
10 Gompromise 
NoPoliticalTrading 

By WILHELM LIEBKNECHT 

Translated by A. M. SIMONS 
and MARCUS HITCH 

Revised Edition 

CHARLES H. KERR & COMPANY 
CO - OPERATIVE . . CHICAGO 





OSCAR FDEtMRN 

No Compromise 

No Political Trading 

WILHELM GEBKNECHT 

A. M. SItiONS AND MARCUS HITCH 

lEVISED EDITION 

CHICAGO: 
hlARLES H. KERR k COMPANY (CoOperl8i~ 

1911 



PREFACE. 

The following pamphlet is not an address, as 
was my llrst one on Tactics;* but it is occasioned 
by an address which I delivered this summer, at 
the request of my Berlin constituents, on the last 
Bavarian legislative elections in particular and 
on compromises in general. For some time past 
and from different directions persistent efforts 
have been made to bring our party nearer to the 
other political parties; this, together with the 
incessant demand for taking part in the Prussian 
legislative elections, has aroused in a part of the 
Berlin voters, as well as among the comrades all 
over Germany, an apprehension that there may 
exist in the party certain tendencies which, though 
not having that aim, nevertheless must have the 
resul!, of leading the Social Democratic party 
over into the field of spoils politics! pure and sim- 
ple. This apprehension was nourished by Bern- 
stein’s book of repentance, a solemn renunciation 
of social democratic principles by a comrade who 
up to that time had been considered a guardian 
of our principles, and by his recantation of the 
social democratic heresy and his reconfession 
of faith in the bourgeois philosophy as the only 
means of salvation. Bernstein’s pamphlet in it- 
self is insignificant and contains not a single 
ney, original idea, but merely acknowledge as 
correct what the enemies of the Social Democ- 
racy for decades past have said against it a hun- 
dred times; yet, taken in connection with the 
confusing agitation for taking part in the Prus- 
sian legislative elections and with the unfortunate 
Tsegrim articles against the militia system and 

*On the Political Stand of the Social Democracy, 
especially with Reference to the Reichstag. -Berlin, 
1893. Vortnawts Publishing House. 
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in favor of militarism, the pamphlet, considered 
as a symptom, acquired an importance which 
could not be ignored. 

The party was engaged in a fight against the 
penitentiary bill, and other attempts at coercion 
on the part of the dominant reaction&s, and 
was just beginning to forget Schippelism and 
Bernsteinism, expecting from the next party con- 
vention a thorough shaking up and cleaning out, 
when suddenly the report came of the politieal 
‘ ‘ cow-trade ’ ’ or log-rolling in Bavaria. We 
have been accustomed to Bavarian peculiarities 
for years; we know that Bavarian affairs, and in 
general South German affairs, are not to be 
measured according to the North German stand- 
ard; and no one can be more tolerant than the 
Berlin comrades who, in front of the gates of 
the Imperial Capital, have to deal with peculiari- 
ties which, though of a different kind, are quite 
as striking as the Bavarian nossiblv can be. We 
know nar&ularlv that wheri the - relioious ele- 
ment &its a fig&e in politics and thg clerical 
Center nartv nrevents a normal political develop- 
ment, &ss&&ciousness is ear&ly crowded o& 
by other considerations. And also outside of 
Bavaria we have heard of some very strange cam- 
paign alliarices. Nevertheless, what happened 
this time in Bavaria was in its wav an innova- 
tion. A formal alliance was entered into, not 
underhanded, not over the heads of the mass by 
particular comrades, but by one party with an- 
other party, by the leaders of the Social Demoe- 
racy in Bavaria, with the leaders of the Center 
party in Bavaria. 

This event stirred UD a great commotion and 
caused the most intense a&iety everywhere in 
party circles. At first the astonishment, the dis- 
annroval. found no exnresaion. As the legislative 
e&tions’ in Bavaria are indirect, one c&d not 
immediately raise a protest, for in so doing one 
would only have embarrassed the Bavarian com- 
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rades, who were then in the midst of the fight, 
and would perhaps have incurred a grave respon- 
sibility. Therefore, the Bavarian supporters of 
the political cow trade had the field to themselves 
for the time being. Under such circumstances, 
it is easy to understand that the apprehensions 
of ‘comrades, who thought they saw indications 
of a designed and methodical stagnation of the 
party, were aroused to the utmost. Berlin com- 
rades turned to me. I explained why the Vor- 
waerts had not yet taken -a stand &wards the 
Bavarian cow trade, but made no secret of the 
fact that my views oq compromises were not the 
same as those of the editorial staff; I wrote an 
article, which in spite of its unusually calm tone, 
was looked upon by the Bavarian comrades as 
a grievous attack; I also explained my views in 
a meeting of the voters’ club of the Sixth Berlin 
election &strict. Although. for the sake of sweet 
peace, I prevented a vo;e’ of censure for the 
Bavarian comrades, nevertheless both myself and 
the Berlin comrades were, on account of this 
meeting, violently attacked by the Bavarian party 
members, and not always in elegant terms. One 
who feels that he is in the wrong generally makes 
up for the weakness of his case by the violence of 
his speech. I‘have always taken the insolence of 
my opponents as an involutary compliment, and 
never bothered mvself about it. 

About the time of the Bavarian cow trade the 
entrance of a socialist-Millerand-into a reac- 
tionary bourgeois cabinet took place in France 
and was the cause of a split in the French Social 
Democracy. The ablest of our French comrades, 
-Guesde,- Lafargue and Vaillant, the founders oP 
the modem socialist movement in France,-pro- 
tested against the entrance of Millerand into the 
cabinet of the reactionaq capitalist, Waldeck- 
Rousseau, and of Gallifet, the butcher of the 
Communists; they withdrew from the socialist 
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group, which they were convinced had abandoned 
the platform of the class struggle. 

Here we could see the dangers of a compro- 
mise policy in their life-size and entire outlines. 
In the meantime an article appeared in Vor- 
waerts, in the issue of July 28, entitled “Mo- 
mentary Alliances, ’ ’ which sought to justify the 
compromise policy. I therefore determined, at 
the request of comrades in Berlin and vicinity, to 
write a pamphlet and express myself, as I know, 
in harmony with an overwhelming majority of 
the Berlin comrades, on the question of tactics, 
especially on compromises and alliances ; and 
thus, so far as in my power lies, afford the party 
an opportunity, before the party convention is 
held, to realize in their proper connection and in 
their entire extent the consequences which an’ 
abandonment of the time-tried policy of our 
party would bring about. 

When I speak here of our policy, I use ihe 
word without regard to anything immaterial and 
superficial, but in the sense which since the begin- 
ning of the party it has had for us in contrast to 
all other parties,-in the sense of the policy of 
the class struggle, which has very often changed 
in form, but in substance has remained the same, 
-our unique proletarian class policy, which sep- 
arates us from all other political parties in the 
world of bourgeois society and excludes us from 
intercourse with them. 

The pamphlet is a vacation task. It was writ- 
ten on the move in the true sense of the word, 
in house and field, on mountains, in the cars, here 
and there. This, of course, necessarily marred its 
unity, but shows also bow seriously I took the 
matter, to sacrifice for it the quiet of my vaca- 
tion. W. LIEBKNECHT. 

August, 1899. 
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NO COMPROMISE. 

NO POLITICAL TRADING. - 

By Wilhelm Liebknecht. 

(Published at the Request of the Members of 
the Social Democratic Party in Berlin and 
Vicinity.; 

THE PARTY LAW. 

* The question of compromises has, in one form 
or another, engaged the attention of our party 
ever since its entrance into the political arena. 
But I have not now the time nor is this the place 
for a complete historical presentation of the sub- 
ject. The present state of party law in reference 
to the compromise question is expressed in the 
resolutions .of the party conventions held at 
Cologne, Hamburg and Stuttgart. The resolu- 
tion of the Cologne convention, passed October 
28, 1893, is as follows: 

“Whereas, The three-class electoral system of 
Prussia, which, according to Bismarck’s own ex- 
pression, is the most wretched of all systems of 
election, makes it impossible for the Social Dem- 
ocracy to take an independent part in the elecd 
tiona for the Prussian legislature with any pros- 
pect of success; and whereas, it contradicts the 
principles heretofore followed by the party in 
elections to enter into compromises wit.h hostile 
partiM, because this would necessarily 1ca.d to 
demoralization and to strife and dissension in the 
ranks of the party; therefore, resolved, that -it 
is the duty of the party members in Prussia to 
abstain from participation in the election for 
the legielature. 

And whereas, the eleotoral systems in the sep- 
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arate states constitute an exeellrnt sneeimen of 
reactionary election lams and parti&larly the 
plutocratic character of the three-class ciectoral 
system in Prussia makes it impossible for the 
laboring class to send its own representatives 
to the legislature; therefore, the convention stalls 
upon the party members to begin a systematic 
and energetic agitation in all the senarate states 
for the &trod&ion of universal, iqual, peeret 
and direct suffrage in elections for the legislature 
as demanded by-our party platform.” - 

Four vears later. on October 9. 1897. the Siam- 
burg convention passed the following ‘resolution: 

“The resolution of the Cologne convention 
forbidding the Prussian members of the uartv to 
participate in the legislative elections under” the 
three-class system of voting, is repealed. Par- 
ticipation in the next Prussian legislative elec- 
tions is recommended evervwhere where the con- 
ditions render it possible zor the party members 
to do so. Just how far it is possible to take part 
in the elections in the separate election districts 
much be decided bv the nartv members of each 
election district accordingL to jocal circumstances. 

Compromises and alliances with other parties 
must not be entered into.” 

The repeal of the Cologne resolution was 
passed by 160 votes against 50. The entire reso- 
lution was passed by 145 votes against 64, one 
delegate not voting. 

After the vote on the separate parts of the 
resolution and after the vote on the whole, in 
order to prevent any question from arising as to 
the practical meaning of the Hamburg resolution, 
the chairman, Singer, with the express consent of 
Bebel, who had offered the resolution, and with- 
out objection by anyone, and with unanimous 
consent, entered on the minutes, made the follow- 
ing announcement : 

“1 wish to state that the convention is unani- 
mous in the view that under the resolution 
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adopted here no participation in the elections can 
take place except by putting up social demo- 
cratic candidates. ’ ’ 

That comrades should, in the first instance, vote 
for candidates of the liberal nartv was. as Bebel 
remarked, absolutely excluded; an”d wo&d belong 
under the head of compromises and alliances with 
other oarties. 

In spite of the clear language of the resolution 
and of the clear and authoritative interpretation 
thereof on a point susceptible of different con- 
structions, the convention had hardly adjourned 
when differences of opinion began to be ex- 
pressed. In sharp contradiction to the facts and l 
to the record of the proceedings, it was denied 
that voting in the first instance by our party for 
candidates of the liberal party would be a com- 
promise; and the claim was even made that 
the convention had been bulldozed bv Singer. 

Last year 
immediately 

‘s convention was held”at Sluttgart 
before the elections for the Prussian 

legislature. There was such a difference of opin- 
ioi that it was not uossible to think of disno&ng 
of the matter, especially as the order of b;sinesi 
before the’ convention was overloaded without 
that. So nothing could be done but leave the 
final disposition of the matter for a future con- 
vention, and for the present pass an emergency 
resolution. 

On October 5, 1898, the Stuttgart convention 
adopted unanimously the following resolution, 
agreed upon by a committee, to-wit; 

“Participation in the Prussian legislative else- 
tions under the three-class electoral system can- 
not Fe regarded, as is the case in elections for 
the Reich&g, 6s a marshaling of forces; it is 
not a means of attaining a moral effect by the 
number of our votes, but is only a means of 
attaining certain practical results, especially 
warding off the danger of allowing the most. hide- 
bound reactionists to get a msjority in the 
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legislature. Proceeding from this view, the con- 
vention declares that participation in the Prussian 
legislative elections is not required- in all elec- 
tion districts, the less so as the shortness of the 
time which remains before the Prussian legisla- 
tive elections makes it impossible to bring to- 
gether the widelv diverse& views now e&tine 
Within the party- on ths question, so to mak< 
harmonious action by the party possible. Under 
these circumstances the convention leaves it to 
the comrades of the senarate election districts 
to decide on the question’ of participation. If it 
is decided in an election district to take part, and 
if a proposition is made to support candidates of 
our political opponents, then the candidates must 
pledge themselves, in case of their election to 
the legislature, to work for the introduction of the 
universsl. eaual. direct and secret ballot. for the 
elections’ to* the legislature, the same as it now 
exists for th~elections to the Reichstag, and to 
resist eneraeticallv all measures in the legislature 
which tendo to &minish or abolish the ‘existing 
rights of the people in the separate states. All 
propositions introduced under the head of ‘Prus- 
sian Leeislative Elections’ shall be considered 
disposed”of by the adoption of this resolution.” 

This was the Stuttgart resolution. As can be 
seen, it is only temporary and leaves the question 
of tactics exactly on the basis of the Hamburg 
resolution. In spite of that, the comrades of 
some election districts considered themselves jus- 
tified in making, contrary to this resolution, ar- 
rangements with other parties which were clearly 
compromises within the meaning of the Ham- 
burg resolution. And the latest events in Bavaria, 
the alliance with the Center party, which was 
chara&erized as a cow trade by the comrades 
themselves, who took part in it, has shown that 
wl&u once the’ thin end of the opportunist wt8ge 
has f&&d itself iqto the policy of the party the 
tl&& end soon follows. 
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PROLETARIAN SOCIALISM. 

For OUT party and for our party tact&% there 
is but one valid basis: the basis of the class strug- 
gle, out of which the Social Democratic party 
has apnntg up, and out of which alone it can 
draw the necessary strength to bid defiame to 
every storm and to all its enenzies. The founders 
of our party,-Marx, Engels and Lassalle,-im- 
pressed upon the workingmen the necessity of 
the class character of our movement so deeply that 
down to a very recent time there were no consid- 
erable deviations or getting off the track. The 
Cologne resolution was called forth by a proposal 
made by Edward Bernstein, then living in Lon- 
don, and as editor of the Social Democrat hon- 
ored by the members of the party. 

Till the year 1893 there never was any talk in 
public about the possibility or advisability of tak- 
ing part in the Prussian legislative elections. In 
the beginning of the %Os, the coiiperation of the 
Social Democracy with the political democrats 
was advocated on the auiet bv the democrats 
of Frankfort for the purpose of gaining a socialist 
and a democratic representative for Frankfort in 
the leeislature: but the Drouosition was declined. 
also on the q&et, witho& getting noised abroad. 
What turned the scale was this consideration, 
viz.: That the class character of the party m&d 
be weakened by an alliance of this kha; n~tl 
that the advantage of gaining a representative 
would be far more than offset by the disadvantage 
of an alliance in a legislative election with R 
uartv which we are comDelled to fight in :he 
kei&stag election. The ikportance OH a seat in 
the Prussian legislature was not overlooked by 
am-one. But it was looked UDO~ a8 more import- 
ant <hat the representatives bf the party s&ould 

23 
end exclusiv&ly upon the strength of the p&y, 

not upd~ an alliance v&h paities which 
mfght have mdmenta;riFg a dommop int’ereat with 
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us, but which in their political make-up are hos- 
tile to us and will remain permanently hostile. 

Bernstein’s nrouosal. which eontemulated a 
participation oi be 6oeial Demo&& in the 

- Prussian legislative elections, found little response 
and no ad;ocates; so that* the resolution &tro- 
duced and supported by Bebel against such par- 
ticipation was adopted unanimously. 

That the question of taking part in the Prussian 
legislative elections should come up again after 
many years and even lead to quite animated de- 
bates, appears at first sight unintelligible. But 
it is explained by two circumstances whick I 
will here set forth. 

First. In reference to the Prussian three-class 
electoral system the views of many of the corn- 
rades had in the course of time under one a 
change. It had escaped the memory o f some 
of them, here and there, that the logically and 
cunningly realized purpose of the three-class 
electoral system was to exclude with hermetic 
sealing all democratic thought and sentiment, 
and that the capitalistic era, which began about 
the same time with the introduction of the “most 
wretched of all electoral systems,” had by creat- 
ing a class conscious proletariat rendered the vote 
of the socialist masses more insignificant than the 
vote of the democratic masses had been origin- 
ally. How badly many of the speakers (both men 
and women) at the Hamburg convention de- 
ceived themselves as to the working of the three- 
class electoral system is clear from the fact that 
some of them entertained the delusion that the 
reform of the Prussian legislative elections could 
be used as the means of a grand arousing of the 
masses. In the jubilation over the success which 
had been achieved under other non-democratic 
laws regulating legislative elections, especially in 
Saxony, many had forgotten that the Prussian 
three-class system made the publicity of the bal- 
lot obligatory, and thereby in advance uraebleall~ 
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disfranchised all who were dependent, either 
economically, socially or politically, that is, the 
great majority of the population, and by this 
means alone rendered it impossible for the masses 
to take part in the election or get up any general 
enthusiasm. 

The outimistic self-deceution in rea-ard to the 
three-clais electoral law went so far-that not a 
few of the comrades imagined in all seriousness 
that we social democrats -would be in a position 
bv our own strenath without fusion or even an 
alliance with othe: parties, to win a number, if 
only a small number, of seats. To-day no one is 
laboring under this delusion anv longer. To-day 
evervbovdv knows that we cannot Gin a sinale 
seat* in the Prussian legislature without a c&r- 
promise or an alliance. It was different two 
Bears ago when the party convention, its majority 
being under the curse of outimistic self-deceution. 
prou&reed in favor of taking part in the ‘Prus: 
sian leirislative elections. Fortunately, however, 
the heads and supreme council of the. party b& 
thought themselves of the origin and nature of 
the party and by an unqualified prohibition of all 
compromises and alliances with other parties 
sought to prevent the self-deception from causing 
steps which might injure the party and lead it 
astray into wrong paths. 

The H:lmburg resolution has been called con- 
tradictory and illogical. True, if the party the 
same as before rejected all compromises and 
alliances with other parties, then there was no 
sense in repealing the Cologne resolution. The 
contradiction is exulained. as already indicated, 
by the fact that aLportion of the paity deceived 
itself or was deceived as to the nature of the Prus- 
sian three-class election law. But from this con- 
tradiction to conclude, as has actually been done, 
that the party had more at heart its desire to par- 
ticipate in the Prussian legislative elections than 
its aversion to compromises, and that therefore, 
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as a contradiction existed. it must be selved bv 
unqualifiedly advocating participation in tbe aleE- 
tions and by repealing the prohibition against 
compromises and election alliances; such a con- 
clusion gives evidence of just as little logic as 
of regard for the principles and history of the 
party. 

Second. This brings me to the second reason 
why the question of participation in the legisla- 
tive elections could become a matter of * serious 
party strife. In certain circles there exists an 
inclination, or let us say an effort, to desert 
the platform of the class -struggle and enter into 
the common arena of the other narties. As all the 
other parties stand upon the basis of a political 
state, therefore their field of activity is necessarily 
confined to the snails of uolitics. I do not sav 
that the advocates of the n’ew tactics all wish this: 
as to some of them I am convinced that thev do 
not wish it. But others wish it; and it i!~ no 
mere accident that it was iust Bernstein who first 
proposed the participatiog of the social democ- 
racv in the Prussian leaislatlve elections. This 
tactics corresnonda uerfectlv with Bernstein ‘s 
program which aims a’t the politicalization of the 
Social Democracv ; whereas, it is decidedlv iv- 
logical from the-standpoint’of those who do not 
wish to deny or destroy the militant character of 
our party as carrying on a class struggle, 

STATE CAPITALISM. 

I do not hesitate to repeat my former declara- 
tion that a practical surrender of our party prln- 
ciples appears to me far more dangerous than all 
of Bernstein’s theoretical will-o ‘-the-wisps put 
together. It has been claimed that in the spoils 
parties political nerve has died out; that they 
have lost the spirit of freedom and justice. The 
claim certainly does not lack foundation, and yet 
that condition is no recent matter. Disregarding 
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short periods, the German bourgeoisie never ad 
have wkat is understood by “political nerve.” But 
however that may be, it cannot be denied that We 
are now living under the influence of politico- 
economic conditions which tend to sharpen in 
the highest degree the economic and political 
antagonisms on the one hand, and yet on the 
other hand tend towards an opportunist relaxa- 
tion of principles. In addition to that we must 
take into consideration the political backward- 
ness of the bourgeoisie in Germany, which is the 
cause of the fact that there does not exist here 
a really liberal party, to say nothing of a demo- 
cratie party. This fact has this as its natural 
result: that the honestly liberal and democratic 
elements of the bourgeoisie gravitate more and 
more towards the side of the Social Democracy 
as the only party which is fighting for democratic 
principles in Germany. But these democratic ele. 
ments do not thereby become Socialists, though 
many believe they are socialists. In short, we 
have now in Germany a phenomenon which has 
been observable in France for half a century and 
longer, and which has contributed much to the 
eonfusion of party relations in France, viz.: that 
a part of the radical bourgeoisie rallies around 
the Socialist flag without understan’ding the 
nature of socialism. This political socialism, 
which in fact is only philanthropi;! humanitarian 
radicalism, has retarded the development of so. 
cialism in France exceedingly. It has diluted and 
blurred the principles and weakened the socialist 
Par%’ because it brought into it troops qon 
whiek no reliance could be nlaced in the decisiva 
moment. 

Marx in his articles on the class strorrrrlm in 
France,* 

-on--- ~- 
characte&ecj fnr ma this nnlitim --- II “I- al social- 

ism. And it would b8 
r---I-- 

e an unnaralleled ease of 

wmerte Publishhg IIouse. 
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flying the track and going ‘astray if the German 
Social Democracy, which has had such wonder- 
ful success and such a wonderful growth for the 
very reason that it has marched ahead unterri- 
fied on the basis of the class struggle, should sud- 
denly face about and plunge into mistakes, the 
avoidance of which has been the Dower and nride 
of our party, and has put the& German Social 
Democracy at the head of the international social 
democracy of all countries. 

The disappearance of fear and aversion to us 
in political circles of course brings political ele- 
ments into our ranks. As long as&is takes place 
on a small scale it causes no apprehension be- 
cause the political elements are outnumbered by 
the proletarian elements and are gradually as- 
similated. But it is a different thing if the uoliti- 
cal elements in the party become- so numerous 
and influential that their assimilation becomes 
difficult and even the danger arises that the pro- 
letarian socialist element will be crowded to the 
rear. This danger of politicalization threatens 
the German Social Democracy from two sources 
on account of the backwardness of our bonr- 
geoisie. First, the democratic elements of the bour- 
geoisie, which find no political satisfaction in 
their own class, flow to-us in greater numbers 
than in countries with a normally developed 
bourgeoisie; second, the bureauc,ratic, though 
capitalistic, spirit of our governments tends to- 
wards a state socialism which. in fact. is onlv 
state capitalism, but which is dazzling ‘and mis- 
leading for those who are easily deceived by ex- 
ternal similarities and catch words. The German, 
or more accurately the Prussian, state socialism 
ivhoae ideal is a military, landlord’ and police 
state, hates democracy &ove everything - else. 
The Kanitzes and their followers claim to be out 
and out radical socialists, but will have nothing 
to do with democracy. Democracy is their 
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enemy. It is to them something inherently polit- 
ical. But all DOlitiCS if3 diametricallv ODDosed to 
what is social&t. So by this trick “lo& we ar- 
rive at the conclusion which has gained footing 
here and there, even in social democratic circiesy 
that democracy as savoring of politics has noth- 
ing in common with socialism, but on the con- 
trary is opposed to it. Certarn errors, for ex- 
ample the opposition to the militia system, can be 
traced to this piece of sophistry, as also at one 
time the false teachings of von Schweitzer. But 
the truth is that democracy is not a thing that is 
specifically political, and we must never forget 
that we are not merely a socialist party, but a 
social democratic party because we have per- 
ceived that socialism and democracy are insepar- 
able. 

BISM~RCK. 
As Prince Bismarck, in the ‘606, wanted to 

move the “Acheron” of socialism, and throueh 
the intervention of Brass offered to me the e& 
torship of the North German Gazette, and then 
later through Bucher offered to Marx even the 
editorship of the Staats Anzeiger, in both cases 
with full freedom to advocate socialism unreserv- 
edly, clear down to its ultimate consequences, it 
was of course not love for socialism or knowledge 
of socialism that led Prince Bismarck to do this. 
He understood nothing about socialism at that 
time, and never did un.dYerstand anything about it 
down to his death: in fact. he never had anv 
conception of the moving forces of political a& 
social life aQal1. Theie probably never lived at 
any time in any country a “statesman” who was 
less scientific, who had less knowledge, and who 
relied so purely on experience and a sort of 
half-gambler, half- eddler cunning, as Bismarok. 
Those offers to so lalists place in the clearest % 
li#t the untruthfulness of Prince Bismarck’s 
claim that he always regar’ded the social demoe- 
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racy as incompatible with the existence of the 
state. Bismarck wanted to use socialism for the 
purpose of breaking up and dissolving the bour- 
geois liberal opposition, especially the Progres- 
sive party. This, in itself, is the most conclusive 
proof that he had no conception of the real na- 
ture of socialism. Of course the fate of the boy 
magician was repeated. The elemental force 
which was conjured up grew over the head of the 
dabbler, and he did not get the best of socialism; 
socialism got the beat of him. 

The question of tactics came up then in our 
party for the first time. Should we, in considera- 
t,ion of certain concessions to the laborers, aid 
Bismarck against the Progressive party and other 
opponents of his policy in the expectation of be- 
ing then after that strong enough for a successful 
struggle against him and against the landlord, 
police and military state embodied in his person’8 
Or did prudence and party interest demand that 
we. taking advantage of Bismarck’s auarrel with 
the Progessive b&geoisie and thi other op- 
nonents of his policy, contest the Bismarckian 
nolicv and organize the nroletariat into an inde- 
iend&rt polit%al party for the purpose of pre- 
paring it for the conquest of political power? 

For a while the proletariat wavered, but after 
a few years the tactics, advocated principally by 
Herr von Schweitzer, of drawing closer to the 
Bismarckian policy, was given up-and the tactics 
was everywhere accepted which has ever since 
been in force for the party down to the present 
day. This tactics con@& in keeping clear the 
class character of the socialist party as a prole- 
ta4-h party; to train if by agitation, education 
and organization for the victorious completion of 
the emancipation struggle; to wage a systematic 
roar against the &as state, in whose hands the 
political and economic power of capitalism is con- 
a&rated, and in this war to draw advantages 

. 
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a’ *hr as possible out of the quarrels and eon- 
fllCt’J of the different political parties with each 
other. 

BOURGEOIS AND BOURGEOISIE. 
In Germany the bourgeoisie has never at- 

tained political power as in France and England. 
Though the English bourgeoisie two and a half 
centuries ago, and the French bourgeoisie more 
than a century ago, cleared away all the medieval 
rubbish, the German bourgeoisie has never yet 
been in the position to bring about a political 
revolution and to realize in the state what is 
called political liberty. The loss of the world’s 
commerce in consequence of the discovery of 
America, and in connection with that the stunt- 
inn of industrial activitv: the nolitical snlittinn 
ug and ruin of Germany; theLparalysis*of the 
national spirit bordering almost on death; the 
rise of dynastic interests hostile to the people 
and to enlightenment; all these prevented the 
growth of a strong citizenry. As in 1848 a belated 
opportunity was offered, the German people even 
then did not have the streneth for a nolitical revo- 
lutiim. After a brief revel of freedom it bowed 
its head again under the old yoke. From fear of 
the fabareis, in whom it scented a new and dan- 
gerous power, it became reactionary, without 
ever having been revolutionary; it did penance 
for its dreams of freedom, which appeared to it 
as youthful indiscretions, and threw itself into 
the arms of political reactionism, filled with but 
one remaining ideal, viz.: to get rich. The citi- 
zen disappeareo- from the political arena and 
became either noliticallv indifferent or else cap- 
italistic. And 10 be ca”pitalistic means to recog- 
nize and support the government uncondi%mally, 
provided it ‘ia a class-government and represents 
and promotes exclusively the interests of cr.&al- 
iml. 

To prevent misunderstandiipa PLY? wrong im- 
pressions, we must become fury rciasciouz of 
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the difference between “political” and “ capital- 
istic. ” Theeo two ideas, which because of the 
ambiguity of the German word “‘Buerger” are 
very easily confused by us, must be clearly 
separated from each other. In France the word 
‘ ‘ bourgeois, ’ ’ which in the middle ages had the 
same meaning as our “Buergel;” in the course of 
time and of economic development gradually as- 
sumed the meaning of ‘ ‘ great-capitalist ; ’ ’ where- 
as we Germans for this latter idea borrow the 
French word “hourueois.” but also use concur- 
rently the German words “ Buerger,” and 

“’ buergedich” without noticing the difference. 
So there arises a confusion of lanauaae which is 
anything but conducive to clearn&s -of coneep- 
tion. We speak of “ buergerlich” society, and 
mean modern capitalistic bourgeois society. We 
speak -of “bueraerliok” spirit. l‘bueroerlich” 
freedom, and m&n a demo&a& spirit Ibf free- 
dom such as the citizenry had in former times 
when it was fighting the priests and fendal land- 
lords, which s&it,-however, is diametrically op- 
posed to the spirit of the capitalistic, and hence 
reactionary, 1andIord and priest coddling citizenry, 
or bourgeoisie of to-dav. 

The Correctness of *the so-called materialistic 
conception of history, which considers the political 
development as dependent on the economic, 
cannot be brought ‘more strikingly and con- 
vincingly to the mind than by the change w&h in 
the course of the Nineteenth century has been 
wroneht in the bouraeoisie. It can- be demon- 
stratzd with the greaotest precision how with the 
change in the productive rebtions R change of 
political view and attitude has taken place in the 
bourgeoisie. Every step forward in economic 
development has been a step forward in the 
development of class antagonisms and a step in _ 
Lbe approach of the bourgeoisie towards its old 
NaeFres, the landlords and priests, and a step 
.-l drawing away from the rising proletariat, 
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which in order to effect its emancipation, musG 
advocate equal rights for all men and the demo- 
cratic principles- formerly supported by the 
bourgeoisie. The moment the proletariat steps 
forth us a class sepwute from the bow- 
geoisie and having interests opposed to it, 
from that moment the bouroeoisie ceastl! 
to be democratic. In the &ltei of Cm! 
European continent this rea&%on falls in a char 
acteristic manner just in a period vhich is xmal 
ly called the revolutionary period par excellence 
-in the period of the February and March 
revolutions1 The contradiction is only an ap- 
parent one. The February revolution was a 
tardy victory of bourgeois idealism which stirred 
up the material interests of bourgeois realism to 
contradiction, to opposition and to reaction. The 
premature outbreak of the proletarian revolution 
(in the battle of June, 1848, at Paris), which 
followed upon the heels of the belated outbreak 
of the bouraeois revolution. drove the bourPeoisie 
over to the-side of its hereditary enemy, because 
it foresaw in the victory of the proletariat the 
downfall of capitalism. -In France-Napoleon was 
elected President. and in Germanv the hour- 
geoisie even in -‘the honeymoon of the March 
revolution longed for a deliverer which would 
down the red specter. Thus the “black reaction,” 
which in 1849 followed our revolution, was in 
fact simply the true character of this revolution, 
stripped of its fantastic deceptive dress of gilded 
nhrases. Uncler the rule of cavitalism the bowr- 
geoisie was forced to become politically reac- 
tbnary so far as it was capitalistic or stood under 
capitalistic influence. The “ black reaction ’ ’ 
which half a century ago spread over the Euro- 
pean continent, was just as much a histo@al 
necessity as the still blacker reaction of,: the 
present zigzag policy of penitentiary ba 

is 
maich 

capitalism in a fit of desperation has fore d QpOu 

, 



NO POLITICAL TRADING.‘ 21 

THE GERMAN BOURGEOISIE NEVER 
PASSED THROUGH THE LIBERAL 

STAGE OF DEVELOPMENT. 

In Germany where capitalism was deveIoped 
later than in England and France, and where 
it was not preceded, as in those two countries, 
by an era of economic prosperity for the bour- 
geoisie as well as of political supremacy by it, 
the whole political development was obliged to 
take on a different character. There a soil 
eleared of medieval mould and undergrowth; 
here, the most modern of modern conditions, as 
modern as in France and Eneland. in between 
medieval mould and undergrosh; ‘the healthy 
growth entwined with ivy which sucks the life 
out of everything that it clasps with its tendrils; 
which only lives from death and rottenness and 
which must be torn off and grubbed up to pre- 
vent the healthy and growing from being sacri- 
ficed to the dead. The German boureeoisie. 

. 

which was sleeping the sleep of impot&ce at 
the time when in other lands the bourgeoisie im- 
pressed upon the state its bourgeois-character, 
does not even now DOSSSSS the strength to tear 
away and extirpate the romantic and odeath-bripg 
ing parasitic ivy of landlordism and medieval 
semi-barbarism. 

The political impotence of the German citi- 
zenry in past and present is what distinguishes 

. the political life of Germany from that of the 
nther advanced countries, and has assigned to 
the German proletariat the mission not only of 
solving its own strictly proletarian problem, but 
also of accomplishing the work left undone by 
our bourgeoisie. Tactics is determined bv the 
nature of the conditions. So far as the-‘bour- 
geoisie is capitalistic, we have to fight it: so far 
& the bourgeoisie opposes capitalism and the 
reactionism which it shields and assists, we have 
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either to suuport it positively or at least not 
assume a hostile attitude towards it, unless it 
gets in our line of fire, as for example, in the 
elections for the Reichstag where a bourgeois 
and a social democratic candidate are running 
against each other 

-Disregarding the von Schweitzer episode, the 
German Social Democracv has consistentlv and 
consciouslv followed the tactics nrescribed in the + 
Communi& Manifesto, to directAits main attack 
against political rexctionism and to lend aid to 
the bourgeoisie, so far as it is liberal or demo- 
eratic, in its struggle against political reaction- 
ism and in no case to throw itself on the side 
of political reaction in its struggle against the 
bourgeoisie. It is necessary to emphasize this, 
because Bernstein in his polemic written against 
the Social Democratic party of Germany, and 
which has been so suspiciously praised and rec- 
ommended, has accused us of something which 
is a favonte old legend of Eugene Richter’s, viz.: 
that we blindly opposed the German bourgeoisie 
to the advantage of political reactionism and 
repelled and terrorized it so much that in its 
alarm it took refuge under the wings of a reac- 
tionary landlord, police and military state. It is 
not possible to slap the truth squarer in the 
face than is done by saying this. 

THE FAILURE 0~ THE PROGRESSIVE 
PARTY. 

At the time of the great eonstitutional struggle 
in the ’60s there was no socialist party worth 
spsaking of. In 1864, at the time Lassalle was 
killed in a duel with the Wallaehian noble Rako- 
witz, the Universal German Working Men’s 
Union nutibered in all Germany 5,000 or 0,000 
members on paper; in reality still fewer. This 
little band could not have scared the German 
Progressive party out of its wits, even though 
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we measure the latter’s valor by the microscopic 
scale of rabbit courage, befitting the German 
bourpeoisie. Yet it surrendered to Bismarck: 
and ifter the success of the civil war of 1866 it 
granted him indemnity and bowed itself under 
The Caudine voke which he set UD. To claim that 
the Social Democracy is to blame for that is 
simply ridiculous. It is true that Lassalle had 
attacked the bourgeoisie very bitterly, but in so 
doing had found very little sympathy among 
German workingmen. And although Lassalle in 
his onnosition to the Progressive uartv occa- 
sionafiy got perhaps somew&t too close- to the 
Bismarckian reactionary policy, still it must not 
be forgotten that at the begmning of the con- 
stitutiona1 struggle he had stood on the side of 
the Progressive party and only separated from 
it after it had obstinately refused to carry on the 
struggle in earnest in spite of his repeated de- 
mands that it do so. 

The German bourgeoisie-and this is the key 
to its otherwise unaccountable conduct--did not 
have in 1862 any more than it had in 1848 and 
earlier, the stuff for a political revolution. It 
feared-as I told one of the leaders of the Pro- 
gressive party to his face in the beginning of the 
year 1863it feared a revolution more than a 
reaction. And Bismarck with his cynical con- 
tempt of men and his horse-trader cuteness! soon 
brought out that fact. The Progressists did not 
strike him as “imposing;” and the more impu- 
dent he was in his intercourse with them the easier 
he curled them around his finger. To hold the 

. German Social Democracy responsible for the 
treason to liberty committed by the Prussian 
Progressive party is not only an insuIt to his- 
torical truth; it indicates also a complete misun- 
derstanding of the role which the German bour- 
geoisie has played since the middle ages. 

I simply put the two hots side by side: In 
the period of the constitutiona struggle when 
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the Progressive party stood at the height of its 
power and bad the people behind it, Bismarck, 
then in the beginning of his career, turned it 
down with the greatest ease. In the period of 
the anti-Socialist law, when Bismarck stood at 
the height of his power and with all the re- 
sources of capitalism was exercising a bourgeois 
dictatorship, he was turned down by the Social 
Democracy with the greatest ease, though it had 
all the political parties against It. That shows 
who can fight reactionism in Germany and who 
can not. 

The wretchedness of the German bourgeoisie 
does not, however, release us from the duty of 
assisting it, wherever it does earnestly oppose 
reactionism. nrovided our own interests do not 
thereby s&e;. And this has been done without 
exception ever since the German Social Democ- 
racy entered the arena ds an independent party. 
For myself, I need only to mention the fact that 
in 1865 I was expelYed from Prussia because I 
foiled Bismarck’s attempt to crush the Progres- 
sive party with the aid of the Socialists as be- 
tween two millstones. I can say with a good 
conscience that in all my struggles against the 
Bismarckian reaction I have fought for political 
liberty. And in my oft-quoted pamphlet on the 
political attitude of the Social Democracy I 
emphasized the democratic character of our move- 
ment not less than has been done recently by 
Bernstein, who recommends to us as brand new 
wisdom what we have already been practicing for 
thirty-odd years. 

THE PAMPHLET ON TACTICS. 

I must here say a word about my above men- 
tioned pamphlet on tactics. The speech out of 
which it arose was delivered in the year 1869 
at the time of the North German Confederation; 
this was a temporary arrangement which could 
not possibly last and which would have to end 
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either with the breaking down of Bismarck’s 
Great-Prussian policy or-with its victory by a 
union with the South German States, excepting 
Austria. In this temporary state OF interim ths 
tactics forced unon us bv the lo& of the facts 
was that of opposition at any price. Bismarck 
had introduced a universal suffrage of the Napo- 
leonic pattern, not to establish -the sovereignty 
of the people, but to cover up his despotic dic- 
tatorship. As Napoleon through his prefects 
directed the universal suffrage as he pleased, so 
Bismarck thought he could do the same throueh 
his local couns%ors. It seemed to him an ins& 
ment easier to handle than the three class electoral 
system, which the bourgeoisie had got control of, 
and in the iirst two classes of which it had cre- 
ated for itself an impregnable stronghold. 

The history of the Prussian three class electoral 
system is inieresting because it shows so plainly 
how the most craftily planned political schemes 
of reactionists c:m be overthrown by economic 
development and temporariiy turned so as to 
have an opposite effect from that intended. De- 
signed with cunning shrewdness to bar out all 
d&mocratic or opp&tion elements, it answered 
this Purnose perfectly for a decade, until one . 
fine day- the gourgeofsie, having grokn econom- 
ically strong and being provoked by the dis- 
gusting orgies of landlord and police stewardship 
began to feel its political strength; it came upr~ 
the idea that it only needed to will the thing in 
order to obtain a majority in the first two 
electoral classes, and thereby win a r.ictoe in 
the election of the denuties. The idea was made 
a reality, and Prince- Bismarck damned the ma- 
chinery which so outrageously refused to work 
as it was expected to; the three class d&oral 
system then became the “most wretched of sll 
electoral systems; ” but on the other hand, uni- 
versal, equal and direct suffrage, this God-be- 
with-us of the “frantic year” $943, anti which 
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in Napoleonic France had shown such splendid 
results, now beamed as a brilliant salvation of 
the state and of societv through Caesarism. 

So we got the urn&al f%nehise; and for 
another reason as well. The dynastic-feudal 
revolution from above which touued off Bis- 
marck’s “national” policy, would~have hung in 
mid-air unless there had been given to it at 
least the appearance of a revoluti& from below. 
He needed the ueonle even though onlv for a 
dummy ; and the>e was no better” bait than the 
universal franchise of 1848. It united the Bis- 
mar&an revolution from above with the ‘48er 
revolution from below and put the unthinking 
masses in the delusion that Prussia, enlarged at 
the expense of Germany and turned into a land- 
lord, police and soldier state, ,was the realization 
of German democracy. To-day we know how 
deep this delusion had taken root; it required 
decades of brutal misgovernment to root it out 
again. 

But in one thing Bismarck miscalculated, viz.: 
in the strength of the revolutionary idea. What 
was possible in France after the battle of June, 
which drove the whole bourgeoisie into the wild: 
est reactionism, was not possible in Germany 
where the power of the state was not so closely 
centralized and where, fed by the development 
of capitalism, a healthy workingmen’s movement 
grew up which was determined to exploit the 
national and dynastic crises and struggles in 
the interest of the proletariat; to make socialism 
the decisive Dower in Germanv and to heln it on 
to . victory and supremacy. ” The German pro- 
letariat had the advantage of being able to draw 
practical lessons from -the labor- movement in 
other countries which were (and are) ahead of 
Germany in political and economic development. 
It also had the extraordinary good fortune to be 
led into the field of political action by its &reat 
teachers, Marx, Engels and Laswlb, right rrb 
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the beginning of its career. It was thereby 
spared from the errors of pure and aimple wnion- 
ism on Ibe one hand, and of aimless,. plonls~s, 
through and through bourgeois-anarchxde plot- 
ting and bawling for revolutions on the 
other hand. Though the German wod&~-elase 
in 1867, when the kniversal franchise w& into 
effect, was only to a very small extent Wed with 
class conscionsness, it was nevertheless the only 
doss, and the socialist party was the only party, 
which clearly saw the meaning of voting and 
the due of the franchise. There was &en a 
slight overestimation of it, but this was useful 
because it increased the enthusiasm. 

If Prince Bismarck entertained the hope that 
the universal franchise could be exploited in 
Napoleonic style and that the Reichstag would 
remain what I called it in 1867, the figled to 
partly cover the naked figure of absolutism, the 
political basis of this hope was overthrown by ebe 
expansion of the North German Confederation 
into the German Empire. The highest triumph 
of &mar&an polities carried its downfall a.nd 
bankruptcy within it. What the stiff Prudan 
military and police spirit could perhaps have 
prevented for an indefinite time within the limits 
of the North German Confederation, viz.: the 
rise and growth of an independent popular move- 
ment, this could not be prevented on the larger 
field of the German Empire. The power of the 
people could not be suppressed, and the jealousy 
of the “Federal Princes” at Prussian supremacy 
helped along, so that the trees of Bismarek’s 
feudal Ckesarism could not shoot up as high 
as the treea of Napoleon’s prefect-Caesar&n. It 
was not possible by any allurements to take from 
the workingmen W recognition of the insepaxa- 
bility of socialism from democracy and of de- 
mocracy from soda&m. 

“The question” (thus I began my I eeeh 
in 1869), “what attitncle should the Acid 
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Democracy take in the political struggle, is 
answered with ease and certainty if we have 
attained a clear conception of the insepara- 
bilitv of socialism and clemocracv.. Socialism and 
democracy are not the same, b;t they are only 
different expressions of the same fundamental 
idea. They belong to each other, round out each 
other, and can never stand in contradiction to 
each other. Socialism without democracy is 
nseudo-socialism. just as democracv without so- 
iialism is pseudo-democracy. The democratic 
state is the only possible form of a socialistically 
organized society. ’ ’ 

This truth, the inseparableness of Democracy 
and socialism, served for the German working 
class as a sure guide amidst the greatest con- 
fusion of political issues, so that the dangerous 
shoals of state socialism were avoided towards 
which the Prussian reaction was headed even in 
the ’40s; for the ideal of the garrison and police 
state was of course a’garrison and aolict social- 
ism, which is euphemi&ically called state so- 
cialism. The sophisms of Wagener and von 
Schweitzer that democracy has something bour- 
geois about it. and that socialism. being directed 
against bourgeois society, must consequently be 
anti-democratic, did, it is true, confuse many a 
man in von Schweitzer’s time; but it never found 
acceutance among the mass of laborers. This 
pseudo-logic bobb:d up again recently in the well 
known militia debate, but has no longer any sig- - -- 
nificanee. 

WHAT IS A COMPROMISEB 
Before we go farther we must get a clear idea 

of the meaning of the word “compromise, ” other- 
wise everv debate on it will be comoletelv with- 

I  

out aim and without result, because every one 
will have in mind something different and conse- 
quently no one will meet Ehe arguments of an- 
other. If compromise is understood as a con- 
cession of theory to practice, then our entire life 
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and a&vity is a compromise and all humaL 
history and the history of the race from the PPe 
of the individual up to that of nations and of 
mankind is an endless, unbroken chain of com- 
promises. That conception of history according 
to which tabula rosa, i. e., a clean sweep, i? tem- 
porarily made and must be made in order 
to start a new administration and system 
free from the old, is in the highest degree un- 
scientific and stands in the most direct contra- 
diction ta exuerience. The clean sweet theorv 
is a spook which exists to-day only in <he head; 
of police poiiticians who accuse us of wanting to 
L‘ruinate” evervthine that does not fit into our 
scheme. These gentlimen thereby give judgment 
against themselves, for they think they are the 
ones who possess this magical power of being 
able to “ruinate” anything and evervthina which 
Time’s elernal loom has w&en and is weaGing,. if 
perchance it has been done without first gettmg 
a permit from the chief of police. The framers 
of the anti-socialist law and penitentiary law dis- 
play by their foolish activity only their bottom- 
less ignorance. The organic la% according to 
which political and social development goes on, 
cannot be arbitrarily changed or nullified, just 
as little as this can be done with the laws under 
which an animal or a plant grows and develops. 
Whoever interferes there with violence can only 
disturb and destroy; this has always been the 
effect wrought by the police politicians. What 
these fuddlers, who call themselves “statesmen.” . 
sav against us social democrats. viz.: that we 
ca&otD create anything, but only destroy is 
simplv the reflection of their own acting.3 and 
doings; there is not among the innumerable sins 
and vices, of which they accuse us, a single one 
which they have not taken from themselves. 

To add one new example to the old ones, I 
will simply refer to the charge, Thich has been 
stereotyped for twenty years, *VIZ.: that the 
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Social Democracy has for its object a promtar%, 
dictatorshin. The truth is that since the battle 
of June ai Paris, that is for fifty-one years, we 
have actually had on the continent of Europe the 
dictatorship of the bourgeoisie. A dictatorship 
which has been exercised with 3re and sword 
against the working class; which, after the battle 
of June, brought us the horrible butcheries of 
the Commune, and hundreds of smaller buteh- 
cries of laborers; a dictatorship which extends to 
the disfranchisement of the working class and 
deprives the proletariat of the enjoyment not 
only ef nolitical rights. but also of simnle leeal 
rights; a’ dictators& which has express& it&f 
in dozens of exceptional laws and force laws and 
which we Germans have to thank for the Anti- 
Socialist law, the penitentiary bill and class law 
decrees such as the Loebtau judgment and the 
perjury trial at Essen. And if “King Stumm,” 
who is now king in the realm of ‘ ‘ social reform, ’ ’ 
should accomplish his purpose of annihilating 
every organization of workingmen, what in com- 
parison with such a dietato=ship would be the 
dictatorship of a Marius or a Sulla or of the 
French convention of 1792-179?-P The political 
power which the social democracy aims at and 
which it will win, no matter whpt its enemies 
may do, has not for its object the establbhment 
of a dictatorship of the proletariat, Put the sup- 
pression of the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie. 
Just as the class struggle which the proletariat 
carries on is only a counter struggle in self de- 
fense to resist the class struggle of t%e bow- 
geoiaie against the prolet&at; and the end of 
this struggle by the victory of the proletariat 
will be the abolition of the class struggle in every 
form. 

We Social Democrats know that the laws ac- 
cording to which political and social eyolution \ 
goes on can no more be changed or stopped by 
us than by the authorities of capitalistic society. 



We know that we can no more introduce at will 
socialistic production and a socialist form of 
society than the German Kaiser nine. years ago 
could earrv out his Februarv Droclamations 
against the” representatives of -thl capitalistic 
class struggle. Therefore we were able to watch 
with smiling indifference -the attempt of our 
opponents to’ crush the labor movement by force. 
We were and still are sure of our success, a8 
sure aa of the solution of a mathematical problem. 
But we know also that the shifting of relations. 
though it goes on unceasingly, yet “goes on grad; 
ually because it is an organic movement; and it 
go& on, too, without de&u&ion of the ‘existing 
relations (the removal of the dead is not de- 
struction) . The destruction of the exist- 
ing, of the living, is in general impomible. 
We saw that plainly in the French revolution, 
which was probably the best planned and most 
energetically carried out of all political up- 
heavals ; but nevertheless after the “golden 
period” of ideological groping around and of 
phantastie and utopian illusiona was past, it was 
eompelled to take things as they were and fit 
the new on to the old. In the first rush it may 
be possible occasionally to crowd out the living; 
but history teaches us that the most revolutionary 
and despotic governments were finally compelled 
by the Iogic of facts to yield and to recognize 
DerhaDS in another form. that which was unnat- 
kally and mechanically’ abolished. In short, 
viewed historlc.aJly, the present is, as a rule, a 
compromise between the hast and the future. 

Therefore to reject a compromise in this sense 
would be unscientific folly. And practical folly 
it would be for a political party to fail to draw 
advantages out of the opportunities of political 
life and utilize for itself the quarrels of the dif- 
ferent 0Dposing parties. Prudence danrsnils this; 
pri~~cipks do not dome into the question; no 
obligations are aseumed and not to do what 
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prudence demands would be stupidity. That ti 
Social Democrats in the Reichstag sometimes on 
a socio-political question vote with the C’onserva- 
tives for the government, and on political and 
commercial questions sometimes vote with the 
Radicals against the government, that is a com- 
mon reauirement of nolitical warfare. Though it 
is undo;btedly a compromise between theory-and 
practice, it has nothing at all in common with the 
compromises against which the party has re- 
peatedly declared itself distinctly and expressly. 
What the party had in mind and what it by 
formal resolutions made the duty of the members, 
was the avoidance of alliances, agreements, ar: 
rangements, contracts or whatever they might be 
called, which would involve a surrender of prin- 
ciples or in general a change in the relation of 
our party towards the bourgeois parties in a 
manner injurious to us. This last point must 
be especially emphasized, because the question 
hinges principally on this. In the debate on 
tak&g part in the Prussian legislative elections 
the question at issue was exclusively this last 
point; for none of those who advocated partici- 
pation had the slightest idea of sacrificing party 
nrincinles in an alliance with the Proeressive 
party.,* though it must not be overlookgd that 
questions of tactics very easily shift into questiona 
of principle. 

If the circumstances and necessities of the sit- 
uation demand cooperation with other parties, 
this can always be accomplished without a com- 
nromise. I take for example Belgium. The 
Liberal party had there a common interest with 
the Socialist party in fighting the Clericals. The 
two parties united and worked together up to a 
certain point. That would have been done even 
without ‘any fusion. But it was done by fusion, 
and what was the resultO Quarrel sad strife. 
,Fusions have shown themselves to be entirely 
supeifiuous. When that point is paas& up te 
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which community .of interests existed and UD to 
which the comx&ity of interests, without-any 
fusion, would have induced united action, then 
united action ceases. If class eonscious~ess is 
not strong enough among laborers, it certainly 
is among the gentlemen of the bourgeoisie, in 
whom the class instinct is much more active than 
in laborers. And this is true even in countries 
with democratic laws and institutions. I refer to 
the separation between bourgeois democrats and 
socialists in ‘Switzerland, Bernstein ‘a Eldorado, 
where, according to Bernstein’s doctrine, class 
antagonism should properly have entirely disap- 
peared; but we know it exists there just as strong 
as in less democratic countries. But it is not 
denied that the acuteness of class struggles is 
lessened by democratic institutions. 

In Bel&um with its free institutions on one 
hand and its priest-ridden government on the 
other hand, election alliances between the Social 
Democracy and the bourgeois parties have here- 
tofore found a fertile soil. At anv rate. in all 
alliances which it formed there o;r pa&y had 
the advantage of being in the lead. It could not 
be exploited nor deceived. And yet the Belgium 
comraden have found a drawback in compro- 
mises. Comrade Vandervelde, writing in the 
Wiener Arbeiterzeitung, welcomes the introduc- 
tion of the proportional system in Belgium as 
the end of election alliances. “In future.” he 
writ es, “secondary factors will no longer’enter 
into the class struggle; the confusing side issues 
will disappear which render it so difficult for 
the masses to grasp the truth of the class strug 
gle. ’ ’ Friend Vandervelde has therefore found 
out that compromises, even there where they 
take place under conditions and circumstances 
the most favorable for the laborers, have an 
injurious effect because ct they render it agjficdt 
for the m.aeses to grasp the truth of the class 
struggle:” in other words, alliances by removing 
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the laborers from the ground of the class strugglt 
take away from them the possibility of develonine 
their full power and mabihg it count. This ihe? 
are only able to do on the platform of the class 
struggle. 

The harm of a compromise does not consist 
in the danger of a formal selling out or side- 
tracking of party principles. That has probably 
never been intended bv anv one in our uartv. 
Even when our comrades in “Easen in the e&t& 
before the last voted for the “cann6n king” out 
of spite, they had no idea of surrendering even 
one iota of our program. The danger and root 
of the evil does not lie here. It lies in giving t’p, 
keeping in the background or forgetting the 
class struggle basis, for this is the source of the 
whole modern labor movement. It is necessary 
here to distinguish sharply, and not be misled 
bv catchwords: in short. we must have an.emanci- 
p&on from phrases, as I said decades ago, with 
reference to the phraseology of anarchism, which 
poses as revolutionary, but in fact is only small 
bore reactionism, merely a late-arrival caricature 
of the bourgeois ideal of freedom and a theatrical 
masquerade of commercial free competition. 

SOCIALISM AND ETHICS. 

Pity for poverty, enthusiasm for equality and 
freedom, recognition of social injustice and a de- 
sire to -remove it, is not socialism. Condemna- 
tion of wealth and resnect for novertv. such as 
we find in Christianity &d otherlreligi&, is not 
socialism. The communism of early times, as it 
was before the existence of private -property, and 
as it has at all times and among all peoples been 
the elusive dream of some enthusiasts, is not 
socialism. The forcible equalization advocated 
by the followers of Baboeuf, the so-called equali- 
tarians, is not socialism. 

In all these appearances there is lacking the 
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real foundation of capitalist society with its class 
antagonisms. Modern socialism is the &tiCa of 
capit;alist society and its class antagonisms. With 
out these it could not be. Socialism and et&s 
are two separate things. This fact must be kept 
in mind. 

Whoever conceives of socialism in the sense 
of a sentimental philanthropic striving after hu- 
man equality, with no idea of the existence of 
capitalist society, is no socialist in the sense of 
the class struggle, without which modern social- 
ism is unthinkable. To be sure Bernstein is nom- 
inally for the class struggle-in the same manner 
as the Hessian peasant is for “the Republic and 
the Grand Duke. ” Whoever has come to a full 
consciousness of the nature of capitalist society 
and the foundation of modern socialism, knows 
also that a socialist movement that leaves the 
basis of the class struggle may be anything else, 
but it is not socialism. 

This foundation of the class struggle, which 
Marx-and this is his immortal service-has 
given to the modern labor movement, is the main 
point of attack in the battle which the bourgeois 
political economy is waging with socialism. The 
political economists deny the class struggle and 
would make of the labor movement onlv a Dart 
of the bourgeois party movements, and the So’cial 
Democracy only a division of the bourgeois 
democracy. The bourgeois political economy 
and politics direct all their exertions against the 
class* character of the modern labor movement. 
If it were possible to create a breach in this bul- 
wark. in this citadel of the Social Democracy, 
then ‘the Social Democracy is conquered, and the 
proletariat thrown back under the dominion of 
capitalistic society. However small such a breach 
may be in the beginciug, the enemy has the 
power to widen it and the certainty of final vie- 
tory. And the enemy is most dangerous when he 
comes as a friend to the fortress, when he slinks 
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in under the cover of friendship, and is recog 
nized as a friend and comrade. 

The enemy who comes to us with open visor 
we face with a smile; to set our foot upon his 
neck is mere play for us. The stupidly brutal 
acts of violence of police politicians, the out- 
rages of anti-socialist laws, the anti-revolution 
laws, penitentiary bills-these only arouse feel- 
ings of pitying contempt; the enemy, however, 
that reaches out the hand to us for a Dolitical 
allianCe; and intNdeS himself upon us as a friend 
and brother,-him and him alone have we to 
fear. 

Our fortress can withstand every assault-it 
can not be stormed nor taken from us by siege- 
it can only fall when we ourselves open the doors 
to the enemy and take him into our ranks as a 
fellow comrade. Growing out of the class &rug 
gle, our party rests upon the class struggle as a 
condition of its existence. Through and with 
that struggle the party is unconquerable; without 
it the party is lost, for it will have lost the source 
of its strength. Whoever fails to understand 
this or thinks that the class struggle is a dead 
issue, or that class antagonisms are gradually be- 
ing effaced, stands upon the basis of bourgeois 
DhiloSODhV. 
L The lprksent discussion over tactics in relation 
to participation in the elections to the Prussian 
legislature, has been compared to the discussion 
which took place among the Social Democratic 
members of the Reichstag in the middle of the 
’80s concerning the steamship subsidy. If  one 
examines the matter only superilcially the com- 
parison appears strikingly close, but ceases to 
be so as soon as the kernel of the question is 
reached. At that time we were concerned with 
the aDDlication of universallv recoanized Drin- 
‘eiples’io a concrete case. That the gocial &no- 
cratie faction in the Reichstag was interested in 
the furtherance of German shipping and com- 
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mercial interests was as universally admitted as 
that they were opposed to the colonial policy and 
all other imnerialistic reactionary tendencies. The 
only question was whether the subsidy was pri- 
marily in the interest of the German commer- 
cial interests, which were national in their char- 
acter, or whether it was a part of colonial pol- 
itics that served only the private interests of re- 
actionary individuals at the expense of the pub- 
lic. No one suggested at that time to change 
the old tactics or alter the course of the party. 
The present discussion, however, is concerned 
with the question of a complete change of the 
old tactics and aims; a change of tactics that 
would mean a change in the character of the 
party. It turns upon the question. of the reten- 
‘tion or abandonment of the class struggle stand- 
point which distinguishes us from nil bourgeois 
parties; in short, it involves a decisive step, upon 
which depends whether we shall remain a social- 
ist party, or whether we shall bridge over the 
Rubicon of the ‘class struggle and hecome the 
left wing of the bourgeois democracy. 

THEORETICAL DIFFERENCES OF OPIN- 
ION, NOT MATERIAL: TACTICS 

IS MATERIAL. 

Diversity of opinions on theoretical points is 
never dangerous to the party. There are for us 
no bounds to criticism, and however great our 
respect may be for the founders and pioneers of 
our party, we recognize no infallibility and no 
other authority than science, whose sphere is 
ever widening and continually proves what it 
previously held as truths to be errors; destroys 
the old decayed foundations and creates new 
ones; does not stand still for an instant; but in 
perpetual advance moves remorselessly over 
every dogmatic belief. At the Union Conven- 
tion held at Gotha twenty-four years ago I said, 
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I‘ We recognize no infallible Pope, not even 8 
literary one.” And when in 1891. in Erfurt, I 
explained and advocated the newly drafted piat- 
form, which was unanimously adopted, I declared 
that just because our program was a seientiflc 
one it must be constantly changed at minor 
noints to meet the continuous advance of science. 
Lnd-I maintain that no man-Marx, in spite 
of his eomurehensive and deep intellect, as little 
as any other-can bring science to Cnal perfec- 
tion; and this position is for everyone who un- 
derstands the nature of science a foregone eon- 
elusion. No socialist, therefore, has the right 
to condemn attacks on the theoretical ideas of 
the Marxian teachings or to excommunicate anv 
one from the party b:cause of such attacks. But 
it is wholly different when such attacks imply a 
comnlete overturninx of our whole conception of 
society, as, for example, is the case with Bern- 
stein. Then vigorous defense is in order. 

Far more dangerous than theoretical assaults 
are practical disavowals of our principles. The- 
oretical discussions interest only a comparatively 
small portion of our membership; whereas prac- 
tical disavowal of principles and tactical offenses 
against the party program touch every 
party comrade and arouse the attention of 
every party comrade; and when they are not 
auicklv checked and corrected thev brine con- 
&ion” into the whole party. I di not believe 
I shall be disputed by any one who is familiar 
with the circumstances and with the party, when 
I sav that the masses within the nartv care little 
for *Bernstein’s writings. They ‘only find sym 
pathy among those who have formerly held sim- 
ilar views. and thev arouse a sensation onlv 
among our oppone& who wish to see fulslle& 
their old hopes of a split in the party, or to see 
the whole Social Democracy go over with drums 
beating, into the bourgeois gamp. I will wager 
that not ten thousand of our comrades have 
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ever read Bernstein’s book. and I am far from 
considering it as a reproa’ch to the party that 
they show no inclination to busy themselves 
once more with the underbrush that the founders 
of socialism, more than a generation ago, yes, 
in some cases more than two generations ago, 
hewed down in clearing the way for socialism. 
One might just as wed accuse our comrades of 
being unscientific because they no longer read 
the antedeluvian writings of Schultz*Delitzsch 
that may be lying around somewhere in country 
villages. as dust-covered and shonworn eoods. 

L&k at the list of those whb have commented 
on Bernstein’s book. There is not a single la- 
borer among them. It is only those comrades 
whose professional duty it is to read and discuss 
such writings. With what interest, on the con- 
trary, the whole party followed the question of 
participation in the Prussian legislative elections, 
or the election alliance in Bavaria-how livelv 
was the discussion! This lively interest showed 
the maturity of the party. We are past the 
stage of theoretical debates about platforms. 
The establishment. elaboration and clarifvine of 
our program we leave to science, which* in” our 
present society is the business of only a few. 
But the practical application of our program, 
and the tactics of the party are the business of 
all; here all work together. 

- 

The supreme importance of tactics and the 
necessitx bf maintain&2 its class struirele char- 
acter, is something the-party has been-Gel1 con- 
scious of from the beginning. If  we read the 
oroceedinns of the early conventions held in 
ihe ’70s we find that in ali questions of tactics the 
thought was continually kept in the foreground 
that the party must be kept clean from all mix- 
ture with all other parties, every one of which, 
no matter how much they differed from each % 
other or how fnriously they fought among them- 
selves, stood upon the ground of bourgeois so- 
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ciety as a common basis. This separation of the 
Social Democracy from all other parties, this 
essential difference, which silly opponents take 
as a reason or pretext for declaring us political 
outlaws, is our pride and our strength. 

In the Hamburg convention, where under the 
influence of a series of confusing circumstances, 
the mass of the delegates appeared decided to 
break with the old tactics and traditions, the 
party still recovered itself at the last moment 
before the leap into the dark and declared itself 
by an overwhelming majority as opposed to 
every compromise. And this resolution has re- 
mained in force to the present day. If tnro or 
three election districts have been induced to enter 
into an alliance with a bourgeois party, this was 
done upon their own responsibility and in un- 
doubted violation of the Hamburg resolution, 
which, let me repeat, was not repealed by the 
Stuttgart resolution. On the other hand, the 
Berlin comrades, who have been complained of 
by the friends of compromise as violators of the 
Hamburg resolution, have conscientiously fol- 
lowed the spirit and letter of it, and by their 
decisive stand maintained the authority of the 
supreme party council and performed a service 
to the party. 

The advocates of compromise tactics overesti- 
mate the value of parliamentary activity and 
parliamentary representation. Not that I do not 
recognize the enormous value of parliamentary 
activity, but this is not an end, but only a means 
to an end. Our power is not measured by the 
number of representatives, but by the total num- 
ber of votes that are behind us. 

It is a bourgeois feeling to overvalue the pos- 
session of representatives. In representation as 
in money there is power-power over others. 
Whoever places the purity and the greatness of 
our party shove all else, for him representatives 
have value only in so far as they serve to give ex- 



NO POLITICAL TRADINQ. 41 

pression to the power and extent of Social De- 
mocracy. What do ten, what do a hundred repre- 
sentatives signify, when our escutcheon has lost 
its gloss through their acquisitionP The value 
of a representative is small. But the value of the 
integrity of our party is immeasurable. In it 
yests our strength. As with the shorn hair, that 
signified his manhood’s honor, the strength of 
Samson disappeared, so the strength of our party 
would cease if we allowed the bourgeois Delilahs 
to flatter away our most precious jewel and the 
roots of our triumphal strength-the party purity, 
the party honor. 

WE ARE A PECULIAR PEOPLE. 

We may not do as other parties, because we 
are not like the others. We are-and this cannot 
be too often repeated-separated from all other 
narties by an insurmountable barrier. a barrier 
‘that any individual can easily surmount; but 
once on the other side of it, and he is 1~) fbial 
Demoxat. 

We are different from the others; “we are 
other than the others.” What for the others are 
necessities and conditions of life are death to UB. 
What is it that has made of us in Germany the 
pivotal party, which according to the significant 
testimony of Caprivi and the teaching of daily 
experience makes us the axle around which gov- 
ernmental politics turns? Most assuredly not our 
representatives in the Reichstag. We might have 
three times as many representatives, and the 
allied bourgeois parties would have nothing to 
fear from us. No, it is the avalanche-like in- 
crease of our supporters that gradually, with the 
certainty of a natural law, or more correctly of 
a natural force, grows from tens of thousands to 
hundreds of thousands, and from hundreds of 
thousands to millions, and is daily increasing, 
bidding det%ance to our opponents and driving 
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them into impotent rage. And this avalanche- 
like increase has come, and is coming, as a eon- 
sequence of our opposition to and struggle with 
all other parties. 

All who are weary and heavy laden; all who 
suffer under injustice; all who suffer from the 
outrages of the existing bourgeois society; all 
who have in them the feeling of the worth of 
humanity, look to us, turn hopefully to us., as 
the only party that can bring rescue and dehver- 
ante. And if we, the opponents of this unjust 
world of violence, suddenly reach out the hand of 
brotherhood to it, conclude alliances with its 
representatives, invite our comrades to go hand 
in hand with the enemv whose misdeeds have 
driven the masses into o& camn what confusion 
must result in their minds! H& can the masses 
longer believe on us9 If the men of the clerical 
pady, of the progressive party, and the other 
boodle parties are our comrades, wherefore then 
the struggle against capitalist society, whose rep- 
resentatives and champions all of these are’l 
What reason have we, then, for existence) It 
must be that for the hundreds and thousands, 
for the millions that have sought salvation under 
our banner, it was all a colossal mistake for 
them to come to us. If  we are not different 
from the others, then we are not the right ones 
-the Savior is yet to come; and the Social 
Democracy was a false Messiah, no better than 
the other false ones! 

Just in this fact lies our strength, that we are 
not like the others. and that we are not only 
not like the othera,’ and that we are not simply 
different from the others, but that we are their 
deadly enemy, who have sworn to storm and 
demolish the Bastile of Capitalism, whose de- 
fenders al1 those. others are. Therefore we are 
only strong when we are alone. 

This is not to say that -we are to in&vlduaNee 
or to isolate ourselves. We have never lacked 
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for company, and we never shall so long as the 
Sght lasts. On the essentially true but literally 
false Dhrase about a “sinale reactionarv mass.” 
the S&al Democracy has lever believed since’it 
passed from the realm of theory to that of prac- 
tice. We know that the individual members and 
divisions of the ‘ ‘ sinele reactionarv mass ” are in 
conflict with each oth&, and we h&e always used 
these conflicts for our purposes. We have used 
opponents against opponents, but have never 
allowed them to use us. We have in the Demon 
of Bismarck, the agrarian, fought personified 
capitalism and militarism and utilized all his 
capitalistic opponents to weaken him; thus we 
have used particularism; and thus the bourgeois 
democracy. That was, however, no compromise, 
not even a momentary truce. Just as little as it 
is a compromise or momentary truce when we in 
the Reichstar vote against the Anrarians in favor 
of some mea’sure of ‘ihe Progres&ve party. 

This exclusiveness of the German Social De- 
mocracy as opposed to other parties is especially 
reouired of uu. because of the historical develon- 
mint and pol&ical conditions of Germany. We 
have no revolutfonary bourgeois with whom we 
might temporarily unite as in France and Bel- 
giUUl. 

We have no Democratic institutions tkat make 
it possible for a Social Democrat to take part 
in the government side by side with members of 
other p&ties. In Switzerland the government is 
little more than an administration. and one chosen 
by the people at that. A Social’ Democrat, as a 
member of the government of a canton signifies 
little more than a Social Democrat in a eom- 
mon eouneil. Accordingly our comrades in 
Switzerland could vote unreservedly for the gov- 
ernment monopoly of grain and brandy without 
feeling that the money secured thereby would 
be squandered for purposes hostile to the people 
and injurious to the community. 

. 
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Even in France things are somewhat differ- 
from here, although the government is emphat, 
ically a class government (occasionally 80 in a 
degree scarcely equaled by any other govern- 
ment) : vet the relations are so little consolidated. 
and the- influence of the democracy and of the 
social democracy is so great that any permanent 
misuse of the governmental powers for reaction- 
ary and oppressive purposes is not to be feared. 
Accordingly it was possible a few years ago for 
the socialist Jaures to introduce a bill in the legis- 
lative chamber regarding the grain traffic, which 
was externally but little different from the bill 
introduced in the German Reichstag by Count 
Kanitz of the Agrarian party. Yet the inner dif- 
ference was all the neater. In France there is 
no agrarian class; the bourgeoisie rules directly, 
yet under conditions that would prevent it from 
making the means of government-police, army 
and class judiciarv-the end and uuruose of the 
state, as ii Germany is not only cossible, but is 
the actual case. We here come again and again 
upon the tragical fate that robbed Germany of 
the liberal stage of political development. We 
have, to be sure, a capitalist class state, and that 
in the worst sense of the word, but the bourgeois 
capitalism only rules indirectly; it has to be 
satisfled to let the purely Catholic clerical party, 
the Center, hold the balance of power in the ’ 
German house of representatives, and to let the 
Prussian agrarian class, a backward anachron- 
istic class, that has no essential function to fulilll 
either in political or economic life, and has a 
purely parasitical existence, control the adminis- 
tration. The result of this is that the social 
democracy of Germany muat fulfill the role of 
champions of political freedom. The task of 
uniting the struggle for economic independence 
with that for political liberty has fallen upon the 
German laboring class; in other words. besides 
performing it8 own class m&ion, it &St do 
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what in normally developed lands was long ago 
done by the bourgeoisie. . . 

THE INCLINED PLANE OF COMPROMISE. 

All narties without exceution recoanize us as 
a poli&al power, and exactly in propo%.ion to our 
power. Even the craziest reactionary that ‘denies 
is the right of existence courts our favor and 
by his acts gives the lie to his words. From the 
fact that our assistance is sought by other parties, 
some of our comrades draw the strange conclu- 
sion that we should reverse the party tactics, and 
in place of the old policy of the class struggle 
against all other parties, substitute the commer- 
cial politics of log rolling, wire pulling and com- 
promise. Such persons forget that the power 
which makes our alliance sought for, even by 
our bitterest enemies, would have had absolutely 
no existence were it not for the old class struaele 
tactics. If  Marx, Engels and Lassalle had%- 
cepted from Bernstein and bia modest or not 
modest fellow thinkers the tactics of compromise 
and deuendence uuon bouraeois uarties. then there 
never would ha& been &y Social Democracy; 
we would have been simply the tail of the Pro- 
gressive party. That we accept as a part of our 
tactics the utilization of the auarrels amona the 
bourgeois parties is self-explaining. And- this 
course has been followed ever since we have 
had a German Social Democracy. To recognize 
this, we do not need the counsel of the newly 
baked party statesmen. That we kave here and 
there worked with the Center or the Progressive 
party against a reactionary governmental party 
is understood by the comrades without the neces- 
sity of a speeial”party manifesto. And in diiTerent 
election districts we have obtained greater ad- 
vantages by co-operation with the C&ter -party 
without fusion than through the recent alliance in 
Bavaria. One rule does not fit every case. 

We Social Democrats dare not be like the 
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other parties, all of whom are equally 
the injustices of the present system an LY 

‘lty of 

resnonsible for them. 
equally 

Every one who suffere 
under these injustices looks td us for deliverance. 
Every one of us has had these victims of society 
after failing to get justice from the courts, from 
the mvernment. from the Bmneror himself. and 
fro~all the other parties, come to us as the last 
and only ones that can help them. They do not 
know our scientific nroaram: thev do not know 
what capital and capita&m keani but they have 
the belief, the feeling, that we are a party that 
can help when all other parties fail. This belief 
is for us an inexhaustible source of power. It 
was a similar faith of despair that spread more 
and more in the decaying Roman empire and 
slowly undermined the heathen world until it 
finally collapsed. We give up this inexhaustible 
source of power if we ally ourselves with other 
parties and drive suffering humanity from us by 
saying to it: “We are not essentially different 
from the others.” Once the boundary line of 
the class struggle is wiped away and we have 
started upon the inclined plane of compromise, 
there is no stopping. Then we can Only go 
down and down until there is nothing deener. 
We havp had many instructive experileenees- of 
this in the Reichstag. Practical politics com- 
pelled us to make concessions to the society 
in which we lived. But every step on the 
way of concessions to present society was 
hard for us. and was onlv done with reluc- 
tance. There are some who Mridicule us for this. 
But he who fears to take a step on the inclined 
plane is at all events a more trustworthy eom- 
rade than he who pours out scorn upon the 
cautious one. 

The catch word “revolution” is certainly ridicu- 
lous. Ridiculous it certainly is-and no one has 
expressed this more clearly than I myself-to 
drop the words ‘ ‘ revolution ’ ’ and ‘ ‘ revolutionary ” 
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out of the mouth at every opportunity. It can 
become as mechanical a song as saying one’s 
beads. But ridiculous as it is to boast of be- 
longing to the party and to express one’s views 
at every opportunity when there is no necessity 
for it, still such exaggerations do not justify us 
in throwing away the good with the bad, and 
declarina that to emuhasize the revolutionarv 
charaete; of our party Is, under all circumstance& 
ridiculous. To emphasize it is a very serious 
and a very necessary thing. It is serious, be- 
cause membership in the social democracy means 
a struggle, a political struggle with grievous per- 
secutions, and a private struggle for existence, a 
struggle that for the majority is far more difficult 
and heaw than the oolitical struoele. And it is 
necessary~ because the courage f% this twofold 
struggle IS created only by the consciousness that 
the injustice of society by which the great ma- 
jority of mankind are to-day oppressed, cor- 
runted and CriDDkd. can onlv be abolished 
thiough a revol&onary movement, that is, a 
movement that shall completely exterminate capi- 
talism with every fiber of its roots. 

I know that it has here and there become the 
fashion to laugh at the warning about sliding 
down inclined planes. They refer us to the fable 
of the sheep and the wolf. The comparison 
limps, however, and finally turns against the 
laugher. The wolf was actually there and at 
last broke into the fold. And in our case it is 
also no imaginary danger from which we are 
warned. And at all events the interests of the 
party are at least as carefully guarded by the 
warners as by the scorners. Heretofore distrust 
was counted as a democratic virtue, and over- 
confidence as a democratic vice. Here and there 
are found persons who would reverse this maxim. 

BLUECHEB’S MOTTO. 

The proletariat stands politically as well as 
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socially in the most abrupt contradiction to the 
present class state. It must fight it on all fields 
and upon every question, both of domestic and 
of foreign policy. To be sure it is not always 
easy to decide rightly. Where the interests are 
not- clearly visible- the feelings may be easily de- 
ceived. Fortunately we have at the points where 
it is hardest to decide an infallible compass in 
the actions of our enemies. If there are questions 
on which we can temporarily unite with them it 
is still inconceivable that anything that is fought 
for bv our enemies as a auestion of oreat im- 
porta&e, or especially as 02 vital impo%ance to 
them, can be desirable for the proletariat. We 
shall-never go wrong if we do what is opposed to 
the interests of our enemy. On the other hand, 
we shall almost never go right if we do what 
our enemies applaud. Historical development is 
a continuous conflict, a conflict of interests, a 
conflict of races. a conflict of classes. And if 
friendship does not count even in ordinary busi- 
ness, how much less so in such a conflict. Cood- 
naturedness and sentimentality have no place in 
politics. They have never won a victory, but 
have brought unnumbered defeats. Blueeher ‘8 
motto, “ iways follow the cannon’s roar and 
throw yourself upon the enemy, ” is the best rule 
also in-political warfare. 

Just a word in this connection. The class in- 
stinct of the bouroeoisie is far better develooed 
than that of the proletariat. The govern&g 
class naturally knows its interests better than 
the governed, -who have so much less opportunity 
to become informed and are also sometimes in- 
tentiouaby, and sometimes not, systematically de- 
ceived and misled from a recognition of their 
interests. Do not say that it is-the rough form 
in which socialism is often set forth that frightens 
and embitters the bourgeoisie. That is abs&tely 
false. It is not the form; it is the content which 
they detest; and the more harmlesn the form so 
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much the more dangerous do the contents appear 
to the gentlemen of the bourgeoisie. The tieness 
oi the form makes no difference to them. That is 
clear from the manner in which they fight out 
their quarrels among themselves. 

What a lot of abuse and fiction has been 
brcu ht out about “Toelke’s club!” “Toelke’s 
c!ub 45 really never touched any one ungently. 
Put club tactics has existed in Germany for 
decades, and has even yet not wholly disap- 
peared. But it is not laborers and also not 
socialists with whom the club counts, as tke 
ultim ratio, the conclusive argument. It is the 
tactics of the noblest of the nation, the national 
liberals, who in the middle and southwestern por- 
tions of Germany organized battalions of brawl- 
ing club heroes, and thereby sought to retain 
their political domaihs through a brutal terror- 
isI>. Bu$ the advancing social democracy has 
we3 nigh stamped them out. 

COMPRQMISES LIKE TREATIES ARE NOT 
KEPT. 

At any wte we ~r.ay be sure that the political 
instinct of our bourgeois opponents, as soon as 
their olass interests come into play, will lead them 
to take a position hostile to us. A classical ex- 
ample is &rnished by Belgium, where, as already * 
remarked. a comnromise was concluded under 
the most’ favorable circumstances conceivable, 
between the socialists and the liberals. Our 
party was in undisputed possession of the leader- 
ship and was therefore in no danger of being 
cheated out of the fruits of the common victory. 
The end sought was universal, equal and direct 
suffrage. But the clerical party knows its boys, 
knows its Pappenheimers. It knows that the 
bourgeoisie has no class interest in giving the 
laborers, who, in modern industrial states, con 
stitute a n,kjority of the population, the uni- 
versa1 suffr Je and theieRy the p?o$%ct of win- 
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ning a majority and getting political supren:acy. 
It made a counter demand for proportional rep- 
resentation with plural voting, that is, g$ving 
more votes to the rich, and thereby granting to 
the radical bourgeoisie a share in the govern- 
ment, if it would assist in defeating universal 
and direct suffrage. And behold, withopt a min- 
ute’s hesitation the gentlemen of the radical bour- 
geoisie broke their agreement with the socialism 
and joined the elericals in their fight again& 
universal suffrage and the social democracy. 
Whoever is not convinced by this example that 
the emancipation struggle of the proletariat is a 
class struggle is one on whom further arguments 
would be wasted. 

There is no political party upon whose firn 
support the social democracy can reckon. And 
every assistance that we can possibly expect from 
bourgeois parties in the complications of political 
life must, if we act skillfully, come to us anyhow 
without compromise. It is the same with eom- 
promises and fusions between parties as with 
treaties between nations. Thev are observed so 
long, and only so long, as they “are in the interest 
of the parties concerned. When common inter- 
ests exist, however, no compromise, fusion or 
contract is necessary. Suppose, to cite an actual 
instance, suppose the securing of six more repre- 
sentatives in the legislature was of great im- 
portance to our party in Bavaria; with the 
strength and influence which our party had it 
could have found a way to get them wiihout any 
“ cattle trade. ’ ’ The strengthening of the Center 
party, aside from the question of principles, was 
a great tactical error. This error was all the 
greater in that it checked the process of dissolu- 
tion which the Center party is now undergoing. 
This party holds together so long as the laborers 
who come within the sphere of its influence have 
not yet attained to class consciousness, have not 
yet learned to set their class interests above their 
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sectarian interests; this is a process which the 
economic development necessarily carries along 
with itself, and which we aim to hasten by our 
propaganda. In Offenbaeh and other election 
districts this has been BO far attained that in the 
last election the majority of the Catholics voted 
for our candidates on the tirst ballot instead of for 
the candidates of their own nartv. The class 
struggle tactics is not only mo;e correct in prin- 
ciple; it is also more practical and successful than 
compromise tactics. - 

The standpoint of utility, which was empha- 
sized bv the advocates of the Bavarian comuro- 
mise, is’ certainly a very useful point, but there 
are other factors than utility which must be 
taken into consideration. The hurity of our prin- 
ciples, the idealism of our struggle, these are 
factors of strengthening and drawing power that 
have given to us courage for all our battles, and 
have given to our doctrines an irresistible at- 
traction for all who feel themselves oppressed 
and have a sense of honor. Certainly the alliance 
wlth the Center party was very useful; it has 
given us half a dozen legislative votes; but what 
is it Gretchen says? 

“How scornfully I once reviled 
When some poor maiden was beguiled! 
More speech than any tongue suffices 
I craved to censure others’ vices. 
Black as it seemed I blackened still, 
And blacker get was in my will; 
And blessed myself and boasted high- 
And now-a living sin am I !  ” 

Yes, how bravely we could once scold at the 
political lo 

8 
rollers, especially at the black ones! 

We aainte them blacker than black. And to- 
day?= We dare not do all that our opponents do. 
We dare not sacrifice everything for advantages. 
For what is an advantage to our opponents is 
deadly poison to us. The nobility say of them- 
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selves, noblesse oblige; so we may say, sooialiame 
oblige, socialism imposes its obligations. 

If tactics prescribes or allows us to obligate 
ouselves to our opponents in order to attain a 
temporary success by a temporary alliance, then 
Schuhmacher in Solingen acted as a good tacti- 
cian in the opportunist sense by fusing with the 
Progressive party last year at the Reichstag elec- 
tions to rescue the party from us. He did not 
become a bourgeois, hot -at all; he only used the 
bourgeoisie to overthrow us, the false socialists, 
and to help true socialism on to victory, just as 
Millerand is going to crush out militarmm by a 
compact with Gallifet and Waldeck-Rousseau. 
Schuhmacher can give exactly the same reasons 
for his action as Millerand can for his. Treason 
to the party is what we call it. 

With the growth of Social Democracy and 
with its entrance into fields hitherto dominated 
by other parties, and with the extension of our 
practical activity, we come more and more fre- 
qucntly into momentary unions, or momentary 
relations with other parties. But these momen- 
tary relations must never become momentary 
alliances. We must never bind the party. We 
must always keep our hand free; exploit the con- 
ditions; let our opponents do the dirty work for 
us; and with the goal of the party firmly in mind, 
keep in the middle of the road, and go our own 
way, only going along with opposing parties 
when our way happens to be the same as theirs. 
That we are a party of the class struggle, who 
have nothing in common with any other party, 
and who have to fight and conquer all other 
parties, in order to attain our goal, is something 
which we must never for a momenq_!ose sight of. 

MILLERAND. 

Concerning the case of Millerand, and the 
question of party union, I wrote at the invitation 
of the French comrades, on the occasion of the 
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last anual convention of the Labor Partv (the 
Marxists) at Epernay, the following letter: ’ 

‘ ‘ Dear Friends : You know that I have made 
it a rule not to interfere with the affairs of the 
socialists in other countries. But as you wish to 
know my opinion on the burning question that 
is occupying the attention of the whole laboring 
and socialist portion of France, and as many of 
your countrymen, who have wholly different 
views upon this question from yours, have also 
turned to me, I have no longer any reason to 
withhold mv oninion. The situation with which 
vou are now o&Died in France is at bottom not 
a foreign affair as to Germans. 

“The internationality of socialism is a faet that 
is daily becoming more evident and more signifi- 
cant. -We socialists are one nation to ou&ves, 
-one and the same international nation in all 
the lands of the earth. And the capitalists with 
their agents, instruments and dupes are likewise 
an international nation, so that we can truthfully 
say, there aze to-day only two great nations in 
all lands that battle with each other in the great 
class struggle, which is the new revolution-a 
class struggle on one side of which stands the 
proletaria<-representing socialism, and on the 
other the bourgeoisie, representing capitalism. 

“While the bourgeois world of capitalism con- 
tinues and the bourgeoisie rules, so long are all 
states necessarily class states, and all governments 
class governments, serving the purposes and in- 
terests of the ruling class, and destined to lead the 
class struggle for the bourgeoisie against the pro- 
letariat-for capitalism against socialism, for our 
enemies and against us. From the standpoint of 
the class struggle which is the foundation of mili- 
tant socialism, that is a truth which has been 
raised by the logic of thought and of facts be- 
yond the possibility of a doubt. A socialist who , 
goes into a bourgeois government! either goes 
over to the enemy or else puts himself in the 



power of the enemy. 13 any case thb socialist 
who becomes a member of a bourgeois govern- 
ment separates himself from us, the militant so- 
cialists. He may claim to be a socialist but he 
is no longer such. He may be convinced of hi& 
own sincerity, but in that case he has not com- 
prehended the nature of the class struggle-does 
not understand that the class struggle is the 
basis of socialism. 

“In these days, under the rule of capitalism, a 
government, even if it is full of philanthropy 
and animated by the best of intentions, can do 
nothing of real value to our cause. One must 
keep free from illusions. Decades ago, I said: 
‘If the way to hell is paved with good intentions, 
the way to defeat is paved with illusions.’ In the 
present society, a non-capitalist government is 
au impossibility. The unfortunate socialist who 
casts in his lot with such a government if he will 
not betray his class only condemns himself to 
impotency. The English bourgeoisie offers the 
best example of weakening the opposition by per-, 
mitting them to participate in the government. 
It has become the traditional policy of all parties 
in England that the most radical member of the 
opposition who is naive enough to be taken in 
should be given a ulace in the aovernment. This 
man serves” as a shield to the government and 
disarms his friends who cannot shoot at him- 
just as in battle one may not shoot at the host- 
ages that the enemy has placed in front of itself. 

“That is my answer concerning the question of 
the entrance of a socialist into a bourgeois gov- 
ernment. 

“ Now, as to the second question : The question 
of unity and agreement. The answer is dictated 
to me by the interests and principles of the party. 
K am for the unity of the party-for the national 
and international unity of the party. But it must 
be a unity of socialism and so&&eta. The unity 
with opponents-with people who have other 
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aims and other interests, is no socialist unity. We 
must strive for unity at any price and with all 
sacrifices. But while we are uniting and organ- 
izing, we must rid ourselves of all foreign and 
antagonistic elements. What would one say of 
a general who in the enemy’s country sought 
to Cl1 the ranks of his army with recruits from 
the ranks of the enemyl Would that not be the 
height of foolishness? Very well, to take into 
our army -which is ah army for the class strug 
gle and the class war-opponents, soldiers with 
aims and interests entirely opposite to our own, 
-that would be madness, that would be suicide. 

“On the ground of the class struggle we are 
invincible; if we leave it we are lost, because we 
are no longer socialists. The strength and power 
of socialism rests in the fact that we are leading 
B class struggle; that the laboring class is ex- 
ploited and oppressed by the capitalist class, and 
that within capitalist society effectual reforms, 
which will put an end to class government and 
class exploitation, are impossible. 

“We cannot traffic in our principles, we can 
make no eomnromise. no aereement with the rul- 
ing system. * We must bleak with the ruling 
system and fight it to a finish. It must fall that 
socialism ma? arise, and we certainly cannot ex- 
pect from the ruling class that it will give to 
itself and its domination the death blow. The 
International Workingmen’s Association accord- 
ingly preached that ‘The emancipation of the 
laboring class must be the work of the laborers 

“Undoubtedly there are bourgeois who from a 
feeling of justice and humanity place themselves 
upon the side of the laborers and socialists, but 
these are only the exceptions; the mass of the 
boureeoisie has class consciousness. a conscious- 
ness -of being the ruling and ‘e~loitin 

% 
class. 

InGe$ the mass of the bourgeoisie, just eeause 
they are a ruling class, have a much sharper and 
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stronger class consciousness than the proletariat. 
‘ ‘ I conclude : You have asked my opinion, and 

I have given it to you. It is for you to do what 
the interests and principles of the party de- 
mand that vou should do. 

“FraterGal greeting to the convention at Eper- 
nay. Long live the France of the socialists and 
the laborers! Long live international socialisml 

“Weimar, Aug. 1"0,1899. W. LIERKNECHT." 
I have nothing to add to my letter. The events 

since then have justified it. The presence of a 
socialist in the government has accomplished 
nothing and prevented nothing that could not 
have been accomplished or prevented without 
this presence. On the other hand, in so far as 
the Social Democracy has caused or endorsed 
the entrance of a socialist into the government it 
has become in part responsible for all the sins of 
omission and of commission done by the govern- 
ment during the time in which a socialist was a 
member. 

THE SITUATION IN FRANCE. 

It may be said in excuse or justification that 
they have acted under extraordinary conditions, 
-to rescue the republic, which would otherwise 
have been lost. This excuse will not stand ex- 
amination. The reuublic of France is not uuheld 
by a few men in ihe government, including the 
socialist, but by the French laborers with whom 
the greater part of the 

2 
easants and small bour- 

geoisie stand side by tn e, and also by the great 
majority of the French people, who do not allow 
themselves to be led astray by the priests, nor 
coerced by the reactionary capitalists. Militar- 
ism is by far less strong and dangerous in France 
than in Germany, and the French army is to a 
much greater extent than in Germany a people.% 
army. The army is as large as in Germany, al- 
though the population is fifteen million less; it 
contains therefore a larger per cent of the tota 
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popu4ion. France is actually at the point where 
it must break with the Prussian-German military 
system which it adopted after the war of 1870-71; 
it must either do as the minister of war, General 
Gallifet, has recommended-replace it with a 
well-drilled Praetorian Guard-or enter at once 
upon the militia system, and arm every person 
capable of bearing arms. A coup d ‘etat is im- 
po&ible with such an army. No-matter how re- 
actionary a portion of the officers may be, the 
mass of soldiers are too close to the people 
to be used for such purposes. 

If, as has been represented to us, the actual 
formation of the Waldeck-Rousseau Ministry 
was necessarv to nroteet the reoublic against a 
coup d’etat, ihen the republican sentiment of the 
French protetariat was security enough for the 
government-in every way a far better security 
than the narticination of a socialist in the cabinet. 

The c&um&nce that the chief of this min- 
istry was a particularly clear-cut capitalist, and 
that the Minister of War was one of the most 
notorious “ saberers’ ’ of the ‘ ‘ Little Napoleon, ” 
and one of the most bloodthirsty murderers of 
the Communists. made the imuroorietv of Miller- 

- I  

and’s action all the more evtdent. i3ut even if 
in place of Waldeck-Rousseau there had been a 
genuine Democrat, as for example, Brisaon, and 
in place of Gallifet an honorable soldier not yet 
stained with laborers’ blood, the step would have 
been no less objectionable from our standpoint, 
t..m\:hit would not have wounded the feelings 

. 
Class antagonism accompanied by the class strug. 

gle is now an existing fact. The state is, so long 
as this class opposition and class struggle exists, 
necessarily a class state, and the go+ernment of 
this state, with like necessity, is a class govern- 
ment. The socialist who allows himself to be- 
come a member of such a government will soon 
be hiis class-consciousness, if he has not already 
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laid it down at the door of the cabinet, like a 
Mohammedan does his shoes at the entrance of 
the mosque, unless he has the courage to seize 
the first opportunity offered for a conflict and a 
break. 

I do not care to busy myself with the purely 
scholastic question as to whether a case might 
ever possibly arise in which a socialist should 
enter -into a non-socialist government. Such an 
occasion could only arise after a catastrophic 
overthrow of the state, for example, during the 
course of a world war, when the government of 
a class state had broken down without the neces- 
sary elements being yet present for the formation 
of a socialist state. 

Such an occasion has certainly not yet arisen 
in France, and perhaps the last persons whose 
mission it is to “rescue the Renublic” are iust 
these same Waldeck-Rousseau ind Gallifet. ” It 
is the Socialist party which was and is and re- 
mains the only party whose mission it is to be 
the rescuer and safeanard of the Rermblic. and 
this with or without aillerand. * ’ 

Guesde and Lafargue, the leading representa- 
tives of scientific socialism in France, have set 
forth in a scathing critique of “Ministerial” op- 
portunist. socialism, the distinction between the 
activity of a member of a popularly elected body 
and an officer of an executive body of the govem- 
ment itself of the established state. The officials 
and the government are the organs of class rule, 
who must from their very nature act in the inter- 
ests of the ruling class. The participation in a 
popularly elected body (Reichstag, . legislature, 
common council, etc.) is on the contrary an ex- 
pression of popular sovereignty, which, thou h 
it is subject to the influences of the class rue, P 
is really above it, and is the only power that can 
make an end of it. The representatives of the 
Social Democracy in such popular bodies are 
like the basalt blocks, which, pushed up from the 
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Merior of the earth, have broken through the 
sandstone and slate strata:-they arise from the 
heart of the people, are a part of the people, and 
have in themselves the right and the power of 
uouular eoverieiantv. which overtous and domln- 
at& all politicaT a& social matters. They are 
not there by the grace of the powers that be. but 
against their wil1; and in spite of their power- 
servants to be sure, but honorable servants, ser- 
vants, not of the possessors of power, but of the 
people, who have Chosen them to secure the reali- 
zation of their sovereign will. Therefore. it is 
fundamentally incorrect- to designate our activity 
in the Reichstag and other representative bodies 
as a compromise with the ruling powers. To be 
sure, we have to work there together with our 
enemies, but as an independent power, exercising 
the mandates we have received from the people. 
That is no co-operation upon the basis of com- 
mon views and aims; it is a labor that is a 
battle-a mutual struggle, a measuring of forces, 
whose play, direction and intensity, according to 
the eternal law of the uarallelo!rram of forces. 
results in legislation andLgovern$ent. 

, 

It is in the nature of things that out of this 
mutual srestling and struggle, changing groups 
and momentarv contacts should result: to call 
such momentary groupings compromises is a 
pure distortion of terms. A coming together 
as a result of conditions, and a working and 
striving in the same direction owing to circum- 
stances, is just as little a contract, an alliance or 
a compromise, as the reciprocal touching of the 
pieces of glass in a kaleidoscope is a contract, an 
alliance or a compromise. Whether the shaking 
power is a mechanical one, or is the force of 
organized law is all the same. Such approaches 
are without any obligations, are productions of 
the moment, born of the moment and swept away 
with the moment. 

It is no If& incorrect to compare co-op-eration 
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a’t BwOnd balloting6 to such alliances as were 
proposed for the Prussian legislative elections 
and as were actually made for the Bavarian elee- 
tions. Such co-operation is only an episode of 
the battle at the ~011s which is fought bv the 
party as a whole. ‘After the first and-chief elec- 
tion day an after battle follows, in which the un- 
decided points are fought out. That we, in these 
subsequent elections in electoral districts where 
we cannot ourselves put up a candidate, 
should vote for that one of the opposition ean- 
didates whose election offers the most advant- 
ages to our nartv. is a reauirement of elementarv 
ir7telligence. * I “previously’ advocated this as a: 
act of self-evident desirability at a time when 
some of those who are to-day enthusiastic for a 
tiarticiuntion in the Prussian legislative elections 
accused me of a half-betrayal of our principles. 
If, at a time when an exception law exists, or is 
in sight, we did not give our votes in these special 
elections to that one of two bourgeois candidates 
who was opposed to the exception law, we should 
be asses deservino the cudgel. But that is no 
compromise. We- pledge &rselves to nothing, 
we sacrifice no principle, we sacrifice no interest; 
on the contrary, we- a& solely in our own in- 
terest, which we should have injured had we 
acted otherwise. The obligations rest upon our 
opponents. This tactics iB so simple and natural 
that it was only brought into question for a time 
by an unclear hobby-riding of principles; as soon 
as the nartv leaders ceased to recommend this 
tactics, ihe ;ank and sle of the party, following 
a sound instinct, carried it out anyhow over the 
heads of those leaders. And from time to time a 
special line of action was decided upon for each 
particular case. No trafficking, no underhand 
work; open and above board we attack the ene- 
my; and where two enemies stand in opposition, 
ene of whom must win the mandate, we strike the 
most dangerous of the two to earth. This is a 
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pohcy UC fighting such as befits a fighting party. 
In the original elections for the Reichs. 

tag, we are a lighting party that by its own 
strength wins its share in the popular representa- 
tion. We offer battle front to all parties, not 
even excepting those for whose members we- may 
vote at the supplemental elections as the interest 
of our party may require. But in the Prussian 
legislative elections it is impossible for us to win 
a single representative by our own strength; in 
order to pain one or more it is neeessarv to turn 
to a bourgeois party and make a polit&al trade 
with them. In the Reichstag elections we are 
the strongest party in Germany, but in the Prus- 
sian le&lative elections we are the weakest of 
all, in&ed, completely helpless; because under 
the “worst of all election laws ” we have, to be 
sure, a vote, but our vote is rendered nugatory, 
and a mandate can only be secured under the 
condition that we become dumb voting cattle of 
a bourgeois party. 

In the Bavarian legislative election things are 
somewhat different. In Bavaria, the election laws 
do not make it imoossible to secure a mandate. 
This does not a&e in favor of a compromise, 
but! on the contrary, places the “cattle trade, ” 
which took place this summer, in a still worse 
light. 

I will not here enter upon the grounds of oppo- 
sition to participating in the Prussian legislative 
election. The demoralization through the change 
of front in the Reichstag elections and the legis- 
lative elections, the confusion in the minds, the 
loosening of discipline, and above all the obliter- 
ation of the class struggle character of our party 
has been already, and by myself among others, 
so often and so emphatically set forth that I will 
not tire the reader by a repetition. 

Only one thing more. 
If the bourgeois parties still had any vitality 

left they would not need our help to secure a 
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victory in the Prussian legislative elections. The 
first two classes belong to the bourgeois electors. 
No one can rob them of a-majority if they do not 
themselves surrender it. How then can we help 
them9 Can one make the lame or the drunk 
walk? One can help them up, but as soon as one 
lets go they fall to the ground like an empty 
sack. We cannot escape this dilemma; either the 
bourgeoisie still has political vitality-in which 
case they do not need our help; or they do not 
have it, and in that ease our help would be use- 
less. Can we be expected to make an alliance 
with a corpse? 

INDEPENDENT ACTION IS THE ONLY 
THING THAT IS PRACTICAL. 

Fault has been found because I said in a news- 
paper article that a new anti-socialist law would 
be a less evil than the abolition of class antagon- 
ism and party lines through fusion with the Prus- 
sian Progressive party in the legislative elections. 
The more I consider it the more I am convinced 
of the correctness of this position. What is to 
become of our party if we allow ourselves to be 
pressed out of the path of our principles by 
threatened or threatening dangers and disadvant- 
agesl Fear is proverbially a poor adviser for 
human action; for a party it is destruction. -Fear 
of the labor movement and socialism has caused 
the political downfall of the German bourgeoisie; 
and the days of the Social Democracy are num- 
bered as soon as the cry of fear finds a response 
in ua. We should not challenge, but we should 
not sound the alarm and be misled by fear into 
taking steps that do not accord with the princi- 
ples, the nature and the honor of our party. One 
does not disarm an enemy through timidity and 
gentleness ; one simply embo!dens him. Not 
that we should seek to run our heads through a 
wall. We wish to be and must be “practical.” 
Rut has this ever been denied or questioned? WI 
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have always been “practical,” Bernstein to the 
contrary notwithstanding. We have always based 
our efforts on existing conditions and worked 
methodically with our eye upon the goal. In 
cities, states and empire, all reasonable improve- 
ments have at least been supported, if not pro- 
posed by the Social Democracy. Think only of 
the greatest of all reforms, the reform of the 
social evil, in which the government, if it does 
not wish to build ruins or air castles, must take 
hold of the demands made by us over ten years 
ago. 

We can sav of ourselves. that not onlv are we 
pracncal, but that we are the only practib&l party, 
-practical in the sense of reasonable. Only those 
who recognize the organic laws of development 
and systematically strive in harmony with them 
towards a definite goal are practical. And this is 
the way we work. Our opponents either do not 
know these laws, or else if they recognize them 
thev seek to bend or break them. Whoever seeks 
to eomoel water to run UD hill is certainlv not 
practical, and such is the foolish aim of o& op- 
ponents. To be sure it has been said that the 
laborers cannot alone secure the emancipation of 
the laboring class; that the intelligent and cul- 
tured elements of the other classes must co- 
operate with them. We are pointed to the many 
measures useful to the laboring class which are 
enacted or supported by the bourgeois parties. 
But this is sophistical reasoning. For (and on 
this point the evidence of Bismarck is decisive) 
none of these social reform measures, and surely 
they are few enough, would ever have been en- 
acted without the initiative and the vressure of 
the proletariat and the Social Democraoy. ’ 

Bernstein claims that socialism is the ultimate 
outcome of liberalism. To claim this is to absos 
lutely deny the existence of any class antagonism. 

This sentence was reversed by Miquel, my 
former comrade in comntunismo, and present 
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Chancellor in re, so as to read, Liberalism is 
the ultimate outcome of communism. And that 
the liberalism of Miquel is very near to conserv- 
atism, in the German sense, that is, to the agra- 
rian medieval ideal of personal bondage, every 
one knows who has ears to hear and eyes to see. 

No, Social Democracy must remain for itself, 
must seek for and generate its power within itself. 
Everv Dower outside of ourselves on which we 
seek ” td lean is for us only weakness. In the 
consciousness of our strength, in our faith in the 
world-conquering mission of socialism lies the 
secret of our extraordinary, almost miraculous 
success. 

Islam was unconquerable so long as it trusted 
in itself alone and saw an enemy in every non- 
Mohammedan. From the moment when Islam 
entered upon the path of compromise and united 
with the non-Mohammedan, the so-called civil- 
ized powers, its conquering power was gone. With 
Islam it could not have been otherwise. It was 
not the .true world redeeming faith. 
however, is this, 

Socialism, 
and socialism cannot conquer 

nor redeem the world if it ceases to believe upon 
itself alone. 

Therefore, we will not turn from .the old tactics, 
nor from the old program. Ever advancing with 
science and economic development, we are what 
we were and we will remain what we are. 

Or-the Social Democracy will cease to exist. 





PURITANISM 
What is the economic basis for the demand, 

which we see occasionally cropring out even 
now, to limit the length of a girl’s bathing 
suit by law? 

Perhaps you have never thought of It, but 
the pious horror of a short bathing suit is 
closely related to early rismg, political reform, 
Sunday baseball games, religous revivals, the 
“double standard of morality,” the nude in 
nrt, woman suffrage, and the consumption of 

MINCE PIE 
If such a statement seems to you far- 

fetched, then you will derive instruction as 
well as enjoytaent from a close reading of 
Clarence Meily’s new book, “Puritanism,” 
which is just off the press. 

This little book will enable the American 
people, and the British as well, to understand 
themselves as they never have before, because 
we have inherited a large share of our ideas 
from our Puritan ancestors. It presents a 
fascinating study in that theory which has 
done so much to make clear to Socialists the 
meaning of life-the theory, nay, the fact, 
that the way people make their living largely 
determines their notions of what is right and 
moral and proper. No .\merican should fail 
to read this book. It will enable him to 
understand the history of this collntry better 
than a library full of ordinary text books. 
It will clean out of his brain any remaining 
infection Icft there by past teachings and will 
enable him to see clearly through problems 
out of which OUT capitalict-minded lawmakers, 
preachers, professors. and editors are making 
a mess. A reading of this book will forever 
prevent any Socialist legislator from meddling 
with middle class “moral reforms.” .4ttrac- 
tively bound in cloth and well printed. Price. 
60 cents postpaid. 

CHA\RLES H. KERR s- COMP.49Y. 
118 West Kinrie St., Chicago. 


