgment; no activity can be despoiled of the value which a moral purpose confers on 
all things. Therefore life, as conceived of by the Fascist, is serious, austere, and 
religious; all its manifestations are poised in a world sustained by moral forces and 
subject to spiritual responsibilities. The Fascist disdains an ‘easy’ life. 

The Fascist conception of life is a religious one, in which man is viewed in his immanent 
relation to a higher law, endowed with an objective will transcending the individual and 
raising him to conscious membership of a spiritual society. Those who perceive nothing 
beyond opportunistic considerations in the religious policy of the Fascist regime fail to 
realise that Fascism is not only a system of government but also and above all a system 
of thought. 

In the Fascist conception of history, man is man only by virtue of the spiritual process to 
which he contributes as a member of the family, the social group, the nation, and in 
function of history to which all nations bring their contribution. Hence the great value of 
tradition in records, in language, in customs, in the rules of social life. Outside history 
man is a nonentity. Fascism is therefore opposed to all individualistic abstractions 
based on eighteenth-century materialism; and it is opposed to all Jacobinistic utopias 
and innovations. It does not believe in the possibility of “happiness” on earth as 



conceived of by the economistic literature of the eighteenth century, and it therefore 
rejects the theological notion that at some future time the human family will secure a 
final settlement of all its diƯiculties… 

…Anti-individualistic, the Fascist conception of life stresses the importance of the State 
and accepts the individual only in so far as his interests coincide with those of the State, 
which stands for the conscience and the universal will of man as a historic entity. It is 
opposed to classical liberalism which arose as a reaction to absolutism and exhausted 
its historical function when the State became the expression of the conscience and will 
of the people. Liberalism denied the State in the name of the individual; Fascism 
reasserts the rights of the State as expressing the real essence of the individual. And if 
liberty is to be the attribute of living men, and not of abstract dummies invented by 
individualistic liberalism, then Fascism stands for liberty, and for the only liberty worth 
having, the liberty of the State and of the individual within the State. The Fascist 
conception of the State is all embracing; outside of it no human or spiritual values can 
exist, much less have value. Thus understood, Fascism is totalitarian, and the Fascist 
State – a synthesis and a unit inclusive of all values – interprets, develops, and 
potentates the whole life of a people. 

No individuals or groups (political parties, cultural associations, economic unions, 
social classes) outside the State. Fascism is therefore opposed to Socialism to which 
unity within the State (which amalgamates classes into a single economic and ethical 
reality) is unknown, and which sees in history nothing but the class struggle. Fascism is 
likewise opposed to trade unionism as a class weapon… 

…Grouped according to their several interests, individuals form classes; they form 
trade-unions when organised according to their several economic activities; but first 
and foremost they form the State, which is no mere matter of numbers, the sums of the 
individuals forming the majority.  Fascism is therefore opposed to that form of 
democracy which equates a nation to the majority, lowering it to the level of the largest 
number… 

…It is not the nation that generates the State; that is an antiquated naturalistic concept 
which aƯorded a basis for nineteenth-century publicity in favour of national 
governments. Rather, it is the State which creates the nation, conferring volition and 
therefore real life on a people made aware of their moral unity… 

…A nation, as expressed in the State, is a living, ethical entity only in so far as it is 
progressive. Inactivity is death. Therefore the State is not only the authority which 
governs and confers legal form and spiritual value on individual wills, but it is also 
power which makes its will felt and respected beyond its own frontiers, thus aƯording 
practical proof of the universal character of the decisions necessary to ensure its 
development. This implies organisation and expansion, potential if not actual. Thus the 



State equates itself to the will of man, whose development cannot be checked by 
obstacles and which, by achieving self-expression, demonstrates its infinity. 

The Fascist State, as a higher and more powerful expression of personality, is a force, 
but a spiritual one. It sums up all the manifestations of the moral and intellectual life of 
man…The Fascist State is an inwardly accepted standard and rule of conduct, a 
discipline of the whole person; it permeates the will no less than the intellect. It stands 
for a principle which becomes the central motive of man as a member of civilised 
society, sinking deep down into his personality; it dwells in the heart of the man of 
action and of the thinker, of the artist and of the man of science; soul of the soul. 

Fascism, in short, is not only a law-giver and a founder of institutions, but an educator 
and a promoter of spiritual life. It aims at refashioning not only the forms of life but their 
content – man, his character, and his faith. To achieve this purpose it enforces discipline 
and uses authority, entering into the soul and ruling with undisputed sway. Therefore it 
has chosen as its emblem the Lictor’s rods, the symbol of unity, strength, and justice.  

Political and Social Doctrine 

…Fascism was not the nursling of a doctrine previously drafted at a desk; it was born of 
the need of action, and was action; it was not a party but, in the first two years, an anti-
party and a movement. The name I gave the organization fixed its character. 

Yet if anyone cares to re-read the now crumpled sheets of those days giving an account 
of the meeting at which the Italian Fasci di combattimento were founded, he will find 
not a doctrine but a series of pointers, forecasts, hints which, when free from the 
inevitable matrix of contingencies, were to develop in a few years’ time into a series of 
doctrinal positions entitling Fascism to rank as a political doctrine diƯering from all 
others, past or present…. 

…Fascism is now clearly defined not only as a regime but as a doctrine. This means that 
Fascism, exercising its critical faculties on itself and on others, has studied from its own 
special standpoint and judged by its own standards all the problems aƯecting the 
material and intellectual interests now causing such grave anxiety to the nations of the 
world, and is ready to deal with them by their own policies. 

First of all, as regards the future development of mankind, and quite apart from all 
present political considerations, Fascism does not, generally speaking, believe in the 
possibility or utility of perpetual peace. It therefore discards pacifism as a cloak for 
cowardly supine renunciation in contradistinction to self-sacrifice. War alone keys up 
all human energies to their maximum tension and sets the seal of nobility on those 
peoples who have the courage to face it. All other tests are substitutes which never 
place a man face to face with himself before the alternative of life or death… 



…After socialism, Fascism trains its guns on the whole block of democratic ideologies, 
and rejects both their premises and their practical applications and implements. 
Fascism denies that numbers, as such, can be the determining factor in human society; 
it denies the right of numbers to govern by means of periodical consultations; it asserts 
the irremediable and fertile and beneficent inequality of men who cannot be levelled by 
any such mechanical and extrinsic device as universal suƯrage….Democracy is a 
kingless regime infested by many kings who are sometimes more exclusive, tyrannical, 
and destructive than one, even if he be a tyrant…. 

…Neither has the Fascist conception of authority anything in common with that of a 
police-ridden State. A party governing a nation ‘totalitarianly’ is a new departure in 
history. There are no points of reference nor of comparison. From beneath the ruins of 
liberal, socialist, and democratic doctrines, Fascism extracts those elements which are 
still vital. It preserves what may be described as ‘the acquired facts’ of history; it rejects 
all else. That is to say, it rejects the idea of a doctrine suited to all times and to all 
people. Granted that the nineteenth century was the century of socialism, liberalism, 
democracy, this does not mean that the twentieth century must also be the century of 
socialism, liberalism, democracy. Political doctrines pass; nations remain. We are free 
to believe that this is the century of authority, a century tending to the ‘right’, a Fascist 
century. If the nineteenth century was the century of the individual (liberalism implies 
individualism), we are free to believe that this is the ‘collective’ century, and therefore 
the century of the State…A doctrine must therefore be a vital act and not a verbal 
display. Hence the pragmatic strain in Fascism, its will to power, its will to live, its 
attitude toward violence, and its value… 

… Far from crushing the individual, the Fascist State multiplies his energies, just as in a 
regiment a soldier is not diminished but multiplied by the number of his fellow soldiers. 

The Fascist State organises the nation, but it leaves the individual adequate elbow 
room. It has curtailed useless or harmful liberties while preserving those which are 
essential. In such matters the individual cannot be the judge, but the State only. 

The Fascist State is not indiƯerent to religious phenomena in general nor does it 
maintain an attitude of indiƯerence to Roman Catholicism, the special, positive religion 
of Italians. The State has not got a theology, but it has a moral code…The Fascist State 
does not attempt, as did Robespierre at the height of the revolutionary delirium of the 
Convention, to set up a “God” of its own; nor does it vainly seek, as does Bolshevism, to 
eƯace God from the soul of man. Fascism respects the God of ascetics, saints, and 
heroes, and it also respects God as conceived by the ingenuous and primitive heart of 
the people… 

…The Fascist State expresses the will to exercise power and to command. Here the 
Roman tradition is embodied in a conception of strength. Imperial power, as 



understood by the Fascist doctrine, is not only territorial, or military, or commercial; it is 
also spiritual and ethical. An imperial nation, that is to say a nation which directly or 
indirectly is a leader of others, can exist without the need of conquering a single square 
mile of territory. Fascism sees in the imperialistic spirit – i.e. in the tendency of nations 
to expand – a manifestation of their vitality. In the opposite tendency, which would limit 
their interests to the home country, it sees a symptom of decadence. Peoples who rise 
or re-arise are imperialistic; renunciation is characteristic of dying peoples. The Fascist 
doctrine is that best suited to the tendencies and feelings of a people which, like the 
Italian, after lying fallow during centuries of foreign servitude, are now reasserting itself 
in the world… 

…If each age has its doctrine, then innumerable symptoms indicate that the doctrine of 
our age is the Fascist. That it is vital is shown by the fact that it has aroused a faith; that 
this faith has conquered souls is shown by the fact that Fascism can point to its fallen 
heroes and its martyrs. 

Hitler’s closing speech to the Nazi Sixth Party Congress, Nuremberg, 8 
September 1934. Source: www.campbellmgold.com 
The Sixth Party Congress of the Movement is coming to an end. 

What millions of Germans outside our Party ranks may have considered only a most 
impressive display of political power, has meant immeasurably more for the old 
fighters, the great personal and spiritual meeting of old fighters and comrades-in-arms. 

And perhaps one or the other among you, in spite of the compelling splendour of this 
gathering of our Party, was recalling those days when it was still quite diƯicult to be a 
National Socialist. (applause) 

When our Party had only seven men, it already voiced two principles: first, it wanted to 
be a true ideologically conditioned Movement; and, second, it wanted, therefore to be 
the sole power in Germany. (applause) 

As a Party, we had to remain in the minority because we had to mobilise the most 
valuable elements of struggling and sacrifice of the Reich, which, at all times, have 
amounted not to a majority, but to a minority. (applause) 

Because these men, the best of the German race, in proud self-confidence, have 
courageously and boldly claimed the leadership of the Reich and Nation, the people in 
ever-greater numbers have joined this leadership and subordinated themselves. 
(applause) 

The German people are happy in the knowledge that the constantly changing leadership 
has now been replaced by a fixed pole; a force which considers itself the representative 
of the best blood, and, knowing this, has elevated themselves to the leadership of this 



Nation and is determined to keep this leadership, to use it to the best advantage and 
never to relinquish it again. (applause) 

It will always be only a part of the Nation which will consist of really active fighters, and 
more of them will be asked than the millions of other citizens. For them, the mere 
pledge “I believe” is not enough; instead, they will swear to the oath “I will fight”. 

The Party will for all time to come represent the elite of the political leadership of the 
German people. It will be unchangeable in its doctrine, hard as steel in its organizational 
tactics, supple and adaptable; in its entity however, it will be like a Holy Order! 
(applause). 

But the goal must be that all loyal Germans will become National Socialists. Only the 
best National Socialists are members of the Party! (applause) 

In the past, our enemies persecuted us and have removed the undesirable elements 
from our Party for us. Today, we ourselves must remove undesirable elements which 
have proven to be bad. What is bad, has no place among us! (applause) 

It is our wish and will that this State and Reich will endure for millennia to come. 

We are happy in the knowledge that this fortune belongs to us completely! (applause) 

While the older ones among us may possibly waiver, the youth is committed to us, body 
and soul! (applause) 

Only when the Party, with the cooperation of everyone, makes it the highest 
embodiment of National Socialist thought and spirit, will the Party be an eternal an 
indestructible pillar of the German people and of our Reich. 

Then, eventually, the magnificent, glorious army, those old, proud warriors of our 
Nation, will be joined by the political leadership of the Party equally tradition-minded, 
and then these two institutions together will educate and strengthen the German Man 
and carry on their shoulders the German State, the German Reich! (applause) 

At this hour, tens of thousands of Party members are already leaving the city, while 
some of them are still revelling in their memories, others are already beginning to 
prepare for the next review – again and again people will come and go, they will be 
moved anew, be pleased and equally inspired, because the Idea of the Movement is a 
living expression of our people, and therefore, a symbol of eternity. Long live the 
National Socialist Movement! Long live Germany! (cheers, applause) 



Joseph Goebbels, Pamphlet distributed at screenings of the film Der 
Ewige Jude, November 1940. Source: 
www.holocaustresearchproject.org/holoprelude/derewigejude.html 
The film begins with an impressive expedition through the Jewish ghettoes in Poland. We 
are shown Jewish living ‘quarters, which in our view cannot be called houses. In these 
dirty rooms lives and prays a race, which earns its living not by work but by haggling and 
swindling. From the little urchin to the old man, they stand in the streets, trading and 
bargaining.  

Using trick photography, we are shown how the Jewish racial mixture in Asia Minor 
developed and flooded the entire world. We see a parallel to this in the itinerant routes 
of rats, which are the parasites and bacillus-carriers among animals, just as the Jews 
occupy the same position among mankind.  

 The Jew has always known how to assimilate his external appearance to that of his 
host. Contrasted are the same Jewish types, first the Eastern Jew with his kaftans', 
beard, and sideburns, and then the clean-shaven, Western European Jew. This strikingly 
demonstrates how he has deceived the Aryan people. Under this mask he increased his 
influence more and more in Aryan nations and climbed to higher-ranking positions. But 
he could not change his inner being.  

 
 After the banishment of the Jews from Europe was lifted, following the age of 
Enlightenment, the Jew succeeded within the course of several decades in dominating 
the world economy, before the various host nations realized - and this despite the fact 
that they made up only 1 per cent of the world population. An excerpt from an American 
film about the Rothschild's, made by Jews, reveals to us the cunning foundations of 
their banking empire.  

Then we see how Jews, working for their international finance, drive the German people 
into the November Revolution. They then shed their anonymity and step out openly on 
to the stage of political and cultural life. Thus the men who were responsible for the 
disgraceful debasement of the German people are paraded before us. Incontestable 
examples are shown of how they robbed the country and the people of immense sums.  

 As well as gaining financial supremacy they were able to dominate cultural life. The 
repulsive pictures of so-called Jewish "art" reveal the complete decline of cultural life at 
that time.  Using original sequences from contemporary films, the degrading and 
destructive tendency of Jewish power is exposed. For hundreds of years German artists 
have glorified figures from the Old Testament, knowing full well the real face of Jewry.  

 How the Jew actually looks like is shown in scenes shot by Jews themselves in a 
"culture film" of a Purim festival, which is still celebrated today to commemorate the 



slaughter of 75,000 anti-Semitic Persians, and the doctrine with which future Rabbis in 
Jewish schools are educated to be political pedagogues. We look into a Jewish 'Talmud' 
class and experience the oriental tone of the ceremony in a Jewish synagogue, where 
Jews conduct business deals among themselves during the holy services.  

However, the cruel face of Judaism is most brutally displayed in the final scenes, in 
which original shots of a kosher butchering are revealed. These film documents of the 
inhuman slaughter of cattle and sheep without anaesthesia provide conclusive 
evidence of a brutality which is simply inconceivable to all Aryan people. In shining 
contrast, the film closes with pictures of German people and German order which fill 
the viewer with a feeling of deep gratification for belonging to a race whose Führer is 
fundamentally solving the Jewish problem.  

 

Joseph Goebbels, ‘Nation, Rise Up, and Let the Storm Break Loose!’, 
Speech delivered at the Berlin Sportspalast on 18 February 1943. 
Source: Goebbels' 1943 Speech on Total War 
Only three weeks ago I stood in this place to read the Führer’s proclamation on the 10th 
anniversary of the seizure of power, and to speak to you and to the German people. The 
crisis we now face on the Eastern Front was at its height. In the midst of the hard 
misfortunes the nation faced in the battle on the Volga, we gathered together in a mass 
meeting on the 30th of January to display our unity, our unanimity and our strong will to 
overcome the diƯiculties we faced in the fourth year of the war. 

It was a moving experience for me, and probably also for all of you, to be bound by radio 
with the last heroic fighters in Stalingrad during our powerful meeting here in the Sport 
Palace. They radioed to us that they had heard the Führer’s proclamation, and perhaps 
raising their hands to sing the national anthems. What an example German soldiers 
have set in this great age! And what an obligation it puts on us all, particularly the entire 
German homeland! Stalingrad was and is fate’s great alarm call to the German nation! A 
nation that has the strength to survive and overcome such a disaster, even to draw from 
it additional strength, is unbeatable. In my speech to you and the German people, I shall 
remember the heroes of Stalingrad, who put me and all of us under a deep obligation. 

I do not know how many millions of people are listening to me over the radio tonight, at 
home and at the front. I want to speak to all of you from the depths of my heart to the 
depths of yours. I believe that the entire German people has a passionate interest in 
what I have to say tonight. I will therefore speak with holy seriousness and openness, as 
the hour demands. The German people, raised, educated and disciplined by National 
Socialism, can bear the whole truth. It knows the gravity of the situation, and its 
leadership can therefore demand the necessary hard measures, yes even the hardest 



measures. We Germans are armed against weakness and uncertainty. The blows and 
misfortunes of the war only give us additional strength, firm resolve, and a spiritual and 
fighting will to overcome all diƯiculties and obstacles with revolutionary élan. 

Now is not the time to ask how it all happened. That can wait until later, when the 
German people and the whole world will learn the full truth about the misfortune of the 
past weeks, and its deep and fateful significance. The heroic sacrifices of heroism of our 
soldiers in Stalingrad has had vast historical significance for the whole Eastern Front. It 
was not in vain. The future will make clear why. 

When I jump over the past to look ahead, I do it intentionally. The time is short! There is 
no time for fruitless debates. We must act, immediately, thoroughly, and decisively, as 
has always been the National Socialist way. 

The movement has from its beginning acted in that way to master the many crises it 
faced and overcame. The National Socialist state also acted decisively when faced by a 
threat. We are not like the ostrich that sticks its head in the sand so as not to see 
danger. We are brave enough to look danger in the face, to coolly and ruthlessly take its 
measure, then act decisively with our heads held high. Both as a movement and as a 
nation, we have always been at our best when we needed fanatic, determined wills to 
overcome and eliminate danger, or a strength of character suƯicient to overcome every 
obstacle, or bitter determination to reach our goal, or an iron heart capable of 
withstanding every internal and external battle. So it will be today. My task is to give you 
an unvarnished picture of the situation, and to draw the hard conclusions that will guide 
the actions of the German government, but also of the German people. 

We face a serious military challenge in the East. The crisis is at the moment a broad 
one, similar but not identical in many ways to that of the previous winter. Later we will 
discuss the causes. Now, we must accept things as they are and discover and apply the 
ways and means to turn things again in our favour. There is no point in disputing the 
seriousness of the situation. I do not want to give you a false impression of the situation 
that could lead to false conclusions, perhaps giving the German people a false sense of 
security that is altogether inappropriate in the present situation. 

The storm raging against our venerable continent from the steppes this winter 
overshadows all previous human and historical experience. The German army and its 
allies are the only possible defence. In his proclamation on 30 January, the Führer asked 
in a grave and compelling way what would have become of Germany and Europe if, on 
30 January 1933, a bourgeois or democratic government had taken power instead of the 
National Socialists! What dangers would have followed, faster than we could then have 
suspected, and what powers of defence would we have had to meet them? Ten years of 
National Socialism have been enough to make plain to the German people the 
seriousness of the danger posed by Bolshevism from the East. Now one can understand 



why we spoke so often of the fight against Bolshevism at our Nuremberg party rallies. 
We raised our voices in warning to our German people and the world, hoping to awaken 
Western humanity from the paralysis of will and spirit into which it had fallen. We tried 
to open their eyes to the horrible danger from Eastern Bolshevism, which had subjected 
a nation of nearly 200 million people to the terror of the Jews and was preparing an 
aggressive war against Europe. 

When the Führer ordered the army to attack the East on 22 June 1941, we all knew that 
this would be the decisive battle of this great struggle. We knew the dangers and 
diƯiculties. But we also knew that dangers and diƯiculties always grow over time, they 
never diminish. It was two minutes before midnight. Waiting any longer could easily 
have led to the destruction of the Reich and a total Bolshevization of the European 
continent. 

It is understandable that, as a result of broad concealment and misleading actions by 
the Bolshevist government, we did not properly evaluate the Soviet Union’s war 
potential. Only now do we see its true scale. That is why the battle our soldiers face in 
the East exceeds in its hardness, dangers and diƯiculties all human imagining. It 
demands our full national strength. This is a threat to the Reich and to the European 
continent that casts all previous dangers into the shadows. If we fail, we will have failed 
our historic mission. Everything we have built and done in the past pales in the face of 
this gigantic task that the German army directly and the German people less directly 
face. 

I speak first to the world, and proclaim three theses regarding our fight against the 
Bolshevist danger in the East. 

This first thesis: Were the German army not in a position to break the danger from the 
East, the Reich would fall to Bolshevism, and all Europe shortly afterwards. 

Second: The German army, the German people and their allies alone have the strength 
to save Europe from this threat. 

Third: Danger faces us. We must act quickly and decisively, or it will be too late. 

I turn to the first thesis. Bolshevism has always proclaimed its goal openly: to bring 
revolution not only to Europe, but to the entire world, and plunge it into Bolshevist 
chaos. This goal has been evident from the beginning of the Bolshevist Soviet Union, 
and has been the ideological and practical goal of the Kremlin’s policies. Clearly, the 
nearer Stalin and the other Soviet leaders believe they are to realizing their world-
destroying objectives, the more they attempt to hide and conceal them. We cannot be 
fooled. We are not like those timid souls who wait like the hypnotized rabbit until the 
serpent devours them. We prefer to recognize the danger in good time and take eƯective 
action. We see through not only the ideology of Bolshevism, but also its practice, for we 



had great success with that in our domestic struggles. The Kremlin cannot deceive us. 
We had fourteen years of our struggle for power, and ten years thereafter, to unmask its 
intentions and its infamous deceptions. 

The goal of Bolshevism is Jewish world revolution. They want to bring chaos to the Reich 
and Europe, using the resulting hopelessness and desperation to establish their 
international, Bolshevist-concealed capitalist tyranny. 

I do not need to say what that would mean for the German people. A Bolshevization of 
the Reich would mean the liquidation of our entire intelligentsia and leadership, and the 
descent of our workers into Bolshevist-Jewish slavery. In Moscow, they find workers for 
forced labour battalions in the Siberian tundra, as the Führer said in his proclamation on 
30 January. The revolt of the steppes is readying itself at the front, and the storm from 
the East that breaks against our lines daily in increasing strength is nothing other than a 
repetition of the historical devastation that has so often in the past endangered our part 
of the world. 

That is a direct threat to the existence of every European power. No one should believe 
that Bolshevism would stop at the borders of the Reich, were it to be victorious. The goal 
of its aggressive policies and wars is the Bolshevization of every land and people in the 
world. In the face of such undeniable intentions, we are not impressed by paper 
declarations from the Kremlin or guarantees from London or Washington. We know that 
we are dealing in the East with an infernal political devilishness that does not recognize 
the norms governing relations between people and nations. When for example the 
English Lord Beaverbrook says that Europe must be given over to the Soviets or when 
the leading American Jewish journalist Brown cynically adds that a Bolshevization of 
Europe might solve all of the continent’s problems, we know what they have in mind. 
The European powers are facing the most critical question. The West is in danger. It 
makes no diƯerence whether or not their governments and intellectuals realize it or not. 

The German people, in any event, is unwilling to bow to this danger. Behind the 
oncoming Soviet divisions we see the Jewish liquidation commandos, and behind them 
terror, the spectre of mass starvation and complete anarchy. International Jewry is the 
devilish ferment of decomposition that finds cynical satisfaction in plunging the world 
into the deepest chaos and destroying ancient cultures that it played no role in building. 

We also know our historic responsibility. Two thousand years of Western civilization are 
in danger. One cannot overestimate the danger. It is indicative that when one names it 
as it is, International Jewry throughout the world protests loudly. Things have gone so far 
in Europe that one cannot call a danger a danger when it is caused by the Jews. 

That does not stop us from drawing the necessary conclusions. That is what we did in 
our earlier domestic battles. The democratic Jewry of the “Berliner Tageblatt” and the 
“Vossischen Zeitung” served communist Jewry by minimizing and downplaying a 



growing danger, and by lulling our threatened people to sleep and reducing their ability 
to resist. We could see, if the danger were not overcome, the spectre of hunger, misery, 
and forced labour by millions of Germans. We could see our venerable part of the world 
collapse, and bury in its ruins the ancient inheritance of the West. That is the danger we 
face today. 

My second thesis: Only the German Reich and its allies are in the position to resist this 
danger. The European nations, including England, believe that they are strong enough to 
resist eƯectively the Bolshevization of Europe, should it come to that. This belief is 
childish and not even worth refuting. If the strongest military force in the world is not 
able to break the threat of Bolshevism, who else could do it? (The crowd in the 
Sportpalast shouts “No one!”). The neutral European nations have neither the potential 
nor the military means nor the spiritual strength to provide even the least resistance to 
Bolshevism. Bolshevism’s robotic divisions would roll over them within a few days. In 
the capitals of the mid-sized and smaller European states, they console themselves 
with the idea that one must be spiritually armed against Bolshevism (laughter). That 
reminds us of the statements by bourgeois parties in 1932, who thought they could fight 
and win the battle against communism with spiritual weapons. That was too stupid 
even then to be worth refuting. Eastern Bolshevism is not only a doctrine of terrorism, it 
is also the practice of terrorism. It strives for its goals with an infernal thoroughness, 
using every resource at its disposal, regardless of the welfare, prosperity or peace of the 
peoples it ruthlessly oppresses. What would England and America do if, in the worst 
case, Europe fell into Bolshevism’s arms? Will London perhaps persuade Bolshevism to 
stop at the English Channel? I have already said that Bolshevism has its foreign legions 
in the form of communist parties in every democratic nation. None of these states can 
think it is immune to domestic Bolshevism. In a recent by-election for the House of 
Commons, the independent, that is communist, candidate got 10,741 of the 22,371 
votes cast. This was in a district that had formerly been a conservative stronghold. 
Within a short time, 10,000 voters, nearly half, had been lost to the communists. 

That is proof that the Bolshevist danger exists in England too, and that it will not go away 
simply because it is ignored. We place no faith in any territorial promises that the Soviet 
Union may make. Bolshevism set ideological as well as military boundaries, which 
poses a danger to every nation. The world no longer has the choice between falling back 
into its old fragmentation or accepting a new order for Europe under Axis leadership. 
The only choice now is between living under Axis protection or in a Bolshevist Europe. 

I am firmly convinced that the lamenting lords and archbishops in London have not the 
slightest intention of resisting the Bolshevist danger that would result were the Soviet 
army to enter Europe. Jewry has so deeply infected the Anglo-Saxon states both 
spiritually and politically that they are no longer have the ability to see the danger. It 
conceals itself as Bolshevism in the Soviet Union, and plutocratic-capitalism in the 



Anglo-Saxon states. The Jewish race is an expert at mimicry. They put their host peoples 
to sleep, paralyzing their defensive abilities. (Shouts from the crowd: “We have 
experienced it!”). Our insight into the matter led us to the early realization that 
cooperation between international plutocracy and international Bolshevism was not a 
contradiction, but rather a sign of deep commonalities. The hand of the pseudo-
civilized Jewry of Western Europe shakes the hand of the Jewry of the Eastern ghettos 
over Germany. Europe is in deadly danger. 

I do not flatter myself into believing that my remarks will influence public opinion in the 
neutral, much less the enemy, states. That is also not my goal or intention. I know that, 
given our problems on the Eastern Front, the English press tomorrow will furiously 
attack me with the accusation that I have made the first peace feelers (loud laughter). 
That is certainly not so. No one in Germany thinks any longer of a cowardly compromise. 
The entire people thinks only of a hard war. As a spokesman for the leading nation of the 
continent, however, I claim the right to call a danger a danger if it threatens not 
threatens not only our own land, but our entire continent. We National Socialists have 
the duty to sound the alarm against International Jewry’s attempt to plunge the 
European continent into chaos, and to warn that Jewry has in Bolshevism a terroristic 
military power whose danger cannot be overestimated. 

My third thesis is that the danger is immediate. The paralysis of the Western European 
democracies before their deadliest threat is frightening. International Jewry is doing all it 
can to encourage such paralysis. During our struggle for power in Germany, Jewish 
newspapers tried to conceal the danger, until National Socialism awakened the people. 
It is just the same today in other nations. Jewry once again reveals itself as the 
incarnation of evil, as the plastic demon of decay and the bearer of an international 
culture-destroying chaos. 

This explains, by the way, our consistent Jewish policies. We see Jewry as a direct threat 
to every nation. We do not care what other peoples do about the danger. What we do to 
defend ourselves is our own business, however, and we will not tolerate objections from 
others. Jewry is a contagious infection. Enemy nations may raise hypocritical protests 
against our measures against Jewry and cry crocodile tears, but that will not stop us 
from doing that which is necessary. Germany, in any event, has no intention of bowing 
before this threat, but rather intends to take the most radical measures, if necessary, in 
good time (After this sentence, the chants of the audience prevent the minister from 
going on for several minutes). 

The military challenges of the Reich in the East are at the centre of everything. The war 
of mechanized robots against Germany and Europe has reached its high point. In 
resisting the grave and direct threat with its weapons, the German people and its Axis 
allies are fulfilling in the truest sense of the word a European mission. Our courageous 
and just battle against this world-wide plague will not be hindered by the worldwide 



outcry of International Jewry. It can and must end only with victory (Here there are loud 
shouts: “German men, to arms! German women, to work!”). 

The tragic battle of Stalingrad is a symbol of heroic, manly resistance to the revolt of the 
steppes. It has not only a military, but also an intellectual and spiritual significance for 
the German people. Here for the first time our eyes have been opened to the true nature 
of the war. We want no more false hopes and illusions. We want bravely to look the facts 
in the face, however hard and dreadful they may be. The history of our party and our 
state has proven that a danger recognized is a danger defeated. Our coming hard battles 
in the East will be under the sign of this heroic resistance. It will require previously 
undreamed of eƯorts by our soldiers and our weapons. A merciless war is raging in the 
East. The Führer was right when he said that in the end there will not be winners and 
losers, but the living and the dead. 

The German nation knows that. Its healthy instincts have led it through the daily 
confusion of intellectual and spiritual diƯiculties. We know today that the Blitzkrieg in 
Poland and the campaign in the West have only limited significance to the battle in the 
East. The German nation is fighting for everything it has. We know that the German 
people are defending their holiest possessions: their families, women and children, the 
beautiful and untouched countryside, their cities and villages, their two thousand year 
old culture, everything indeed that makes life worth living. 

Bolshevism of course has not the slightest appreciation for our nation’s treasures, and 
would take no heed of them whatsoever if it came to that. It did not do so even for its 
own people. The Soviet Union over the last 25 years built up Bolshevism’s military 
potential to an unimaginable degree, and one we falsely evaluated. Terrorist Jewry had 
200 million people to serve it in Russia. It cynically used its methods on to create out of 
the stolid toughness of the Russian people a grave danger for the civilized nations of 
Europe. A whole nation in the East was driven to battle. Men, women, and even children 
are employed not only in armaments factories, but in the war itself. 200 million live 
under the terror of the GPU, partially captives of a devilish viewpoint, partially of 
absolute stupidity. The masses of tanks we have faced on the Eastern Front are the 
result of 25 years of social misfortune and misery of the Bolshevist people. We have to 
respond with similar measures if we do not want to give up the game as lost. 

My firm conviction is that we cannot overcome the Bolshevist danger unless we use 
equivalent, though not identical, methods. The German people face the gravest 
demand of the war, namely of finding the determination to use all our resources to 
protect everything we have and everything we will need in the future. 

Total war is the demand of the hour. We must put an end to the bourgeois attitude that 
we have also seen in this war: Wash my back, but don’t get me wet! (Every sentence is 
met with growing applause and agreement.) The danger facing us is enormous. The 



eƯorts we take to meet it must be just as enormous. The time has come to remove the 
kid gloves and use our fists. (A cry of elemental agreement rises. Chants from the 
galleries and seats testify to the full approval of the crowd.) We can no longer make only 
partial and careless use of the war potential at home and in the significant parts of 
Europe that we control. We must use our full resources, as quickly and thoroughly as it 
is organizationally and practically possible. Unnecessary concern is wholly out of place. 
The future of Europe hangs on our success in the East. We are ready to defend it. The 
German people are shedding their most valuable national blood in this battle. The rest 
of Europe should at least work to support us. There are many serious voices in Europe 
that have already realized this. Others still resist. That cannot influence us. If danger 
faced them alone, we could view their reluctance as literary nonsense of no 
significance. But the danger faces us all, and we must all do our share. Those who today 
do not understand that will thank us tomorrow on bended knees that we courageously 
and firmly took on the task. 

It bothers us not in the least that our enemies abroad claim that our total war measures 
resemble those of Bolshevism. They claim hypocritically that that means there is no 
need to fight Bolshevism. The question here is not one of method, but of the goal, 
namely eliminating the danger. (Applause for several minutes) The question is not 
whether the methods are good or bad, but whether they are successful. The National 
Socialist government is ready to use every means. We do not care if anyone objects. We 
are not willing to weaken Germany’s war potential by measures that maintain a high, 
almost peace-time standard of living for a certain class, thereby endangering our war 
eƯort. We are voluntarily giving up a significant part of our living standard to increase 
our war eƯort as quickly and completely as possible. This is not an end in itself, but 
rather a means to an end. Our social standard of living will be even higher after the war. 
We do not need to imitate Bolshevist methods, because we have better people and 
leaders, which gives us a great advantage. But things have shown that we must do much 
more than we have done so far to turn the war in the East decisively in our favour. 

As countless letters from the homeland and the front have shown, by the way, the entire 
German people agrees. Everyone knows that if we lose, all will be destroyed. The people 
and leadership are determined to take the most radical measures. The broad working 
masses of our people are not unhappy because the government is too ruthless. If 
anything, they are unhappy because it is too considerate. Ask anyone in Germany, and 
he will say: The most radical is just radical enough, and the most total is just total 
enough to gain victory. 

The total war eƯort has become a matter of the entire German people. No one has any 
excuse for ignoring its demands. A storm of applause greeted my call on 30 January for 
total war. I can therefore assure you that the leadership’s measures are in full 
agreement with the desires of the German people at home and at the front. The people 



are willing to bear any burden, even the heaviest, to make any sacrifice, if it leads to the 
great goal of victory. (Lively applause) 

This naturally assumes that the burdens are shared equally. (Loud approval) We cannot 
tolerate a situation in which most people carry the burden of the war, while a small, 
passive portion attempts to escape its burdens and responsibilities. The measures we 
have taken, and the ones we will yet take, will be characterized by the spirit of National 
Socialist justice. We pay no heed to class or standing. Rich and poor, high and low must 
share the burdens equally. Everyone must do his duty in this grave hour, whether by 
choice or otherwise. We know this has the full support of the people. We would rather 
do too much rather than too little to achieve victory. No war in history has ever been lost 
because of too many soldiers or weapons. Many, however, have been lost because the 
opposite was true. 

It is time to get the slackers moving. (Stormy agreement) They must be shaken out of 
their comfortable ease. We cannot wait until they come to their senses. That might be 
too late. The alarm must sound throughout the nation. Millions of hands must get to 
work throughout the country. The measures we have taken, and the ones we will now 
take, and which I shall discuss later in this speech, are critical for our whole public and 
private life. The individual may have to make great sacrifices, but they are tiny when 
compared to the sacrifices he would have to make if his refusal brought down on us the 
greatest national disaster. It is better to operate at the right time than to wait until the 
disease has taken root. One may not complain to the doctor or sue him for bodily injury. 
He cuts not to kill, but to save the patient’s life. 

Again let me say that the heavier the sacrifices the German people must make, the 
more urgent it is that they be fairly shared. The people want it that way. No one resists 
even the heaviest burdens of war. But it angers people when a few always try to escape 
the burdens. The National Socialist government has both the moral and political duty to 
oppose such attempts, if necessary with draconian penalties. (Agreement) Leniency 
here would be completely out of place, leading in time to a confusion in the people’s 
emotions and attitudes that would be a grave danger to our public morale. 

We are therefore compelled to adopt a series of measures that are not essential for the 
war eƯort in themselves, but seem necessary to maintain moral at home and at the 
front. The optics of the war, that is, how things outwardly appear, is of decisive 
importance in this fourth year of war. In view of the superhuman sacrifices that the front 
makes each day, it has a basic right to expect that no one at home claims the right to 
ignore the war and its demands. And not only the front demands this, but the 
overwhelming part of the homeland. The industrious have a right to expect that if they 
work ten or twelve or fourteen hours a day, a lazy person does not stand next to them 
who thinks them foolish. The homeland must stay pure and intact in its entirety. Nothing 
may disturb the picture. 



There are therefore a series of measures that take account of the war’s optics. We have 
ordered, for example, the closing of bars and night clubs. I cannot imagine that people 
who are doing their duty for the war eƯort still have the energy to stay out late into the 
night in such places. I can only conclude that they are not taking their responsibilities 
seriously. We have closed these establishments because they began to oƯend us, and 
because they disturb the image of the war. We have nothing against amusements as 
such. After the war we will happily go by the rule “Live and let live.” But during a war, the 
slogan must be “Fight and let fight!” 

We have also closed luxury restaurants that demand far more resources than is 
reasonable. It may be that an occasional person thinks that, even during war, his 
stomach is the most important thing. We cannot pay him any heed. At the front 
everyone from the simple soldier to the general field marshal eats from the field kitchen. 
I do not believe that it is asking too much to insist that we in the homeland pay heed to 
at least the basic laws of community thinking. We can become gourmets once again 
when the war is over. Right now, we have more important things to do than worry about 
our stomachs. 

Countless luxury stores have also been closed. They often oƯended the buying public. 
There was generally nothing to buy, unless perhaps one paid here and there with butter 
or eggs instead of money. What good do shops do that no longer have anything to sell, 
but only use electricity, heating, and human labour that is lacking everywhere else, 
particularly in the armaments industry. 

It is no excuse to say that keeping some of these shops open gives a lovely impression 
to foreigners. Foreigners will be impressed only by a German victory! (Stormy applause). 
Everyone will want to be our friend if we win the war. But if we lose, we will be able to 
count our friends on the fingers of one hand. We have put an end to such illusions. We 
want to put these people standing in empty shops to useful work in the war economy. 
This process is already in motion, and will be completed by 15 March. It is of course a 
major transformation in our entire economic life. We are following a plan. We do not 
want to accuse anyone unjustly or open them to complaints and accusations from 
every side. We are only doing what is necessary. But we are doing it quickly and 
thoroughly. 

We would rather wear worn clothing for a few years than have our people wear rags for a 
few centuries. What good are fashion salons today? They only use light, heat and 
workers. They will reappear when the war is over. What good are beauty shops that 
encourage a cult of beauty and take enormous time and energy? In peace they are 
wonderful, but a waste of time during war. Our women and girls will be able to greet our 
victorious returning soldiers without their peacetime finery. (Applause) 



Government oƯices will work faster and less bureaucratically. It does not leave a good 
impression when the oƯice closes on the dot after eight hours. The people are not there 
for the oƯices, the oƯices are there for the people. One has to work until the work is 
done. That is a requirement of the war. If the Führer can do that, so can his paid 
employees. If there is not enough work to fill the extended hours, 10 or 20 or 30 percent 
of the workers can be transferred to war production and replace other men for service at 
the front. That applies to all oƯices in the homeland. That by itself may make the work in 
some oƯices go more quickly and easily. We must learn from the war to operate quickly, 
not only thoroughly. The soldier at the front does not have weeks to think things over, to 
pass his thoughts up the line or let them sit in dusty files. He must act immediately or 
lose his life. In the homeland we do not lose our lives if we work slowly, but we do 
endanger the life of our people. 

Everyone must learn to pay heed to war morale, and pay attention to the just demands 
of working and fighting people. We are not spoilsports, but neither will we tolerate those 
who hinder our eƯorts. 

It is, for example, intolerable that certain men and women stay for weeks in spas and 
trade rumours, taking places away from soldiers on leave or from workers who are 
entitled to a vacation after a year of hard work. That is intolerable, and we have put an 
end to it. The war is not a time for amusement. Until it is over, we take our deepest 
satisfaction in work and battle. Those who do not understand that by themselves must 
be taught to understand it, and forced if need be. The harshest measures may be 
needed. 

It does not look good, for example, when we devote enormous propaganda to the 
theme: “Wheels must roll for victory!,” with the result that people avoid unnecessary 
travel only to see unemployed pleasure-seekers find more room for themselves in the 
trains. The railroad serves to transport war goods and travellers on war business. Only 
those who need a rest from hard work deserve a vacation. The Führer has not had a day 
of vacation since the war began. Since the first man of the country takes his duty so 
seriously and responsibly, it must be expected that every citizen will follow his example. 

On the other hand, the government is doing all it can to give working people the 
relaxation they need in these trying times. Theatres, movie houses, and music halls 
remain in full operation. The radio is working to expand and improve its programming. 
We have no intention of inflicting a grey winter mood on our people. That which serves 
the people and keeps up its fighting and working strength is good and essential to the 
war eƯort. We want to eliminate the opposite. To balance the measures I have already 
discussed, I have therefore ordered that cultural and spiritual establishments that serve 
the people not be decreased, but increased. As long as they aid rather than harm the 
war eƯort, they must be supported by the government. That applies to sports as well. 
Sports are not only for particular circles today, but a matter for the entire people. 



Military exemptions for athletes are out of place. The purpose of sports is to steel the 
body, certainly with the goal of using it appropriately in time of the people’s greatest 
need. 

The front shares our desires. The entire German people agrees passionately. It is no 
longer willing to put up with eƯorts that only waste time and resources. It will not put up 
with complicated questionnaires on every possible issue. It does not want to worry 
about a thousand minor matters that may have been important in peace, but are 
entirely unimportant during war. It also does not need to be constantly reminded of its 
duty by references to the great sacrifices of our soldiers at Stalingrad. It knows what it 
has to do. It wants everyone, high and low, rich and poor, to share a spartan lifestyle. 
The Führer gives us all an example, one that must be followed by everyone. He knows 
only work and care. We do not want to leave it all to him, but rather we want to take that 
part of it from him which we are able to bear. 

The present day has a remarkable resemblance for every genuine National Socialist to 
the period of struggle. We have always acted in the same way. We were with the people 
through thick and thin, and that is why the people followed us. We have always carried 
our burdens together with the people, and therefore they did not seem heavy to us, but 
rather light. The people want to be led. Never in history has the people failed a brave and 
determined leadership a critical hour. 

Let me say a few words in this regard about practical measures in our total war eƯort 
that we have already taken. 

The problem is freeing soldiers for the front, and freeing workers for the armaments 
industry. These are the primary goals, even at the cost of our standard of social life. This 
does not mean a permanent decline in our standard of living. It is only a means to 
reaching an end, that of total war. 

As part of this campaign, hundreds of thousands of military exemptions have been 
cancelled. These exemptions were given because we did not have enough skilled labour 
to fill the positions that would have been left open by revoking them. The reason for our 
current measures is to mobilize the necessary workers. That is why we have appealed to 
men not working in the war economy, and to women who were not working at all. They 
will not and cannot ignore our call. The duty for women to work is broad. That does not 
however mean that only those included in the law have to work. Anyone is welcome. The 
more who join the war eƯort, the more soldiers we can free for the front. 

Our enemies maintain that German women are not able to replace men in the war 
economy. That may be true for certain fields of heavy labour. But I am convinced that 
the German woman is determined to fill the spot left by the man leaving for the front, 
and to do so as soon as possible. We do not need to point out Bolshevism’s example. 
For years, millions of the best German women have been working successfully in war 



production, and they wait impatiently to be joined and assisted by others. All those who 
join in the work are only giving the proper thanks to those at the front. Hundreds of 
thousands have already joined, and hundreds of thousands more will join. We hope 
soon to free up armies of workers who will in turn free up armies of fighting front 
soldiers. 

I would think little of German women if I believed that they do not want to listen to my 
appeal. They will not seek to follow the letter of the law, or to slip through its loopholes. 
They few who may try will not succeed. We will not accept a doctor’s excuse. Nor will 
we accept the alibi that one must help one’s husband or relative or good friend as a way 
of avoiding work. We will respond appropriately. The few who may attempt it will only 
lose the respect of those around them. The people will despise them. No one expects a 
woman lacking the requisite physical strength to go to work in a tank factory. There are 
however numerous jobs in war production that do not demand great physical strength, 
and which a woman can do even if she comes from the better circles. No one is too 
good to work, and we all have the choice to give up what we have, or to lose everything. 

It is also time to ask women with household help if they really need it. One can take care 
of the house and children oneself, freeing the servant for other tasks, or leave the house 
and children in care of the servant or the NSV [the party welfare organization], and go 
to work oneself. Life may not be as pleasant as it is during peace. But we are not at 
peace, we are at war. We can be comfortable after we have won the war. Now we must 
sacrifice our comforts to gain victory. 

Soldiers’ wives surely understand this. They know it is their duty to their husbands to 
support them by doing work that is important to the war eƯort. That is true above all in 
agriculture. The wives of farmers must set a good example. Both men and women must 
be sure that no one does less during war than they did in peace; more work must 
instead be done in every area. 

One may not, by the way, make the mistake of leaving everything to the government. The 
government can only set the broad guidelines. To give life to those guidelines is the job 
of working people, under the inspiring leadership of the party. Fast action is essential. 

One must go beyond the legal requirements. “Volunteer!” is the slogan. As Gauleiter of 
Berlin, I appeal here above all to my fellow Berliners. They have given enough good 
examples of noble behaviour and bravery during the war such that they will not fail here. 
Their practical behaviour and good cheer even during war have earned them a good 
name throughout the world. This good name must be maintained and strengthened! If I 
appeal to my fellow Berliners to do some important work quickly, thoroughly, and 
without complaint, I know they will all obey. We do not want to complain about the 
diƯiculties of the day or grump to one another. Rather we want to behave not only like 



Berliners, but like Germans, by getting to work, acting, seizing the initiative and doing 
something, not leaving it to someone else. 

What German woman would want to ignore my appeal on behalf of those fighting at the 
front? Who would want to put personal comfort above national duty? Who in view of the 
serious threat we face would want to consider his private needs instead of the 
requirements of the war? 

I reject with contempt the enemy’s claim that we are imitating Bolshevism. We do not 
want to imitate Bolshevism, we want to defeat it, with whatever means are necessary. 
The German woman will best understand what I mean, for she has long known that the 
war our men are fighting today above all is a war to protect her children. Her holiest 
possession is guarded by our people’s most valuable blood. The German woman must 
spontaneously proclaim her solidarity with her fighting men. She had better join the 
ranks of millions of workers in the homeland’s army,  and do it tomorrow rather than the 
day after tomorrow. A river of readiness must flow through the German people. I expect 
that countless women and above all men who are not doing essential war work will 
report to the authorities. He who gives quickly gives twice as much. 

Our general economy is consolidating. That particularly aƯects the insurance and 
banking systems, the tax system, newspapers and magazines that are not essential for 
the war eƯort, and nonessential party and government activities, and also requires a 
further simplification of our lifestyle. 

I know that many of our people are making great sacrifices. I understand their sacrifices, 
and the government is trying to keep them to the necessary minimum. But some must 
remain, and must be borne. When the war is over, we will build up that which we now 
are eliminating, more generously and more beautifully, and the state will lend its hand. 

I energetically reject the charge that our measures will eliminate the middle class or 
result in a monopoly economy. The middle class will regain its economic and social 
position after the war. The current measures are necessary for the war eƯort. They aim 
not at a structural transformation of the economy, but merely at winning the war as 
quickly as possible. 

I do not dispute the fact that these measures will cause worry in the coming weeks. 
They will give us breathing room. We are laying the groundwork for the coming summer, 
without paying heed to the threats and boasting of the enemy. I am happy to reveal this 
plan for victory (Stormy applause) to the German people. They not only accept these 
measures, they have demanded them, demanded them more strongly than ever before 
during the war. The people want action! It is time for it! We must use our time to prepare 
for coming surprises. 



I turn now to the entire German people, and particularly to the party, as the leader of the 
totalization of our domestic war eƯort. This is not the first major task you have faced. 
You will bring the usual revolutionary élan to bear on it. You will deal with the laziness 
and indolence that may occasionally show up. The government has issued general 
regulations, and will issue further ones in coming weeks. The minor issues not dealt 
with in these regulations must be taken care of by the people, under the party’s 
leadership. One moral law stands above everything for each of us: to do nothing that 
harms the war eƯort, and to do everything that brings victory nearer. 

In past years, we have often recalled the example of Frederick the Great in newspapers 
and on the radio. We did not have the right to do so. For a while during the Third Silesian 
War, Frederick II had five million Prussians, according to SchlieƯen, standing against 90 
million enemies. In the second of seven hellish years he suƯered a defeat that shook 
Prussia’s foundations. He never had enough soldiers and weapons to fight without 
risking everything. His strategy was always one of improvisation. But his principle was to 
attack the enemy whenever it was possible. He suƯered defeats, but that was not 
decisive. What was decisive is that the Great King remained unbroken, that he was 
unshaken by the changing fortunes of war, that his strong heart overcame every danger. 
At the end of seven years of war, he was 51 years old, he had no teeth, he suƯered from 
gout, and was tortured by a thousand pains, but he stood above the devastated 
battlefield as the victor. How does our situation compare with his?! Let us show the 
same will and decisiveness as he, and when the time comes do as he did, remaining 
unshakable through all the twists of fate, and like him win the battle even under the 
most unfavourable circumstances. Let us never doubt our great cause. 

I am firmly convinced that the German people have been deeply moved by the blow of 
fate at Stalingrad. It has looked into the face of hard and pitiless war. It knows now the 
awful truth, and is resolved to follow the Führer through thick and thin. (The crowd rises 
and like the roaring ocean chants: Führer command, we follow! Heil our Führer!” The 
minister is unable to continue for several minutes.) 

The English and American press in recent days has been writing at length about the 
attitude of the German people during this crisis. The English seem to think that they 
know the German people much better than we do, its own leadership. They give 
hypocritical advice on what we should do and not do. They believe that the German 
people today is the same as the German people of November 1918 that fell victim to 
their persuasive wiles. I do not need to disprove their assertions. That will come from 
the fighting and working German people. 

To make the truth plain, however, my German comrades, I want to ask you a series of 
questions. I want you to answer them to the best of your knowledge, according to your 
conscience. When my audience cheered on 30 January, the English press reported the 
next day that it was all a propaganda show that did not represent the true opinion of the 



German people. (Spontaneous shouts of Pfui!” “Lies!” “Let them come here! They will 
learn diƯerently!”) I have invited to today’s meeting a cross-section of the German 
people in the best sense of the word. (The minister’s words were accompanied by 
stormy applause that increased in intensity as he came to the representatives of the 
army present at the meeting.) In front of me are rows of wounded German soldiers from 
the Eastern Front, missing legs and arms, with wounded bodies, those who have lost 
their sight, those who have come with nurses, men in the blush of youth who stand with 
crutches. Among them are 50 who bear the Knight’s Cross with Oak Leaves, shining 
examples of our fighting front. Behind them are armaments workers from Berlin tank 
factories. Behind them are party oƯicials, soldiers from the fighting army, doctors, 
scientists, artists, engineers and architects, teachers, oƯicials and employees from 
oƯices, proud representatives of every area of our intellectual life that even in the midst 
of war produce miracles of human genius. Throughout the Sportpalast I see thousands 
of German women. The youth is here, as are the aged. No class, no occupation, no age 
remained uninvited. I can rightly say that before me is gathered a representative sample 
of the German population, both from the homeland and the front. Is that true? Yes or 
no? (The Sportpalast experiences something seen only rarely even in this old fighting 
locale of National Socialism. The masses spring to their feet. A hurricane of thousands 
of voices shouts yes. The participants experience a spontaneous popular referendum 
and expression of will.) You, my hearers, at this moment represent the whole nation. I 
wish to ask you ten questions that you will answer for the German people throughout 
the world, but especially for our enemies, who are listening to us on the radio. (Only with 
diƯiculty can the minister be heard. The crowd is at the peak of excitement. The 
individual questions are razor sharp. Each individual feels as if he is being spoken to 
personally. With full participation and enthusiasm, the crowd answers each question. 
The Sportpalast rings with a single shout of agreement.) 

The English maintain that the German people has lost faith in victory. 

I ask you: Do you believe with the Führer and us in the final total victory of the German 
people? 

I ask you: Are you resolved to follow the Führer through thick and thin to victory, and are 
you willing to accept the heaviest personal burdens? 

Second, The English say that the German people are tired of fighting. 

I ask you: Are you ready to follow the Führer as the phalanx of the homeland, standing 
behind the fighting army and to wage war with wild determination through all the turns 
of fate until victory is ours? 

Third: The English maintain that the German people have no desire any longer to accept 
the government’s growing demands for war work. 



I ask you: Are you and the German people willing to work, if the Führer orders, 10, 12 
and if necessary 14 hours a day and to give everything for victory? 

Fourth: The English maintain that the German people is resisting the government’s total 
war measures. It does not want total war, but capitulation! (Shouts: Never! Never! 
Never!) 

I ask you: Do you want total war? If necessary, do you want a war more total and radical 
than anything that we can even imagine today? 

Fifth: The English maintain that the German people have lost faith in the Führer. 

I ask you: Is your confidence in the Führer greater, more faithful and more unshakable 
than ever before? Are you absolutely and completely ready to follow him wherever he 
goes and do all that is necessary to bring the war to a victorious end? (The crowd rises 
as one man. It displays unprecedented enthusiasm. Thousands of voices join in 
shouting: “Führer command, we follow!” A wave of shouts of Heil flows through the hall. 
As if by command, the flags and standards are raised as the highest expression of the 
sacred moment in which the crowd honours the Führer.) 

Sixth, I ask you: Are you ready from now on to give your full strength to provide the 
Eastern Front with the men and munitions it needs to give Bolshevism the death blow? 

Seventh, I ask you: Do you take a holy oath to the front that the homeland stands firm 
behind them, and that you will give them everything they need to win the victory? 

Eighth, I ask you: Do you, especially you women, want the government to do all it can to 
encourage German women to put their full strength at work to support the war eƯort, 
and to release men for the front whenever possible, thereby helping the men at the 
front? 

Ninth, I ask you: Do you approve, if necessary, the most radical measures against a 
small group of shirkers and black marketers who pretend there is peace in the middle of 
war and use the need of the nation for their own selfish purposes? Do you agree that 
those who harm the war eƯort should lose their heads? 

Tenth and lastly, I ask you: Do you agree that above all in war, according to the National 
Socialist Party platform, the same rights and duties should apply to all, that the 
homeland should bear the heavy burdens of the war together, and that the burdens 
should be shared equally between high and low and rich and poor? 

I have asked; you have given me your answers. You are part of the people, and your 
answers are those of the German people. You have told our enemies what they needed 
to hear so that they will have no illusions or false ideas. 

Now, just as in the first hours of our rule and through the ten years that followed, we are 
bound firmly in brotherhood with the German people. The most powerful ally on earth, 



the people itself, stands behind us and is determined to follow the Führer, come what 
may. They will accept the heaviest burdens to gain victory. What power on earth can 
hinder us from reaching our goal. Now we must and will succeed! I stand before you not 
only as the spokesman of the government, but as the spokesman of the people. My old 
party friends are here around me, clothed with the high oƯices of the people and the 
government. Party comrade Speer sits next to me. The Führer has given him the great 
task of mobilizing the German armaments industry and supplying the front with all the 
weapons it needs. Party comrade Dr. Ley sits next to me. The Führer has charged him 
with the leadership of the German work force, with schooling and training them in 
untiring work for the war eƯort. We feel deeply indebted to our party comrade Sauckel, 
who has been charged by the Führer to bring hundreds of thousands of workers to the 
Reich to support our national economy, something the enemy cannot do. All the leaders 
of the party, the army, and government join with us as well. 

We are all children of our people, forged together by this most critical hour of our 
national history. We promise you, we promise the front, we promise the Führer, that we 
will mold together the homeland into a force on which the Führer and his fighting 
soldiers can rely on absolutely and blindly. We pledge to do all in our life and work that 
is necessary for victory. We will fill our hearts with the political passion, with the ever-
burning fire that blazed during the great struggles of the party and the state. Never 
during this war will we fall prey to the false and hypocritical objectivism that has brought 
the German nation so much misfortune over its history. 

When the war began, we turned our eyes to the nation alone. That which serves its 
struggle for life is good and must be encouraged. What harms its struggle for life is bad 
and must be eliminated and cut out. With burning hearts and cool heads we will 
overcome the major problems of this phase of the war. We are on the way to final 
victory. That victory rests on our faith in the Führer. 

This evening I once again remind the whole nation of its duty. The Führer expects us to 
do that which will throw all we have done in the past into the shadows. We do not want 
to fail him. As we are proud of him, he should be proud of us. 

The great crises and upsets of national life show who the true men and women are. We 
have no right any longer to speak of the weaker sex, for both sexes are displaying the 
same determination and spiritual strength. The nation is ready for anything. The Führer 
has commanded, and we will follow him. In this hour of national reflection and 
contemplation, we believe firmly and unshakably in victory. We see it before us, we 
need only reach for it. We must resolve to subordinate everything to it. That is the duty of 
the hour. Let the slogan be: 

Now, people rise up and let the storm break loose! 

(The minister’s final words were lost in unending stormy applause) 



‘Kenya lies under the sword: Blacks and whites are battling for land’, 
Life, 4 May 1953, pp. 143-150. Source: 7.-Life-1953-Mau-Mau-
Article.pdf (source document includes accompanying photographs). 
Stretching west from the Indian Ocean, starting from low plains and stepping upward to 
high, grassy plateaus, is Britain’s Kenya Colony. Kenya lies on the Equator, but in the 
highlands the climate is cool and pleasant and the rolling downs look so much like 
England that when the first Britons came there 50 years ago they built homes to stay. 
They have lived comfortably oƯ cattle-raising and farming. 

But wherever African land is attractive to whites, there the conflict between blacks and 
whites becomes most bitter. This has been especially true in Kenya where the threat of 
the simi [a long, double-edged sword] hangs over the colony and a cruel war is being 
fought between native Kikuyu and the British. In Kenya, there are 30,000 whites and five 
million blacks. The British have settled the best land and have not faced the economic 
problems this causes among the fast multiplying natives. They have given the blacks 
representation in the Legislative Council but refuse to share their farmland. Through a 
secret society called the Mau Mau, by murdering and pillaging, the Kikuyu are trying to 
drive the British completely out. They have not only brutally killed and mutilated white 
farmers but their own people suspected of helping whites. Sometimes they have wiped 
out whole families and burned whole villages. “We were the meat and the whites were 
the knives,” they say, “but now we shall be the knives and the whites will be the meat”. 

A farmer on death list 

Wealthy spokesman for the whites is 49-year-old, Yorkshire-born Mike Blundell, who 
owns a 1,200-acre farm in the heart of the highlands. Blundell came to Kenya as a farm 
apprentice when he was 18 and later bought virgin bush. By hard work he developed it 
into a trim, model farm. Unlike many whites who look upon the “Kukes” as “just 50 years 
out of the trees,” Blundell believes in uplift for the blacks, but he also believes the 
whites should keep what they have worked for. The Mau Mau have sent him notes 
threatening to murder him and his family, saying, “You will all die, and be sure your 
deaths will not be easy”. 

On the counterattack 

In Nairobi, the Kenya capital, the British still drink their pink gins and hopefully tell each 
other, “We mustn’t lose our heads over this.” But the ex-Indian army colonels and 
majors still have not come up with a way to put down the native rebellion, and some 
who own farms in the danger zone are now wondering if perhaps they should get out – if 
they could find someone to buy the land. Three thousand British troops have been sent 
to Kenya and the settlers themselves have been organised into home-guard 
commandos reminiscent of the American Wild West posses. The brutal, wholesale 



killing by the Mau Mau has brought on harsh white retaliation. The settlers shoot or hang 
Mau Mau suspects from a portable gallows. Other thousands of “Kukes” have been 
herded from the Kenya towns and farms and transported back to the native reserves. 
But on the already overburdened, eroded land of the reserves the impoverished Kikuyu 
face starvation, and their resentment against the whites is only increased by such 
forced measures. 

  



Decision of the Central Committee of the Chinese Communist Party 
Concerning the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution 
(Adopted on August 8, 1966) 

1 New Stage in the Socialist RevoluƟon 

The Great Proletarian Cultural RevoluƟon now unfolding is a great revoluƟon that touches 
people to their very souls and consƟtutes a new stage in the development of the socialist 
revoluƟon in our country, a stage which is both broader and deeper. 

At the Tenth Plenary Session of the Eighth Central CommiƩee of the Party, Comrade Mao Tse-
tung said: to overthrow a poliƟcal power, it is always necessary first of all to create public 
opinion, to do work in the ideological sphere. This is true for the revoluƟonary class as well as 
for the counter-revoluƟonary class. This thesis of Comrade Mao Tse-tung’s has been proved 
enƟrely correct in pracƟce. 

Although the bourgeoisie has been overthrown, it is sƟll trying to use the old ideas, culture, 
customs and habits of the exploiƟng classes to corrupt the masses, capture their minds and 
endeavour to stage a comeback. The proletariat must do the exact opposite: it must meet 
head-on every challenge of the bourgeoisie in the ideological field and use the new ideas, 
culture, customs and habits of the proletariat to change the mental outlook of the whole of 
society. At present, our objecƟve is to struggle against and overthrow those persons in 
authority who are taking the capitalist road, to criƟcize and repudiate the reacƟonary 
bourgeois academic “authoriƟes” and the ideology of the bourgeoisie and all other exploiƟng 
classes and to transform educaƟon, literature and art and all other parts of the superstructure 
not in correspondence with the socialist economic base, so as to facilitate the consolidaƟon 
and development of the socialist system. 

2 The Main Current and the Zigzags 

The masses of the workers, peasants, soldiers, revoluƟonary intellectuals, and revoluƟonary 
cadres form the main force in this Great Cultural RevoluƟon. Large numbers of revoluƟonary 
young people, previously unknown, have become courageous and daring pathbreakers. They 
are vigorous in acƟon and intelligent. Through the media of big-character posters and great 
debates, they argue things out, expose and criƟcize thoroughly, and launch resolute aƩacks 
on the open and hidden representaƟves of the bourgeoisie. In such a great revoluƟonary 
movement, it is hardly avoidable that they should show shortcomings of one kind or another; 
however, their general revoluƟonary orientaƟon has been correct from the beginning. This is 
the main current in the Great Proletarian Cultural RevoluƟon. It is the general direcƟon along 
which this revoluƟon conƟnues to advance. 

Since the Cultural RevoluƟon is a revoluƟon, it inevitably meets with resistance. This 
resistance comes chiefly from those in authority who have wormed their way into the Party 
and are taking the capitalist road. It also comes from the force of habits from the old society. 



At present, this resistance is sƟll fairly strong and stubborn. But aŌer all, the Great Proletarian 
Cultural RevoluƟon is an irresisƟble general trend. There is abundant evidence that such 
resistance will be quickly broken down once the masses become fully aroused. 

Because the resistance is fairly strong, there will be reversals and even repeated reversals in 
this struggle. There is no harm in this. It tempers the proletariat and other working people, 
and especially the younger generaƟon, teaches them lessons and gives them experience, and 
helps them to understand that the revoluƟonary road zigzags and does not run smoothly. 

3 Put Daring Above Everything Elseand Boldly Arouse the Masses 

The outcome of this Great Cultural RevoluƟon will be determined by whether or not the Party 
leadership dares boldly to arouse the masses. 

Currently, there are four different situaƟons with regard to the leadership being given to the 
movement of Cultural RevoluƟon by Party organizaƟons at various levels: 

(1) There is the situaƟon in which the persons in charge of Party organizaƟons stand in the van 
of the movement and dare to arouse the masses boldly. They put daring above everything 
else, they are dauntless communist fighters and good pupils of Chairman Mao. They advocate 
the big-character posters and great debates. They encourage the masses to expose every kind 
of ghost and monster and also to criƟcize the shortcomings and errors in the work of the 
persons in charge. This correct kind of leadership is the result of puƫng proletarian poliƟcs in 
the forefront and Mao Tse-tung’s thought in the lead. 

(2) In many units, the persons in charge have a very poor understanding of the task of 
leadership in this great struggle, their leadership is far from being conscienƟous and effecƟve, 
and they accordingly find themselves incompetent and in a weak posiƟon. They put fear above 
everything else, sƟck to outmoded ways and regulaƟons, and are unwilling to break away from 
convenƟonal pracƟces and move ahead. They have been taken unaware by the new order of 
things, the revoluƟonary order of the masses, with the result that their leadership lags behind 
the situaƟon, lags behind the masses. 

(3) In some units, the persons in charge, who made mistakes of one kind or another in the 
past, are even more prone to put fear above everything else, being afraid that the masses will 
catch them out. Actually, if they make serious self-criƟcism and accept the criƟcism of the 
masses, the Party and the masses will make allowances for their mistakes. But if the persons 
in charge don’t, they will conƟnue to make mistakes and become obstacles to the mass 
movement. 

(4) Some units are controlled by those who have wormed their way into the Party and are 
taking the capitalist road. Such persons in authority are extremely afraid of being exposed by 
the masses and therefore seek every possible pretext to suppress the mass movement. They 
resort to such tacƟcs as shiŌing the targets for aƩack and turning black into white in an 
aƩempt to lead the movement astray. When they find themselves very isolated and no longer 



able to carry on as before, they resort sƟll more to intrigues, stabbing people in the back, 
spreading rumours, and blurring the disƟncƟon between revoluƟon and counter-revoluƟon 
as much as they can, all for the purpose of aƩacking the revoluƟonaries. 

What the Central CommiƩee of the Party demands of the Party commiƩees at all levels is that 
they persevere in giving correct leadership, put daring above everything else, boldly arouse 
the masses, change the state of weakness and incompetence where it exists, encourage those 
comrades who have made mistakes but are willing to correct them to cast off their mental 
burdens and join in the struggle, and dismiss from their leading posts all those in authority 
who are taking the capitalist road and so make possible the recapture of the leadership for 
the proletarian revoluƟon. 

4 Let the Masses Educate Themselves in the Movement 

In the Great Proletarian Cultural RevoluƟon, the only method is for the masses to liberate 
themselves, and any method of doing things in their stead must not be used. 

Trust the masses, rely on them and respect their iniƟaƟve. Cast out fear. Don’t be afraid of 
disturbances. Chairman Mao has oŌen told us that revoluƟon cannot be so very refined, so 
gentle, so temperate, kind, courteous, restrained and magnanimous. Let the masses educate 
themselves in this great revoluƟonary movement and learn to disƟnguish between right and 
wrong and between correct and incorrect ways of doing things. 

Make the fullest use of big-character posters and great debates to argue maƩers out, so that 
the masses can clarify the correct views, criƟcize the wrong views and expose all the ghosts 
and monsters. In this way the masses will be able to raise their poliƟcal consciousness in the 
course of the struggle, enhance their abiliƟes and talents, disƟnguish right from wrong and 
draw a clear line between ourselves and the enemy. 

5 Firmly Apply the Class Line of the Party 

Who are our enemies? Who are our friends? This is a quesƟon of the first importance for the 
revoluƟon and it is likewise a quesƟon of the first importance for the Great Cultural RevoluƟon. 

Party leadership should be good at discovering the leŌ and developing and strengthening the 
ranks of the leŌ; it should firmly rely on the revoluƟonary leŌ. During the movement this is 
the only way to isolate the most reacƟonary righƟsts thoroughly, win over the middle and 
unite with the great majority so that by the end of the movement we shall achieve the unity 
of more than 95 per cent of the cadres and more than 95 per cent of the masses. 

Concentrate all forces to strike at the handful of ultra-reacƟonary bourgeois righƟsts and 
counter-revoluƟonary revisionists, and expose and criƟcize to the full their crimes against the 
Party, against socialism and against Mao Tse-tung’s thought so as to isolate them to the 
maximum. 



The main target of the present movement is those within the Party who are in authority and 
are taking the capitalist road. 

Care should be taken to disƟnguish strictly between the anƟ-Party, anƟ-socialist righƟsts and 
those who support the Party and socialism but have said or done something wrong or have 
wriƩen some bad arƟcles or other works. 

Care should be taken to disƟnguish strictly between the reacƟonary bourgeois scholar despots 
and “authoriƟes” on the one hand and people who have the ordinary bourgeois academic 
ideas on the other. 

6 Correct Handling of ContradicƟons Among the People 

A strict disƟncƟon must be made between the two different types of contradicƟons: those 
among the people and those between ourselves and the enemy. ContradicƟons among the 
people must not be made into contradicƟons between ourselves and the enemy; nor must 
contradicƟons between ourselves and the enemy be regarded as contradicƟons among the 
people. 

It is normal for the masses to hold different views. ContenƟon between different views is 
unavoidable, necessary and beneficial. In the course of normal and full debate, the masses 
will affirm what is right, correct what is wrong and gradually reach unanimity. 

The method to be used in debates is to present the facts, reason things out, and persuade 
through reasoning. Any method of forcing a minority holding different views to submit is 
impermissible. The minority should be protected, because someƟmes the truth is with the 
minority. Even if the minority is wrong, they should sƟll be allowed to argue their case and 
reserve their views. 

When there is a debate, it should be conducted by reasoning, not by coercion or force. 

In the course of debate, every revoluƟonary should be good at thinking things out for himself 
and should develop the communist spirit of daring to think, daring to speak and daring to act. 
On the premise that they have the same general orientaƟon, revoluƟonary comrades should, 
for the sake of strengthening unity, avoid endless debate over side issues. 

7 Be on Guard Against Those Who Brand theRevoluƟonary Masses as “Counter-
RevoluƟonaries” 

In certain schools, units, and work teams of the Cultural RevoluƟon, some of the persons in 
charge have organized counter-aƩacks against the masses who put up big-character posters 
criƟcizing them. These people have even advanced such slogans as: opposiƟon to the leaders 
of a unit or a work team means opposiƟon to the Central CommiƩee of the Party, means 
opposiƟon to the Party and socialism, means counter-revoluƟon. In this way it is inevitable 
that their blows will fall on some really revoluƟonary acƟvists. This is an error on maƩers of 
orientaƟon, an error of line, and is absolutely impermissible. 



A number of persons who suffer from serious ideological errors, and parƟcularly some of the 
anƟ-Party and anƟ-socialist righƟsts, are taking advantage of certain shortcomings and 
mistakes in the mass movement to spread rumours and gossip, and engage in agitaƟon, 
deliberately branding some of the masses as “counter-revoluƟonaries.” It is necessary to 
beware of such “pick-pockets” and expose their tricks in good Ɵme. 

In the course of the movement, with the excepƟon of cases of acƟve counter-revoluƟonaries 
where there is clear evidence of crimes such as murder, arson, poisoning, sabotage or theŌ of 
state secrets, which should be handled in accordance with the law, no measures should be 
taken against students at universiƟes, colleges, middle schools and primary schools because 
of problems that arise in the movement. To prevent the struggle from being diverted from its 
main target, it is not allowed, under whatever pretext, to incite the masses or the students to 
struggle against each other. Even proven righƟsts should be dealt with on the merits of each 
case at a later stage of the movement. 

8 The QuesƟon of Cadres 

The cadres fall roughly into the following four categories: 

(1)  good; 

(2) comparaƟvely good; 

(3) those who have made serious mistakes but have not become anƟ-Party, anƟ-socialist 
righƟsts; 

(4) the small number of anƟ-Party, anƟ-socialist righƟsts. 

In ordinary situaƟons, the first two categories (good and comparaƟvely good ) are the great 
majority. 

The anƟ-Party, anƟ-socialist righƟsts must be fully exposed, refuted, overthrown and 
completely discredited and their influence eliminated. At the same Ɵme, they should be given 
a chance to turn over a new leaf. 

9 Cultural RevoluƟon Groups, CommiƩees and Congresses 

Many new things have begun to emerge in the Great Proletarian Cultural RevoluƟon. The 
Cultural RevoluƟonary groups, commiƩees and other organizaƟonal forms created by the 
masses in many schools and units are something new and of great historic importance. 

These Cultural RevoluƟonary groups, commiƩees and congresses are excellent new forms of 
organizaƟon whereby the masses educate themselves under the leadership of the Communist 
Party. They are an excellent bridge to keep our Party in close contact with the masses. They 
are organs of power of the proletarian Cultural RevoluƟon. 

The struggle of the proletariat against the old ideas, culture, customs and habits leŌ over by 
all the exploiƟng classes over thousands of years will necessarily take a very, very long Ɵme. 



Therefore, the Cultural RevoluƟonary groups, commiƩees and congresses should not be 
temporary organizaƟons but permanent, standing mass organizaƟons. They are suitable not 
only for colleges, schools and government and other organizaƟons, but generally also for 
factories, mines, other enterprises, urban districts and villages. 

It is necessary to insƟtute a system of general elecƟons, like that of the Paris Commune, for 
elecƟng members to the Cultural RevoluƟonary groups and commiƩees and delegates to the 
Cultural RevoluƟonary congresses. The lists of candidates should be put forward by the 
revoluƟonary masses aŌer full discussion, and the elecƟons should be held aŌer the masses 
have discussed the lists over and over again. 

The masses are enƟtled at any Ɵme to criƟcize members of the Cultural RevoluƟonary groups 
and commiƩees and delegates elected to the Cultural RevoluƟonary congresses. If these 
members or delegates prove incompetent, they can be replaced through elecƟon or recalled 
by the masses aŌer discussion. 

The Cultural RevoluƟonary groups, commiƩees and congresses in colleges and schools should 
consist mainly of representaƟves of the revoluƟonary students. At the same Ɵme, they should 
have a certain number of representaƟves of the revoluƟonary teaching and administraƟve 
staff and workers. 

10 EducaƟonal Reform 

In the Great Proletarian Cultural RevoluƟon a most important task is to transform the old 
educaƟonal system and the old principles and methods of teaching. 

In this Great Cultural RevoluƟon, the phenomenon of our schools being dominated by 
bourgeois intellectuals must be completely changed. 

In every kind of school we must apply thoroughly the policy advanced by Comrade Mao Tse-
tung of educaƟon serving proletarian poliƟcs and educaƟon being combined with producƟve 
labour, so as to enable those receiving an educaƟon to develop morally, intellectually and 
physically and to become labourers with socialist consciousness and culture. 

The period of schooling should be shortened. Courses should be fewer and beƩer. The 
teaching material should be thoroughly transformed, in some cases beginning with simplifying 
complicated material. While their main task is to study, students should also learn other things. 
That is to say, in addiƟon to their studies they should also learn industrial work, farming and 
military affairs, and take part in the struggles of the Cultural RevoluƟon to criƟcize the 
bourgeoisie as these struggles occur. 

11 The QuesƟon of CriƟcizing by Name in the Press 

In the course of the mass movement of the Cultural RevoluƟon, the criƟcism of bourgeois and 
feudal ideology should be well combined with the disseminaƟon of the proletarian world 
outlook and of Marxism-Leninism, Mao Tse-tung’s thought. 



CriƟcism should be organized of typical bourgeois representaƟves who have wormed their 
way into the Party and typical reacƟonary bourgeois academic “authoriƟes,” and this should 
include criƟcism of various kinds of reacƟonary views in philosophy, history, poliƟcal economy 
and educaƟon, in works and theories of literature and art, in theories of natural science, and 
in other fields. 

CriƟcism of anyone by name in the press should be decided aŌer discussion by the Party 
commiƩee at the same level, and in some cases submiƩed to the Party commiƩee at a higher 
level for approval. 

12 Policy Towards ScienƟsts, Techniciansand Ordinary Members of Working Staffs 

As regards scienƟsts, technicians and ordinary members of working staffs, as long as they are 
patrioƟc, work energeƟcally, are not against the Party and socialism, and maintain no illicit 
relaƟons with any foreign country, we should in the present movement conƟnue to apply the 
policy of “unity, criƟcism, unity.” Special care should be taken of those scienƟsts and scienƟfic 
and technical personnel who have made contribuƟons. Efforts should be made to help them 
gradually transform their world outlook and their style of work. 

13 The QuesƟon of Arrangements for IntegraƟon With theSocialist EducaƟon Movement in 
City and Countryside 

The cultural and educaƟonal units and leading organs of the Party and government in the large 
and medium ciƟes are the points of concentraƟon of the present proletarian Cultural 
RevoluƟon. 

The Great Cultural RevoluƟon has enriched the socialist educaƟon movement in both city and 
countryside and raised it to a higher level. Efforts should be made to conduct these two 
movements in close combinaƟon. Arrangements to this effect may be made by various regions 
and departments in the light of the specific condiƟons. 

The socialist educaƟon movement now going on in the countryside and in enterprises in the 
ciƟes should not be upset where the original arrangements are appropriate and the 
movement is going well, but should conƟnue in accordance with the original arrangements. 
However, the quesƟons that are arising in the present Great Proletarian Cultural RevoluƟon 
should be put to the masses for discussion at the proper Ɵme, so as to further foster vigorously 
proletarian ideology and eradicate bourgeois ideology. 

In some places, the Great Proletarian Cultural RevoluƟon is being used as the focus in order 
to add momentum to the socialist educaƟon movement and clean things up in the fields of 
poliƟcs, ideology, organizaƟon and economy. This may be done where the local Party 
commiƩee thinks it appropriate. 

14 Take Firm Hold of the RevoluƟonand SƟmulate ProducƟon 



The aim of the Great Proletarian Cultural RevoluƟon is to revoluƟonize people’s ideology and 
as a consequence to achieve greater, faster, beƩer and more economical results in all fields of 
work. If the masses are fully aroused and proper arrangements are made, it is possible to carry 
on both the Cultural RevoluƟon and producƟon without one hampering the other, while 
guaranteeing high quality in all our work. 

The Great Proletarian Cultural RevoluƟon is a powerful moƟve force for the development of 
the social producƟve forces in our country. Any idea of counterposing the Great Cultural 
RevoluƟon to the development of producƟon is incorrect. 

15 The Armed Forces 

In the armed forces, the cultural revoluƟon and the socialist educaƟon movement should be 
carried out in accordance with the instrucƟons of the Military Commission of the Central 
CommiƩee of the Party and the General PoliƟcal Department of the People’s LiberaƟon Army. 

16 Mao Tse-tung’s Thought Is the Guide for AcƟon in the Great Proletarian Cultural 
RevoluƟon 

In the Great Proletarian Cultural RevoluƟon, it is imperaƟve to hold aloŌ the great red banner 
of Mao Tse-tung’s thought and put proletarian poliƟcs in command. The movement for the 
creaƟve study and applicaƟon of Chairman Mao Tse-tung’s works should be carried forward 
among the masses of the workers, peasants and soldiers, the cadres and the intellectuals, and 
Mao Tse-tung’s thought should be taken as the guide to acƟon in the Cultural RevoluƟon. 

In this complex Great Cultural RevoluƟon, Party commiƩees at all levels must study and apply 
Chairman Mao’s works all the more conscienƟously and in a creaƟve way. In parƟcular, they 
must study over and over again Chairman Mao’s wriƟngs on the Cultural RevoluƟon and on 
the Party’s methods of leadership, such as On New Democracy, Talks at the Yenan Forum on 
Literature and Art, On the Correct Handling of ContradicƟons Among the People, Speech at 
the Chinese Communist Party’s NaƟonal Conference on Propaganda Work, Some QuesƟons 
Concerning Methods of Leadership and Methods of Work of Party CommiƩees. 

Party commiƩees at all levels must abide by the direcƟons given by Chairman Mao over the 
years, namely that they should thoroughly apply the mass line of “from the masses, to the 
masses” and that they should be pupils before they become teachers. They should try to avoid 
being one-sided or narrow. They should foster materialist dialecƟcs and oppose metaphysics 
and scholasƟcism. 

The Great Proletarian Cultural RevoluƟon is bound to achieve brilliant victory under the 
leadership of the Central CommiƩee of the Party headed by Comrade Mao Tse-tung. 

 



IT IS NECESSARY TO TAKE A CLEAR-CUT STAND AGAINST 
DISTURBANCES 
 

Renmin ribao (People's daily) editorial (printed April 26, 1989) 
Beijing Domestic Service reported 0930 GMT, April 25; Foreign Broadcast Information 

Service, April 25, pp. 23-24. 
 

 

In their activities to mourn the death of Comrade Hu Yaobang, communists, workers, 
peasants, intellectuals, cadres, members of the People's Liberation Army and young students 
have expressed their grief in various ways. They have also expressed their determination to 
turn grief into strength to make contributions in realizing the four modernizations and 
invigorating the Chinese nation. 
 
Some abnormal phenomena have also occurred during the mourning activities. Taking 
advantage of the situation, an extremely small number of people spread rumors, attacked 
party and state leaders by name, and instigated the masses to break into the Xinhua Gate at 
Zhongnanhai, where the party Central Committee and the State Council are located. Some 
people even shouted such reactionary slogans as, Down with the Communist Party. In Xi'an 
and Changsha, there have been serious incidents in which some lawbreakers carried out 
beating, smashing, looting, and burning. 
 
Taking into consideration the feelings of grief suffered by the masses, the party and 
government have adopted an attitude of tolerance and restraint toward some improper words 
uttered and actions carried out by the young students when they were emotionally agitated. 
On April 22, before the memorial meeting was held, some students had already showed up at 
Tiananmen Square, but they were not asked to leave, as they normally would have been. 
Instead, they were asked to observe discipline and join in the mourning for Comrade Hu 
Yaobang. The students on the square were themselves able to consciously maintain order. 
[Beijing Xinhua Domestic Service in Chinese at 1400 GMT on April 25, reporting on the 
April 26 Renmin ribao editorial, deletes this sentence.] Owing to the joint efforts by all 
concerned, it was possible for the memorial meeting to proceed in a solemn and respectful 
manner. 
 
However, after the memorial meeting, an extremely small number of people with ulterior 
purposes continued to take advantage of the young students' feelings of grief for Comrade Hu 
Yaobang to spread all kinds of rumors to poison and confuse people's minds. Using both big- 
and small-character posters, they vilified, hurled invectives at, and attacked party and state 
leaders. Blatantly violating the Constitution, they called for opposition to the leadership by 
the Communist Party and the socialist system. In some of the institutions of higher learning, 



illegal organizations were formed to seize power from the student unions. In some cases, they 
even forcibly took over the broadcasting systems on the campuses. In some institutions of 
higher learning, they instigated the students and teachers to go on strike and even went to the 
extent of forcibly preventing students from going to classes, usurped the name of the workers' 
organizations to distribute reactionary handbills, and established ties everywhere in an 
attempt to create even more serious incidents. 
 
These facts prove that what this extremely small number of people did was not to join in the 
activities to mourn Comrade Hu Yaobang or to advance the course of socialist democracy in 
China. Neither were they out to give vent to their grievances. Flaunting the banner of 
democracy, they undermined democracy and the legal system. Their purpose was to sow 
dissension among the people, plunge the whole country into chaos and sabotage the political 
situation of stability and unity. This is a planned conspiracy and a disturbance. Its essence is 
to, once and for all, negate the leadership of the CPC and the socialist system. This is a 
serious political struggle confronting the whole party and the people of all nationalities 
throughout the country. 
 
If we are tolerant of or conniving with this disturbance and let it go unchecked, a seriously 
chaotic state will appear. Then, the reform and opening up; the improvement of the economic 
environment and the rectification of the economic order, construction, and development; the 
control over prices; the improvement of our living standards; the drive to oppose corruption; 
and the development of democracy and the legal system expected by the people throughout 
the country, including the young students, will all become empty hopes. Even the tremendous 
achievements scored in the reform during the past decade may be completely lost, and the 
great aspiration of the revitalization of China cherished by the whole nation will be hard to 
realize. A China with very good prospects and a very bright future will become a chaotic and 
unstable China without any future. 
 
The whole party and the people nationwide should fully understand the seriousness of this 
struggle, unite to take a clear-cut stand to oppose the disturbance, and firmly preserve the 
hard-earned situation of political stability and unity, the Constitution, socialist democracy, 
and the legal system. Under no circumstances should the establishment of any illegal 
organizations be allowed. It is imperative to firmly stop any acts that use any excuse to 
infringe upon the rights and interests of legitimate organizations of students. Those who have 
deliberately fabricated rumors and framed others should be investigated to determine their 
criminal liabilities according to law. Bans should be placed on unlawful parades and 
demonstrations and on such acts as going to factories, rural areas, and schools to establish 
ties. Beating, smashing, looting, and burning should be punished according to law. It is 
necessary to protect the just rights of students to study in class. The broad masses of students 
sincerely hope that corruption will be eliminated and democracy will be promoted. These, 
too, are the demands of the party and the government. These demands can only be realized by 
strengthening the efforts for improvement and rectification, vigorously pushing forward the 
reform, and making perfect our socialist democracy and our legal system under the party 



leadership. 
 
All comrades in the party and the people throughout the country must soberly recognize the 
fact that our country will have no peaceful days if this disturbance is not checked resolutely. 
This struggle concerns the success or failure of the reform and opening up, the program of the 
four modernizations, and the future of our state and nation. Party organizations of the CPC at 
all levels, the broad masses of members of the Communist Party and the Communist Youth 
League, all democratic parties and patriotic democratic personages, and the people around the 
country should make a clear distinction between right and wrong, take positive action, and 
struggle to firmly and quickly stop the disturbance. 

 

Excerpt from Koigi wa Wamwere, I Refuse to Die: My Journey for 
Freedom (New York: Seven Stories Press, 2003), pp. 99-100 
For Africans, land meant more than food and a house. It was their permanent resident 
before, during, and after life. To fight for land and freedom, Mau Mau was trying to 
secure their eternal existence. Refusing to understand this, the British subjected them 
to a great misrepresentation. They called the itoi (rebels), imaramari (terrorists), 
washenzi (primitive people), as well as atavistic, cannibalistic and beastly. In the minds 
of the British, Mungai [my father’s younger brother] and his comrades were not fighting 
for freedom. Africans knew of no freedom. They were fighting to return to a past of 
primitiveness, darkness, death and evil. The British accused Mungai and his comrades 
of foolishly sacrificing their lives for death…Mungai went to the forest not to lose his own 
life, but to protect African life from being snuƯed out by British colonialism. He went to 
the forest not because he loved going for days without food as a guerilla, but because 
he wanted to recapture stolen lands and end hunger for himself and other 
Kenyans…Like other young men, Mungai was married and wanted to have a family but 
he did not want to be a father whom white people called mboi, a boy, and humiliated 
before his own children. He did not want to be a father and a husband who begged the 
white man for the food of his family. He died for the security of his wife and children…He 
went to the forest to fight for human rights of his people…The Second World War had 
taught Africans two lessons: With guns, they could kill white people. If the German 
Hitler could be fought, so could the British Hitler. After the war, British soldiers had 
come to Kenya to be rewarded with land. African soldiers had returned home, not to be 
given land, but for the lucky ones to be hired as labourers of those who fought with them 
in the same trenches in Europe and Burma. This was the injustice that had driven 
Mungai and the Mau Mau to the forests. 



‘Statement of Monk Seng Khuon Uon’, reprinted in Howard J. de Nike, 
John Quigley and Kenneth J. Robinson (eds.), Genocide in Cambodia: 
Documents from the Trial of Pol Pot and Ieng Sary (Philadelphia, 
University of Pennsylvania Press, 2000), p. 153 
My name is Seng Khuon Uon. I am 68 years old and I am practicing Buddhism at the San 
Sam Kosal pagoda, Bang Tompoun village, Phsar Doeum Thkao district, Phnom Penh.  

On April 19, 1975, I was driven out of the Langkar pagoda by the Pol Pot clique under the 
threat of force. They pointed a B-40 gun at me saying: “The whole country has already 
been liberated. Everyone has left. Why do you still remain here?” I was compelled to 
leave the city together with the people in exodus. After a ten day journey, I was taken to 
Talun village, Prek Sleng district, Kandal province, where I stayed until the seventh day 
of the first month (Kampuchean calendar). The village and subdistrict leaders, and other 
members of the subdistrict committee ordered: “All monks and nuns who have come 
here must renounce the practice of Buddhism.” On the fourteenth day in the same 
month, I was given a black suit and ordered to abandon all religious practices from that 
day forward. 

Four or five days later, by their order, I had to cut bamboo and braid baskets, to take care 
of the gardens and birds, etc. 

During these three years, under the Pol Pot regime, I was sent to a re-education course 
once, and another time I was threatened with imprisonment. The whole family of Chong 
Y, young and old included, living in Prek Chrav village, Talun subdistrict, Saan district, 
Kandal province, were killed on August 14, 1976. 

These acts of barbaric vandalism perpetrated against religion caused me profound pain. 
So much so, I was prepared to take part in the armed struggle against their regime if 
such a movement had appeared (before January 7, 1979, the day of liberation). 

Although I am a monk, I could not stay with my arms crossed if the Pol Pot clique would 
return. I would not hesitate to push aside the sacred books to participate in combat and 
defend the religion. 

July 12, 1979 

Seng Khuon Uon. 



‘Memorandum from National Security Adviser Brent Scowcroft to 
President Ford, 10 May 1976’, United States Holocaust Memorial 
Museum. https://www.ushmm.org/genocide-
prevention/countries/cambodia/international-response 

INFORMATION 

May 10, 1976 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

FROM: BRENT SCOWCROFT 

SUBJECT: Life Inside Cambodia 

Our Embassy in Bangkok has prepared a comprehensive report on “Life Inside 
Cambodia”…based on numerous interviews with Cambodian refugees who have fled to 
Thailand and on information available from intelligence sources. The report indicates 
that the Cambodian Communists are radically reconstructing that country using 
extremely harsh and brutal methods to implement their policies. Some of the more 
notable comments which the report makes are: 

 Since January 1 the Communists have executed former teachers, students, and 
even low ranking enlisted men of the Lon Nol military forces. Moreover, anyone 
who shows any sign of being educated also risks arrest or execution. 

 Executions are reportedly widespread and in many cases members of the entire 
family of former government oƯicials or soldiers are executed along with the 
head of the family. Almost all executions occur in the same manner; several 
Communist cadre beat the person to death with hoe handles or other blunt 
instruments. 

 The regime is extremely anti-intellectual. One former school teacher described 
book burnings in Phnom Penh following the Communist takeover including one 
instance in which the entire contents of the National Library were destroyed. 

 Education has virtually ceased to exist save for some ideological training for 
children between the ages of 7 and 12. 

 Organised religion is being eradicated. Monks are forced to do work in the fields. 
Most pagodas have been either dismantled or are being used for other purposes 
such as to store grain. 

 Virtually everyone has been made a member of a “production cooperative” and 
forced into agricultural work. To exert control over the population, the 
Communists have divided cooperatives into ten-man and ten-woman work 
groups. These groups are further subdivided into three person cells with the 
tenth person serving as group leader. Each person within a cell is responsible for 



the other two and should any one member flee, the remaining members of the 
cell may be executed. 

 Work hours are from dawn to dusk and sometimes even longer. In one province 
people worked by torchlight after dark until 9 or 10 p.m., and slept at the work 
site so they could begin work early the next morning. 

 Standards of health have declined drastically and disease is rampant. There are 
widespread epidemics of malaria, dysentery, and cholera in various parts of the 
country. Remaining medical facilities are open only to Communist cadre. Most 
doctors are no longer allowed to practice but are either forced into manual 
labour or executed. 

 In several areas the family unit is being destroyed with children permanently 
separated from their parents and husbands and wives placed in separate work 
groups. 

The Embassy report concludes that Cambodia is under the control of a xenophobic 
collective leadership dedicated to attaining a radical change in the social, political, and 
economic makeup of the country in the shortest time possible. In its determination to 
achieve results, it appears willing to use any means possible. Other reports reaching us 
confirm the level of brutality which this Embassy Bangkok airgram portrays. 

 


