MOHANDAS K. GANDHI (1869-1948)

An Indian freedom-fighter and political philosopher best known for his theory of
noncooperation and nonviolence as a means 10 gaining independence from British
colonial rule, Mohandas K. Gandhi began his career as a lawyer in South Africa, after
having obtained his degree in England. It was in South Africa, while working for the
rights of the South Asian merchant and working-class communities, that he began
what he called his “experiments with truth.” His application to work as an advocate
for the supreme court was vehemently opposed by the Law Society of Natal on the
grounds that he was a colored man, but the chief justice rejected the opposition
demands and accepted Gandhi’s application, enabling him to practice as a lawyer in
South Africa. Gandhi then set to work intensively, among other projects, on the plight
of indentured laborers, trying to set them legally free from abusive masters and help
them to find new employment.

While in South Africa, Gandhi also formulated his renowned philosophy, denoted
by the term satyagraha (satya meaning truth, graha meaning standing firm or grasp-
ing). It became the rallying cry for Indian freedom-fighters and later influenced the
American civil-rights movement via proponents such as Martin Luther King Jr. In An
Autobiography Gandhi describes how the term passive resistance did not approxi-
mate his philosophy and how satyagraha was an active, energizing outlook. Gandhi
also examines the evolution of his philosophy, which hinges on the dual notions of
ahimsa (nonviolence) and brahmacharya (self-restraint). Gandhi goes on to explain
how he employs these two notions in his own life and daily dealings with colonial
officers and with fellow Indians: in his strict vegetarian diet and refusal of Western
medicine, in his abstinence from sex, and in his self-restraint in confrontational
situations. He describes how these two notions come together in the embodiment of the
spinning wheel, as a way to swaraj (self-rule) and as a “panacea for the growing
pauperism of India.”

Indeed, the spinning wheel became a most powerful symbol of the nationalist
movement: through the handloom, every Indian could spin his or her own material, 4
crude cloth called khadi, which could be used for clothing. Both khadi and the
spinning wheel stood for self-reliance and noncooperation. Manufacturing one’s own
clothing represented the refusal to buy European-manufactured cloth, and it was also
a step toward refusing to allow one’s country to be a market for European goods.
Because it is this philosophy that the spinning wheel symbolized, it is the topic of the
selection from Hind Swaraj included in this anthology.

Decisive moments in Gandhi’s life shaped the emergence of modern India, from his

defiant organization of the Salt March (1930) to his crusade on behalf of the parity for

Muslims that led to his own murder by a Hindu fanatic in 1948. An indefatigabl,
speakctr, letter writer, and essayist, Gandhi left An Autobiography:. The Stor ;iaV[f
Ex.pen‘ments with Truth (1957) and a mountainous literary legacy posth o I)
edited in the ninety-eight volumes of The Collected Works of Mahatm: Cfandli:';;‘;;;)y

Hind Swaraj, or Indian Home Rule

MOHANDAS K. GANDH!

CHAPTER 13. WHAT IS TRUE CIVILIZATION?

Ri'aade'r: You have denounced railways, lawyers, and doctors, I can see th
will discard all machinery. What, then, is civilization? ’ e
a :(Ii:;):a "}Il“lalse ;1,10511::; tlc; that question is n?t difficult. I believe that the civiliza-
not to be beaten in the world. Nothing can equal the
seeds sown by our ancestors. Rome went, Greece shared the same fate; the might
of the Ph.araohs was broken; Japan has become westernized; of ChiI;a nothg
can be said; but India is still, somehow or other, sound at the foundatj ll“?lg
people of Europe learn their lessons from the writings of the men of G1 e o
Rome, which exist no longer in their former glory. Inotrying to learn fror;e:;e .
the El.lrope:'ans. %magine that they will avoid the mistakes of Greece and Roflrln)
Such is t}.lelr pitiable condition. In the midst of all this India remains immo blel
.and thatis her glory. Itis a charge against India that her people are so uncivi;/'a de
%gnorant, and stolid, that it is not possible to induce them to adopt any chan N I’
isa .charge rea.lly against our merit. What we have tested and foundytrue oz(;r::?het
anvil of experlence, we dare not change. Many thrust their advice upon India
and s.hfe .rerr%ams steady. This is her beauty: it is the sheet-anchor of our hope ’
Perg:;:zatlon is that mode of conduct which points out to man the path of d'uty.
anc.e o.f duty and observance of morality are convertible terms. To ob-
serve morality is to attain mastery over our mind and our passions. So d(-)i
know o.urselves. The Gujarati equivalent for civilization means “g(;od co I:ig’ Wi
If-thls definition be correct, then India, as so many writers have sho . ul:t‘
El(;;}:img to Iearln frobm anybody else, and this is as it should be. We notice :Et t}?:,
.IS a restless bird; the more it gets the more it wants, and still remainsg
;zlcsz::feg;li};jc:;rres \:7; indulge in o.ur .passions the more unbridled they
.- , therefore, set. a} limit to our indulgences. They saw that
ppiness was largely a mental condition. A man is not necessarily happy be-

cause he is ri i
ch, or unhappy because he is poor. The rich are often seen to be
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unhappy, the poor to be happy. Millions will always remain poor. Observing all
this, our ancestors dissuaded us from luxuries and pleasures. We have managed
with the same kind of plough as existed thousands of years ago. We have
retained the same kind of cottages that we had in former times and our indige-
nous education remains the same as before. We have no system of life-corroding
competition. Each followed his own occupation or trade and charged a regula-
tion wage. It was not that we did not know how to invent machinery, but our
forefathers knew that, if we set our hearts after such things, we would become
slaves and lose our moral fibre. They, therefore, after due deliberation decided
that we should only do what we could with our hands and feet. They saw that
our real happiness and health consisted in a proper use of our hands and feet.
They further reasoned that large cities were a snare and a useless encumbrance
and that people would not be happy in them, that there would be gangs of
thieves and robbers, prostitution and vice flourishing in them and that poor
men would be robbed by rich men. They were, therefore, satisfied in small
villages. They saw that kings and their swords were inferior to the sword of
ethics, and they, therefore, held the sovereigns of the earth to be inferior to the
Rishis and the Fakirs. A nation with a constitution like this is fitter to teach
others than to learn from others. This nation had courts, lawyers, and doctors,
but they were all within bounds. Everybody knew that these professions were
not particularly superior; moreover, these vakils and gaids did not rob people;
they were considered people’s dependants, not their masters. Justice was tolera-
bly fair. The ordinary rule was to avoid courts. There were no touts to lure
people into them. This evil, too, was noticeable only in and round capitals. The
common people lived independently and followed their agricultural occupa-
tion. They enjoyed true Home Rule.
And where this cursed modern civilization has not reached, India remains as
it was before. The inhabitants of that part of India will very properly laugh at
your new-fangled notions. The English do not rule over them, nor will you ever
rule over them. Those in whose name we speak we do not know, nor do they
know us. I would certainly advise you and those like you who love the mother-
land to go into the interior that has yet been not polluted by the railways and to
live there for six months; you might then be patriotic and speak of Home Rule.
Now you see what I consider to be real civilization. Those who want to
change conditions such as I have described are enemies of the country and are
sinners.
Reader: It would be all right if India were exactly as you described it, but it is
also India where there are hundreds of child widows, where two-year-old babies

are married, where twelve-year-old girls are mothers and housewives, where
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women practi i
o, ofp : .ce polyandry, where the Practice of Niyoga obtains, where, in th
r ) : bl >
cligion, girls dedicate themselves to Prostitution, and in the nam 1e'
eo

ldlglOll Sheep a“d goats are ]\l”ed- DO yOU COHSldel these aISO S&lllbOlS Ot the

Editor: You make a mistake. The
Nobody mistakes them for ancient

defects that you have shown are defects

civilization. Th in i i .
. - 1hey remain in spite of j

Pts have always been made and will be made to remove themp Wi .

- We may

SUCh b, 1ts \’Otalles' Ihe I"d'au Cl»lhzatlo“, as deSCllbed b’ "le, has bee" SO
dCSCHde by 1ts votar 1€s. I“ no pal t Ot the Wor ld, alld undel no CWl]lZathll, have
attain Pel feCtl n. he te! Cy

nd 151 I on is to Clevate

a” men tt: ed (o) ] e 01 the "dlan ClVllJZatl S
the "]0[31 belllg, that Of dle Westel n C1v l]lZatIOII 1sto plopagate mmmor a.ht y. Ihe
[[El IS gc dlESS, [hs ‘31"121 IS baSEd ona h EhE( m : O d' S O u‘"dElStand‘ul ilud SO

g

believing, it
i g, 'behc.)oves every lover of India to cling to the old Indian civilizatj
ven as a child clings to the mother’s breast e

C
HAPTER 14. HOW CAN INDIA BECOME FREE?

Reade]: .[ applec'ate you! V.ew bout CI\/IhZatI()]l Wlﬂ lla\/e to thl]lk ove
1 1 S a ivili i - I i i

dle"l. I Canﬂol take [hem in a“ at once. What then

> 3]

would you suggest for freeing India? holding the views you do,

Similarly if the cause ia’
of India’s slavery be removed i
: , India
Reader: If Indian civilization is, as you say, L poname fec

- " the best of all, how do you account

thaf:;]t:;ﬂ:::i ::;11;::211 is unque.stio-nably the best, but it is to be observed
Pt B Se:)en 01; the1.r trial. The civilization which i permanent
o e Burni of India w.'ere found wanting, its civilization has
L g w};OIC olf i s:ir‘en'gth is to be seen in its ability to survive the
O ot ndia is not touched. Those a]
B e 3 ation have become enslaved. We measure the universe

erable foot-rule. When we are slaves, we think that the whole

one who have been



to impute our slavery to the whole of India. But if we bear in mind the above
fact, we can see that if we become free, India is free. And in this thought you
have a definition of Swaraj. It is Swaraj when we learn to rule ourselves. It is,
therefore, in the palm of our hands. Do not consider this Swaraj to be like a
dream. There is no idea of sitting still. The Swaraj that I wish to picture is such
that, after we have once realized it, we shall endeavor to the end of our life-time
to persuade others to do likewise. But such Swaraj has to be experienced, by each
one for himself. One drowning man will never save another. Slaves ourselves, it
would be a mere pretension to think of freeing others. Now you will have seen
that it is not necessary for us to have as our goal the expulsion of the English. If
the English become Indianized, we can accommodate them. If they wish to
remain in India along with their civilization, there is no room for them. It lies
with us to bring about such a state of things.
Reader: It is impossible that Englishmen should ever become Indianized.
Editor: To say that is equivalent to saying that the English have no humanity
in them. And it is really beside the point whether they become so or not. If we
keep our own houses in order, only those who are fit to live in it will remain.
Others will leave of their own accord. Such things occur within the experience
of all of us.

Reader: But it has not occurred in history.

Editor: To believe that what has not occurred in history will not occur at all is
to argue disbelief in the dignity of man. At any rate, it behooves us to try what
appeals to our reason. All countries are not similarly conditioned. The condition
of India is unique. Its strength is immeasurable. We need not, therefore, refer to
the history of other countries. I have drawn attention to the fact that, when other
civilizations have succumbed, the Indian has survived many a shock.

Reader: I cannot follow this. There seems little doubt that we shall have to
expel the English by force of arms. So long as they are in the country we cannot
rest. One of our poets says that slaves cannot even dream of happiness. We are
day by day becoming weakened owning to the presence of the English. Our

greatness is gone; our people look like terrified men. The English are in the
country like a blight which we must remove by every means.

Editor: In your excitement, you have forgotten all we have been considering.
We brought the English, and we keep them. Why do you forget that our adoption
of their civilization makes their presence in India at all possible? Your hatred

against them ought to be transferred to their civilization. But let us assume that
we have to drive away the English by fighting, how is that to be done?
Reader: In the same way as Italy did it. What was possible for Mazzini and

Garibaldi is possible for us. You cannot deny that they were very great men.
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CHAPTER 15. ITALY AND INDIA

Editor: It is well that you have instanced Italy. Mazzini was a reat and good
man; Garibaldi was a great warrior. Both are adorable; from EMH lives Emoo
FEB. much. But the condition of Italy was different from that of India MM Mﬂd
first H.:m.ﬁm:omv the difference between Mazzini and Garibaldi is worth .:oﬁ. i
Km.NNEmm ambition was not and has not yet been realized regarding Ttal &:m.
zini rw.a shown in his writings on the duty of man that every man :chﬁ Wm\. o
rule r.:wm&m This has not happened in Italy. Garibaldi did not hold this SMH.“ RM
ZmNNﬁmm. Garibaldi gave, and every Italian took arms. Italy and >:m5,m had \HM
mmB.m civilization; they were cousins in this respect. It was a matter of tit for t )
O.md_u&& simply wanted Italy to be free from the Austrian yoke. The m AM‘. .
tions of Minister Cavour disgrace that portion of the history of WEH ?M ~”m-
wmm. vmm.: the result? If you believe that because Italians rule Hﬁm&w\. the #MBMH
MMEM: is w.mww& you are mwo@mbm in darkness. Mazzini has shown conclusively
. at Italy did not become free. Victor Emanue] gave one meaning to the expre
sion; Mazzini gave another. According to Emanuel, Cavour, and even Om:.vMEm.-
Italy meant the King of Ttaly and his henchmen. According to Mazzini, it m )
the whole of the Italian people, that is, its agriculturists. Emanuel émhm 0 _om.cﬂ
servant. The Italy of Mazzini still remains in a state of slavery. At the tim :N Ma
so-called national war, it was a game of chess between two H.?m_ kings mm M Mrm
people of Italy as pawns. The working classes in that land are mm:m::m m
,:5& therefore, indulge in assassination, rise in revolt, and rebellion o MM@.%.
part is always expected. What substantial gain did Italy obtain after 5: .MH
drawal of the Austrian troops? The gain was only nominal. The Hmmoismmm Sﬂr -
sake of which the war was supposed to have been undertaken have not mw M i
granted. The .nob&ao= of the people in general still remains the same. HMB mHM
WM: mw H.SH wish 8.8@3950 such a condition in India. I believe that you want
e millions of India to be happy, not that you want the reins of Government
%o.:w. hands. If that be so, we have to consider only one thing: how ¢ m:
Bﬂ.:ﬂo:m obtain self-rule? You will admit that people under Wméw& M :awﬁ )
?En.mm are being ground down. The latter mercilessly crush them Hr&” "
amny 1s greater than that of the English, and if you want such J\SE.Q in HDN )
then we shall never agree. My patriotism does not teach me that T am to mzhw
WM%MM Hhum crushed under 90.?0& of Indian princes if only the English retire.
o e wo&aﬁ I mroE.a H.mmaﬂ the tyranny of Indian princes just as much as
ofthe English. By patriotism I mean the welfare of the whole people, and if I
could secure it at the hands of the English, I should bow down my rw%m m th :
Ifany Englishman dedicated his life to securing the freedom of India me. M ne
tyranny, and serving the land, I should welcome that Englishman as mm F%mﬂm
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Again, India can fight like Italy only when she has arms. You have not
considered this problem at all. The English are splendidly armed; that does not
frighten me, but it is clear that, to pit ourselves against them in arms, thousands
of Indians must be armed. If such a thing be possible, how many years will it
take? Moreover, to arm India on a large scale is to Europeanize it. Then her
condition will be just as pitiable as that of Europe. This means, in short, that
India must accept European civilization, and if that is what we want, the best
thing is that we have among us those who are so well trained in that civilization.
We will fight for a few rights, will get what we can and so pass our days. But the
fact is that the Indian nation will not adopt arms, and it is well that it does not.

Reader: You are over-stating the facts. All need not be armed. At first, we shall
assassinate a few Englishmen and strike terrox; then, a few men who will have
been armed will fight openly. We may have to lose a quarter of a million men,
more or less, but we shall regain our land. We shall undertake guerilla warfare,
and defeat the English.

Editor: That is to say, you want to make the holy land of India unholy. Do
you not tremble to think of freeing India by assassination? What we need to do is
to sacrifice ourselves. It is a cowardly thought, that of killing others. Whom do
you suppose to free by assassination? The millions of India do not desire it.
Those who are intoxicated by the wretched modern civilization think these
things. Those who will rise to power by murder will certainly not make the
nation happy. Those who believe that India has gained by Dhingra’s act and
other similar acts in India make a serious mistake. Dhingra was a patriot, but his
love was blind. He gave his body in the wrong way; its ultimate result can only be
mischievous.

Reader: But you will admit that the English have been frightened by these
murders, and that Lord Morley’s reforms are due to fear.

Editor: The English are both a timid and a brave nation. England is, I believe,
easily influenced by the use of gunpowder. It is possible that Lord Morley has
granted the reforms through fear, but what is granted under fear can be retained

only so long as the fear lasts.

CHAPTER 16. BRUTE FORCE

Reader: This is a new doctrine, that what is gained through fear is retained only
while the fear lasts. Surely, what is given will not be withdrawn?

Editor: Not so. The Proclamation of 1857 was given at the end of a revolt, and
for the purpose of preserving peace. When peace was secured and people be-
came simple-minded its full effect was toned down. If I cease stealing for fear of

punishment, T would recommence the operation as soon as the fear is with-

aad QAMITAMBAC V ISANMNDUL

draw is i i
n from me. This is almost a universal experience. We have assumed that we
anWmmﬁ men to do things by force and, therefore, we use force
eader: Wi i .
. M M/EW v\ow not admit that you are arguing against yourself? You know
at the English obtained in their o .
wn country they obtained by usi
A y they obtained by using
g rce. I know you have argued that what they have obtained is useless, but
at do v
B Zwm :o.ﬁ affect my argument. They wanted useless things and they got
- . ; .
o Yy point is that their desire was fulfilled. What does it matter what means
¢y adopted? Why should we not i
obtain our goal, which is good
A e , good, by any means
i mwM\oh even by using violence? Shall I think of the means when I have to
eal with a thief in the house? M i i
¢ My duty is to drive him out anyh
- - . : yhow. You seem to
ﬂ.m :.x; we have received nothing, and that we shall receive nothing by
etition
M\ - ing. Why, then, may we not do so by using brute force? And to retain
we i
- 55@ receive we shall keep up by the fear by using the same force to the
at it may be necessary. You will find fault with a continuance of force to
- . o .
p m.:ﬁ a child from thrusting its foot into the fire, Somehow or oth h
to gain our end. e
Editor- . .
ttor: Your reasoning is plausible. It has deluded many. I have used simila
argum i . H
i mm m.:a before now. But I think T know better now, and I shall endeavour to
ndeceive you. Let us first take the
agreement that we are justified in eaini
end by using brute for. : e
ce because the English gai i i
. gained theirs by using simil
means. It -
T a.wmame:N true that they used brute force and that it is possible for us
R Ny
4 1kewise, but by using similar means we can get only the same thing that
ey got. i i
8:< g ' You will admit that we do not want that. Your belief that there is no
ne
B Wn ion between the means and the end is a great mistake. Through that
ista i .
g e Mﬁ: men who have been considered religious have committed grievous
rmes. Your reasoning is the sa i
. me as saying that we can get a
planting a noxious weed. If I ) , el
- Il want to cross the ocean, I can d
3 i , 0 50 only by means
; &MM%MV if T were to use a cart for that purpose, both the cart and I would soon
nd the bottom. “As is the God, so i i
} » 80 is the votary,” is a maxi ideri
. : g axim worth considering.
. mME:m has been distorted and men have gone astray. The means may vm
ened to a seed, the end to a tree; is j . m
: " ¢; and there is just the same invi
- me inviolable connec-
- e M,.Nmm: the means and the end as there is between the seed and the tree. |
: . . '
i mﬁ ikely to obtain the result flowing from the worship of God by laying
ysell prostrate before Satan. If
- If, therefore, anyone we b
- i 5 re to say: “I want to
ao 1p .OOP it does not matter that I do so by means of Satan,” it would be set
wn as u
i ﬂmﬂoasﬂ folly. We reap exactly as we sow. The English in 1833 obtained
I votin i i i
- w %022 by violence. Did they by using brute force better appreciate
ty¢ They wanted the right of voting, which they obtained by using

o .
Physical force. But real rights are a result of performance of duty; these rights

th i
ey have not obtained. We, therefore, have before us in England the force of



everybody wanting and insisting on his rights, nobody thinking of his duty.
And, where everybody wants rights, who shall give them to whom? I do not wish
to imply that they do no duties. They don’t perform the duties corresponding to
those rights; and as they do not perform that particular duty, namely, acquire
fitness, their rights have proven a burden to them. In other words, what they
have obtained is an exact result of the means they adopted. They used the means
corresponding to the end. If T want to deprive you of your watch, I shall certainly
have to fight for it; if I want to buy your watch, I shall have to pay you for it; and
if I want a gift I shall have to plead for it; and, according to the means I employ,
the watch is stolen property, my own property;, or a donation. Thus we see three
different results from three different means. Will you still say that means do not
matter?
Now we shall take the example given by you of the thief to be driven out. I do
not agree with you that the thief may be driven out by any means. If it is my
father who has come to steal I shall use one kind of means. If it is an acquain-
tance I shall use another; and in case of a perfect stranger I shall use a third. If it
is a white man, you will perhaps say you will use means different from those you
will adopt with an Indian thief. If it is a weakling, the means will be different
from those to be adopted for dealing with an equal in physical strength; and if
the thief is armed from top to toe, I shall simply remain quiet. Thus we have a
variety of means between the father and the armed man. Again, I fancy that I
should pretend to be sleeping whether the thief was my father or that strong
armed man. The reason for this is that my father would also be armed and I
should succumb to the strength possessed by either and allow my things to be
stolen. The strength of my father would make me weep with pity; the strength of
the armed man would rouse in me anger and we should become enemies. Such
is the curious situation. From these examples we may not be able to agree as to
the means to be adopted in each case. I myself seem clearly to see what should be
done in all these cases, but the remedy may frighten you. I therefore hesitate to
place it before you. For the time being I will leave you to guess it, and if you
cannot, it is clear you will have to adopt different means in each case. You will
also have seen that any means will not avail to drive away the thief. You will have
to adopt means to fit each case. Hence it follows that your duty is not to drive
away the thief by any means you like.

Let us proceed a little further. That well-armed man has stolen your prop-
erty; you have harboured the thought of his act; you are filled with anger; you
argue that you want to punish that rogue, not for your own sake, but for the
good of your neighbours; you have collected a number of armed men, you want
to take his house by assault; he is duly informed of it, he runs away; he too is
incensed. He collects his brother robbers, and sends you a defiant message that
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he will commit robbery in broad daylight. You are strong, you do not fear him
you are prepared to receive him. Meanwhile, the robber pesters your :&mr.,
bours. They complain before you. You reply that you are doing all mo._. their sake
yet you do not mind that your own goods have been stolen. Your :&mrvo:&.
reply that the robber never pestered them before, and that he commenced his
depredations only after you declared hostilities against him. You are between
Scylla and Charybdis. You are full of pity for the poor men. What they say is
true. What are you to do? You will be disgraced if you now leave the robber
alone. You, therefore, tell the poor men: “Never mind. Come, my wealth is
yours, I will give you arms, I will teach you how to use them, you should
belabour the rogue; don’t you leave him alone.” And so the battle grows; the
qow_um; increase in numbers; your neighbours have deliberately put nrm:._mm?am
to inconvenience. Thus the result of wanting to take revenge upon the robber is
that you have disturbed your own peace; you are in perpetual fear of being
robbed and assaulted; your courage has given place to cowardice. If you will
nwmaszx examine the argument, you will see that I have not overdrawn the
picture. This is one of the means. Now let us examine the other. You set this
armed robber down as an ignorant brother; you intend to reason with him at a
suitable opportunity; you argue that he is, after all, a fellow-man; you do not
know what prompted him to steal. You, therefore, decide that, when you can
ww: will destroy the man’s motive for stealing. Whilst you are thus Rmmoazm.
with yourself the man comes again to steal. Instead of being angry with him you
take pity on him. You think that this stealing habit must be a disease with him
Henceforth, you, therefore, keep your doors and windows open, you nrm:mm
vA.x:. sleeping-place, and you keep your things in a manner most accessible to
him. The robber comes again and is confused as all this is new to him; neverthe-
mawm. he takes away your things, but his mind is agitated. He inquires about you
in the village, he comes to learn about your broad and loving heart, he repents
he wmmm your pardon, he returns you your things, and he leaves off the mnnw::m.
ra.v:.. He becomes your servant, and you find for him honourable employment
This is the second method. Thus, you see, different means have brought mvocw
totally different results. I do not wish to deduce from this that robbers will act in
E.m above manner or that all will have the same pity and love like you, but I only
wish 8. show that fair means alone can produce fair results, and that, at least in
the majority of cases, if not indeed in all, the force of love and pity is infinitely
..mz.mﬂma than the force of arms. There is harm in the exercise of brute force, never
in that of pity. ,

M.oi we will take the question of petitioning. It is a fact beyond dispute that a
Ppetition, without the backing of force, is useless. However, the late Justice
Ranade used to say that petitions served a useful purpose because they were a
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means of educating people. They give the latter an idea of their condition and
warn the rulers. From this point of view, they are not altogether useless. A
petition of equal is a sign of courtesy; a petition from a slave is a symbol of his
slavery. A petition backed by force is a petition from an equal and, when he
transmits his demand in the form of a petition, it testifies to his nobility. Two
kinds of force can back petitions. “We shall hurt if you do not give this,” is one
kind of force; it is the force of arms, whose evil results we have already exam-
ined. The second kind of force can thus be stated: “If you do not concede our
demand, we shall be no longer your petitioners. You can govern us only so long
as we remain the governed; we shall no longer have any dealings with you.” The
force implied in this may be described as love-force, soul-force, or, more popu-
larly but less accurately, passive resistance. This force is indestructible. He who
uses it perfectly understands his position. We have an ancient proverb which
literally means: “One negative cures thirty-six diseases.” The force of arms is
powerless when matched against the force of love or the soul.

Now we shall take your last illustration, that of the child thrusting its foot
into fire. It will not avail you. What do you really do to the child? Supposing that
it can exert so much physical force that it renders you powerless and rushes into
fire, then you cannot prevent it. There are only two remedies open to you—
either you must kill it in order to prevent it from perishing in the flames, or you
must give your own life because you do not wish to see it perish before your very
eyes. You will not kil it. If your heart is not quite full of pity, it is possible that
you will not surrender yourself by preceding the child and going into the fire
yourself. You, therefore, helplessly allow it to go into the flames. Thus, at any
rate, you are not using physical force. I hope you will not consider that it is still
physical force, though of a low order, when you would forcibly prevent the child
from rushing towards the fire if you could. That force is of a different order and
we have to understand what it is.

Remember that, in thus preventing the child, you are minding entirely its
own interest; you are exercising authority for its sole benefit. Your example does
not apply to the English. In using brute force against the English you consult
entirely your own, that is the national, interest. There is no question here either
of pity or of love. If you say that the actions of the English, being evil, represent
fire, and that they proceed to their actions through ignorance, and that there-
fore they occupy the position of a child and that you want to protect such a
child, then you will have to overtake every evil action of that kind by whom-
soever committed and, as in the case of the evil child, you will have to sacrifice

yourself. If you are capable of such immeasurable pity, [ wish you well in its

exercise.
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CHAPTER 17. PASSIVE RESISTANCE

Reader: Is there any historical evidence as to the success of what you h 11
mocd-mownm or truth-force? No instance seems to have rmvwnzm% of mwé QH. .
wm,.;:m risen through soul-force. I still think that the evil-doers will =< e
doing evil without physical punishment. e
m.a:oﬂ The poet Tulsidas has said: “Of religion, pity, or love, is the root
mmoﬁma o.m the body. Therefore, we should not abandon pity so u_o:m as “00 wH
wgm. ﬁ:m appears to me to be a scientific truth. I believe in it as much as I
elieve in two and two being four. The force of love is the same as the force of
the moE.oH truth. We have evidence of its working at every step. The cs?mhm
§ch disappear without the existence of that force. But you ask for historical
msﬁwm:nm. It is, therefore, necessary to know what history means. The Gujarati
mn:_wm_mzﬁ means: “It so happened.” If that is the meaning of histor w.n i
possible to give copious evidence. But, if it means the doings of E:v“_ M
a_.svm_,oa. there can be no evidence of soul-force or passive resistance mm m:r
history. You cannot expect silver ore in a tin mine. History, as we know :m,.h.n
record of the wars of the world, and so there is a proverb among En :&.Mu X
that a nation which has no history, that is, no wars, is a happy nation Emo€ ki pe
played, r.os. they became enemies of one another, how they 3:.&2‘& e
mEoEm_.‘. is found accurately recorded in history, and if this were all that ro:n
vﬁ.ﬁa in the world, it would have been ended long ago. If the story of mM-
universe had commenced with wars, not a man would have been mo:«wao __w .
.8&3\. Those people who have been warred against have disappeared mmw Msw
wnm"mznm, the natives of Australia of whom hardly a man was left alive b v MH
_:Mmmn? Mark, please, that these natives did not use soul-force in %:.%M:MM
H_a mM HMM,M Mowm_.M“Mnn Bcnr mmanmmmrﬁ to know that the Australians will m:m_.m.
e r Sn:Sm.. Those that take the sword shall perish by the
proverb is that professional swimmers will find a watery
grave. ?
_ummw,wﬂ MMQ Hrﬂﬁ there are so many men still alive in the world shows that it is
on the force of arms but on the force of truth or love. Therefore the
m%mﬁmm.ﬂ and most unimpeachable evidence of the success of this force i ﬂv b
found in the fact that, in spite of the wars of the world, it still lives on o
..;o:mmz.am. indeed tens of thousands, depend for their Qc.ﬁm:nm.o: a very
HMMMMMM%SW of this force. EE.m quarrels of millions of families in their daily
.vwmm_‘ before the exercise of this force. Hundreds of nations live in
peace. History does not and cannot take note of this fact. History is really a
record of every interruption of the even working of the force of love of the mow_
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Two brothers quarrel; one of them repents and re-awakens the love that was
lying dormant in him; the two again begin to live in peace; nobody takes note of
this. But if the two brothers, through the intervention of solicitors or some other
reason, take up arms or go to law—which is another form of exhibition of brute
force,—their doings would be immediately noticed in the press, they would be
the talk of their neighbours and would probably go down to history. And what is
true of families and communities is true of nations. There is no reason to believe
that there is one law for families and another for nations. History, then, is a
record of an interruption of the course of nature. Soul-force, being natural, is
not noted in history.

Reader: According to what you say, it is plain that instances of this kind of
passive resistance are not to be found in history. It is necessary to understand this
passive resistance more fully. It will be better, therefore, if you enlarge upon it.

Editor: Passive resistance is a method of securing rights by personal suffer-
ing; it is the reverse of resistance by arms. When I refuse to do a thing that is
repugnant to my conscience, I use soul-force. For instance, the Government of
the day has passed a law which is applicable to me. I do not like it. If by using
violence I force the Government to repeal the law, I am employing what may be
termed body-force. If I do not obey the law and accept the penalty for its breach,
I use soul-force. It involves sacrifice of self.

Everybody admits that sacrifice of self is infinitely superior to sacrifice of
others. Moreover, if this kind of force is used in a cause that is unjust, only the
person using it suffers. He does not make others suffer for his mistakes. Men
have before now done many things which were subsequently found to have been
wrong. No man can claim that he is absolutely in the right or that a particular
thing is wrong because he thinks so, but it is wrong for him so long as that is his
deliberate judgement. It is therefore meet that he should not do that which he
knows to be wrong, and suffer the consequence whatever it may be. This is the
key to use of soul-force.

Reader: You would then disregard laws—this is rank disloyalty. We have
always been considered a law-abiding nation. You seem to be going even beyond
the extremists. They say that we must obey the laws that have been passed, but
that if the laws be bad, we must drive out the law-givers even by force.

Editor: Whether I go beyond them or whether I do not is a matter of no
consequence to either of us. We simply want to find out what is right and to act
accordingly. The real meaning of the statement that we are a law-abiding nation
is that we are passive resisters. When we do not like certain laws, we do not break
the heads of the law-givers but we suffer and do not submit to the laws. That we
should obey laws whether good or bad is a new-fangled notion. There was no
such thing in former days. The people disregarded those laws they did not like

122 MOHANDAS K. GANDHI

e

and suffered the penalties for their breach. It is contrary to our manhood if we
obey laws repugnant to our conscience. Such teaching is opposed to religion and
means slavery. If the Government were to ask us to go about without an
clothing, should we do so? If I were a passive resister, I would say to them Emﬂm
would have nothing to do with their law. But we have so forgotten ourselves and
become so compliant that we do not mind any degrading laws. ’
A man who realized his manhood, who fears only God, will fear no one else
Man-made laws are not necessarily binding on him. Even the Government ao&.
not .G%mﬁ any such thing from us. They do not say: “You must do such and such
a thing,” but they ask “If you do not do it, we will punish you” We are sunk so
low that we fancy that it is our duty and our religion to do what the law lays
down. If man will only realize that it is unmanly to obey laws that are unjust :v\o
mevm. tyranny will enslave him. This is the key to self-rule or woam-aamw .

. Itisa .mcwo.amamoc and ungodly thing to believe that an act of a majority
binds a minority. Many examples can be given in which acts of majorities will be
found to have been wrong and those minorities have been right. All reforms
owe their origin to the initiation of minorities in opposition Mo majorities. If
among a band of robbers knowledge of robbing is obligatory, is a pious Bm:. to
accept ﬁ.rm obligation? So long as the superstition that men should obey unjust
laws exists, so long will their slavery exist. And a passive resister alone can
remove such a superstition.

To use brute-force, to use gunpowder, is contrary to passive resistance, for it
means that we want our opponent to do by force that which we desire U,E he
mowm .:or And if such a use of force is justifiable, surely he is entitled to do
likewise by us. And so we should never come to an agreement. We may simpl
fancy, like the blind horse moving in a circle round a mill, that we are B&AWV\
progress. Those who believe that they are not bound to obey laws which mam
repugnant to their conscience have only the remedy of passive resistance
them. Any other must lead to disaster. e

Reader: From what you say I deduce that passive resistance is a splendid
samww: of the weak, but that when they are strong they may take up arms

Editor: This is gross ignorance. Passive resistance, that is moE-moH.nm is

matchless. It is superior to the force of arms. How, Hmm:u can :V be oobmamwmm
.o:;N a ,.\<.mm@05 of the weak? Physical-force men are strangers to the courage that
IS requisite in a passive resister. Do you believe that a coward can ever disobey a
law that he dislikes? Extremists are considered to be advocates of brute moHMm

<§<.ao they, then, talk about obeying laws? I do not blame them. They can sa .
nothing else, When they succeed in driving out the English and they Emamm?mw
vmn.oEm moﬁggmu they will want you and me to obey their laws. And that is a
fitting thing for their constitution. But a passive resister will say he will not obey
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a law that is against his conscience, even though he may be blown to pieces at the
mouth of a cannon.

What do you think? Wherein is courage required—in blowing others to
pieces from behind a cannon, or with a smiling face to approach a cannon and
be blown to pieces? Who is the true warrior—he who keeps death always as a
bosom-friend, or he who controls the death of others? Believe me that a man
devoid of courage and manhood can never be a passive resister.

This, however, I will admit: that even a man weak in body is capable of
suffering this resistance. One man can offer it just as well as millions. Both men
and women can indulge in it. It does not require the training of an army; it
needs no jiu-jitsu. Control over the mind is alone necessary, and when that is
attained, man is free like the king of the forest and his very glance withers
the enemy.

Passive resistance is an all-sided sword; it can be used anyhow; it blesses him
who uses it and him against whom it is used. Without drawing a drop of blood,
it produces far-reaching results. It never rusts and cannot be stolen. Competi-
tion between passive resisters does not exhaust. The sword of passive resistance
does not require a scabbard. It is strange indeed that you should consider such a
weapon to be a weapon merely in the weak.

Reader: You have said that passive resistance is a specialty of India. Have
cannons never been used in India?

Editor: Evidently, in your opinion, India means its few princes. To me it
means its teeming millions on whom depends the existence of its princes and
our own.

Kings will always use their kingly weapons. To use force is bred in them. They
want to command, but those who have to obey commands do not want guns;
and these are in a majority throughout the world. They have to learn either
body-force or soul-force. Where they learn the former, both the rulers and the
ruled become like so many madmen; but where they learn soul-force the com-
mands of the rulers do not go beyond the point of their swords, for true men
disregard unjust commands. Peasants have never been subdued by the sword
and never will be. They do not know the use of the sword, and they are not
frightened by the use of it by others. That nation is great which rests its head
upon death as its pillow. Those who defy death are free from all fear. For those
who are labouring under the delusive charms of brute-force, this picture is not

overdrawn. The fact is that, in India, the nation at large has generally used
passive resistance in all departments of life. We cease to co-operate with our
rulers when they displease us. This is passive resistance.

I remember an instance when, in a small principality, the villagers were
offended by some command issued by the prince. The former immediately
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began vacating the village. The prince became nervous, apologized to his sub-
jects, and withdrew his command. Many such instances can be found in India.
Real Home Rule is possible only where passive resistance is the guiding force of
the people. Any other rule is foreign rule.

Reader: Then you will say that it is not all necessary for us to train the body?

Editor: T will certainly not say any such thing. It is difficult to become a
passive resister unless the body is trained. As a rule, the mind, residing in a body
that has become weakened by pampering, is also weak, and where there is no
strength of mind there can be no strength of soul. We shall have to improve our
physique by getting rid of infant marriages and luxurious living. If I were to ask
aman with a shattered body to face a cannon’s mouth I should make a laughing-
stock of my self.

Reader: From what you say, then, it would appear that it is not a small thing
to become a passive resister and, if that is so, I should like you to explain how a
man may become one.

Editor: To become a passive resister is casy enough but it is also equally
difficult. I have known a lad of fourteen years become a passive resister; I have
known also sick people do likewise; and I have also known physically strong and
otherwise happy people unable to take up passive resistance. After a great deal of
experience it seems to me that those who want to become passive resisters for
the service of the country have to observe perfect chastity, adopt poverty, follow
truth, and cultivate fearlessness.

Chastity is one of the greatest disciplines without which the mind cannot
attain requisite firmness. A man who is unchaste loses stamina, becomes emas-
culated and cowardly. He whose mind is given over to animal passions is not
capable of any great effort. This can be proved by innumerable instances. What,
then, is a married person to do is the question that arises naturally; and yet it
need not. When a husband and wife gratify the passions, it is no less an animal
indulgence on that account. Such an indulgence, except for perpetuating the
race, is strictly prohibited. But a passive resister has to avoid even that very
limited indulgence because he can have no desire for progeny. A married man,
therefore, can observe perfect chastity. This subject is not capable of being
treated at greater length. Several questions arise: How is one to carry one’s wife
with one, what are her rights, and other similar questions. Yet those who wish to
take part in a great work are bound to solve these puzzles.

Just as there is necessity for chastity, so is there for poverty. Pecuniary ambi-
tion and passive resistance cannot well go together. Those who have money are
not expected to throw it away, but they are expected to be indifferent about it.

They must be prepared to lose every penny rather than give up passive re-
sistance.
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Passive resistance has been described in the course of our discussion as QET.-
force. Truth, therefore, has necessarily to be followed and that at mbw n.omﬁ In this
connection, academic questions such as whether a man may not rm. in oH.aoH .8
save a life, etc., arise, but these questions occur only to those who s&r. to justify
lying. Those who want to follow truth every time are boﬁ. Emn& in such a
quandary; and if they are, they are still saved from a false position.

Passive resistance cannot proceed a step without fearlessness. Those alone
can follow the path of passive resistance who are free from fear, s&m&aw wm. to
their possessions, false honour, their relatives, the government, bodily injuries,
" M,mMMM observances are not to be abandoned in the belief that they mH.o diffi-

cult. Nature has implanted in the human breast the ability to cope sﬁr any
difficulty or suffering that may come to man unprovoked. These qualities are
worth having, even for those who do not wish to serve the country. Let there be
no mistake, as those who want to train themselves in the use of arms are also
obligated to have these qualities more or less. Everybody does E.%H become a
warrior for the wish. A would-be warrior will have to observe chastity and to be
satisfied with poverty as his lot. A warrior without fearlessness cannot be con-
ceived of. It may be thought that he would not need to be exactly truthful, but
that quality follows real fearlessness. When a man m_umba.obm truth, he aoMm mn”
owing to fear in some shape or form. The above four mQE_.qum. then, :mmr no
frighten anyone. It may be as well here to note that m.wg@nm_-mogo man has to
have many other useless qualities which a passive resister never needs. And you
will find that whatever extra effort a swordsman needs is due to Hmnw. of fearless-
ness. If he is an embodiment of the latter, the sword will &om from his hand ENM
very moment. He does not need its support. One who is free .@ozm. Twﬁw&

requires no sword. A man with a stick suddenly came face to face with a lion mﬂ
instinctively raised his weapon in self-defence. The Emﬂ saw that he had only
prated about fearlessness when there was none in him. That moment he
dropped the stick and found himself free from all fear.
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ADOLF HITLER (1889-1945)

——

The dictator of Nazi Germany, Adolf Hitler was born in Austria-Hungary and grew
up in Linz. He spent his early life fantasizing about becoming an artist. He tried twice
to get into the Academy of Fine Arts, with no success. In 1913 he moved to Munich only
to be recalled to Austria so that he could be recruited for military service, Although he
was deemed unfit for military service in the Austrian army, when World War I broke
out, he joined the German army. He earned a name for his bravery and was awarded
the Iron Cross twice. He was wounded in 1916, and two years later he was gassed, as a
result of which he was hospitalized until the end of the war. He joined the German
Workers® Party in Munich in 1019, and later left the army to devote his time to
reotganizing the party that in 1920 became the Nationalsozialistische Deutsche Ar-
beiterpartei, or the National Socialist German Workers Party. He became president of
the party in 1921. In 1923 the party tried unsuccessfully to seize governmental power
and to declare a revolution. As a result of this failed attempt, Hitler was sentenced to
five years in prison, but he served only nine months. It was in prison that he wrote the
first volume of Mein Kampf.

Once out of prison, Hitler set out to regain his position in party politics and to
build the membership of the party. Aided by Germany’s postwar atmosphere of gen-
eral demoralization and of discontent with the peace treaty and with the Weimar
Republic, the National Socialist Party’s propaganda, with its terrorist tactics and show
of strength, succeeded in making the party the second largest, garnering more than
6,000,000 votes in the 1930 election. In 1933 Hitler was invited to be the Chancellor of
Germany. In 1934 the chancellorship and the presidency were merged, with Hitler
being planted as the head of the armed forces of the Reich. What followed was the Nazi
regime’s aggressive campaign of expansion, which ended only as a result of its defeat in
World War II. When Germany was defeated, Hitler and his longtime mistress, Eva
Braun, committed suicide. (Some neofascists and others, however, claim that his
death by suicide was a ruse and that Hitler lives on.) ,

Mein Kampf, or My Struggle, details Hitler’s youth, the events of World War I,
and what Hitler calls the “betrayal” of Germany in 1018. The worst enemies of
Germany were the Marxists and the Jews, the only solution for which was mass
extermination. Hitler viewed inequality between different races as the natural order of
things and claimed the superiority of the Aryan race; he also declared the preservation
of the purity of this race as his ultimate goal. He regarded the existence of the state as
Justifiable only insofar as it fulfilled its function of preserving and acting in the interest
of the German Volk. It was for this reason that the Weimar Republic and all demo-

cratic state formations were doomed to failure: they assumed an equality of the races



that betrayed the interest of the German Volk. Indeed, the only state formation that
could act in accordance with the interest of the Volk was the one led by the Fiihrer, who
was the embodiment of a unified Volk. The second volume of Mein Kampf is dedi-
cated to outlining the program of the party in bringing this kind of state, a people’s
state, into being and to using any kind of violence and terrorism necessary to preserve
this state.

The following selection is from chapter 15, “The Right of Emergency Defense,” in

Mein Kampf.

The Right of Emergency Defense

ADOLF HITLER

The Armistice of November 1918 ushered in a policy which in all human proba-
bility was bound to lead gradually to total submission. Historical examples of a
similar nature show that nations which lay down their arms without compelling
reasons prefer in the ensuing period to accept the greatest humiliations and
extortions rather than attempt to change their fate by a renewed appeal to force.

This is humanly understandable. A shrewd victor will, if possible, always
present his demands to the vanquished in installments. And then, with a nation
that has lost its character—and this is the case of everyone which voluntarily
submits—he can be sure that it will not regard one more of these individual
oppressions as an adequate reason for taking up arms again. The more extor-
tions are willingly accepted in this way, the more unjustified it strikes people
finally to take up the defensive against a new, apparently isolated, though con-
stantly recurring, oppression, especially when, all in all, so much more and
greater misfortune has already been borne in patient silence.

The fall of Carthage is the most horrible picture of such a slow execution of a
people through its own desserts.

That is why Clausewitz in his Drei Bekenntnisse incomparably singles out this
idea and nails it fast for all time, when he says: “That the stain of a cowardly
submission can never be effaced; that this drop of poison in the blood of a
people is passed on to posterity and will paralyze and undermine the strength of
later generations”; that, on the other hand, “even the loss of this freedom after a
bloody and honorable struggle assures the rebirth of a people and is the seed of
life from which some day a new tree will strike fast roots.”

Of course, a people that has lost all honor and character will not concern

itself with such teachings. For no one who takes them to heart can sink so low;
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only he who forgets them, or no longer wants to know them, collapses, There-
fore, &5 B:&.:oﬁ expect those who embody a spineless submission mcamm:_ to
Moow nto their hearts and, on the basis of reason and all human ex mlo_w
begin to act differently than before. On the contrary, it is these men in Mﬂ&o&n .
who will dismiss all such teachings until either the nation is %mm:& mww
customed to its yoke of slavery or until better forces push to the surface, to Mﬁmﬁ
the power from the hands of the infamous spoilers. In the first case Emmvm [
:.mcm__v\ do not feel so badly, since not seldom they are appointed by the MHM@M
victors to :.gm office of slave overseer, which these spineless natures usually S_.Ma
“HWMQQF&F over their people than any foreign beast put in by the enemy
12.8 development since 1918 shows us that in Germany the hope of winni
the Sw:.umm favor by voluntary submission unfortunately determines the o_wwm
cal opinions and the actions of the broad masses in the most QSm:ovEn_ﬂ.m I
mz.mor special importance to emphasizing the broad masses, because I nm:_w. t
bring myself to profess the belief that the commissions and omissions of .
people’s leaders are attributable to the same ruinous lunacy. As the leadershj o:w
our destinies has, since the end of the War, been quite openly furnished b MM,M :
we really cannot assume that faulty knowledge alone is the cause of our HwamoT,
tune; 2.@ must, on the contrary, hold the conviction that conscious purpose is
ammﬁowzbm our nation. And once we examine the apparent madness of our
nation’s leadership in the field of foreign affairs from this stand oint, it i
revealed as the subtlest, ice-cold logic, in the service of the Fimm id nd
struggle for world conquest. e

And thus, it becomes understandable that the same time-span, which from
1806 to Hma.m:mmomm to imbue a totally collapsed Prussia with Smsw vital ener
and determination for struggle, today has not only elapsed unused, but, on ~M<
contrary, has led to an cvery-greater weakening of our state. o )

mm<,m: years afier November 1918, the Treat omﬁoﬁﬁno was signed.!

The noc.amm of events was that indicated above: Once the disgraceful armistice
had been signed, neither the energy nor the courage could be summoned sud-
denly to oppose resistance to our foes’ repressive measures, which subsequent!
were repeated over and over. Our enemies were too shrewd to mmamm& 8“
B:or at once. They always limit their extortions to the amount which, in their
Opimon—and that of the German leadership—would at the moment N_um bear-
able enough so that an explosion of popular feeling need not be feared. But th
more of these individual dictates had been signed, the less justified it .mmmE Qm
because of a single additional extortion or exacted humiliation, to do the ﬁEM ,
ﬁrmﬂrma not been done because of so many others: to offer resistance. For this M
the “drop of poison” of which Clausewitz speaks: the spinelessness <.<Enr once
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begun must increase more and more and which gradually vm.noamm the mws_mmﬁ
heritage, burdening every future decision. It can become a terrible lead swﬁmrr a
weight which a nation is not likely to shake off, but which finally drags it down
into the existence of a slave race.

Thus, in Germany edicts of disarmament alternated with edicts of enslave-
ment, political emasculation with economic pillage, and finally created that
moral spirit which can regard the Dawes Plan as a stroke of good fortune m.ba
the Treaty of Locarno as success.> Viewing all this from a higher <m5wmm..w05r
we can speak of one single piece of good fortune in all this misery, Srdnr is @.Er
though men can be befuddled, the heavens cannot be bribed. For their blessing
remained absent: since then hardship and care have been the constant compan-
ions of our people, and our one faithful ally has been misery. Destiny made no
exception in this case, but gave us what we deserved. Since we wo longer knew
how to value honor, it teaches us at least to appreciate freedom in the matter of
bread. By now people have learned to cry out for bread, but one of these days
they will pray for freedom. .

Bitter as was the collapse of our nation in the years after 1918, and obvious at
that time, every man who dared prophesy even then what later always mate-
rialized was violently and resolutely persecuted. Wretched and bad as the leaders
of our nation were, they were equally arrogant, and especially when it came to
ridding themselves of undesired, because unpleasant, prophets. We Sm.wm treated
to the spectacle (as we still are today!) of the greatest @M:\:mbcSQ ﬁ?nw..r.mm%u
regular saddlers and glove-makers—and not only by profession, which in itself
means nothing—suddenly setting themselves on the pedestal of statesmen, QWE
which they could lecture down at plain ordinary mortals. It had and wNm E.%.E:.m
to do with the case that such a “statesman” by the sixth month of his wnﬁSQ is
shown up as the most incompetent windbag, the butt of m<on:.ovm E&Qb.m and
contempt, that he doesn’t know which way to turn and has provided unmistak-
able proof of his total incapacity! No, that makes no difference, .o: %m. contrary:
the more lacking the parliamentary statesmen of this Republic are in amm—.m?
complishment, the more furiously they persecute those who Gﬁmo.ﬁ monoawrmw-
ments from them, who have the audacity to point out the failure of their
previous activity and predict the failure of their future Eo<mm.. But Hm once you
finally pin down one of these parliamentary honorables, and this no_:_nm_ show-
man really cannot deny the collapse of his whole activity ms&. its Hmm.c:m any
longer, they find thousands and thousands of grounds for excusing their lack of
success, and there is only one that they will not admit, namely, that they them-

selves are the main cause of all evil.
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By the winter of 192223, at the latest, it should have been generally under-
stood that even after the conclusion of peace France was still endeavoring with
iron logic to achieve the war aim she had originally had in mind. For no one will
be likely to believe that France poured out the blood of her people—never too
rich to begin with—for four and a half years in the most decisive struggle of her
history, only to have the damage previously done made good by subsequent
reparations. Even Alsace-Lorraine in itself would not explain the energy with
which the French carried on the War, if it had not been a part of French foreign
policy’s really great political program for the future. And this goal is: the dis-
solution of Germany into a hodge-podge of little states. That is what chauvinis-
tic France fought for, though at the same time in reality it sold its people as
mercenaries to the international world Jew.

This French war aim would have been attainable by the War alone if, as Paris
had first hoped, the struggle had taken place on German soil. Suppose that the
bloody battles of the World War had been fought, not on the Somme, in Flan-
ders, in Artois, before Warsaw, Nijni-Novgorod, Kovno, Riga, and all the other
places, but in Germany, on the Ruhr and the Main, on the Elbe, at Hanover,
Leipzig, Nuremberg, etc., and you will have to agree that this would have offered
a possibility of breaking up Germany. It is very questionable whether our young
federative state could for four and a half years have survived the same test of
strain as rigidly centralized France, oriented solely toward her uncontested

center in Paris. The fact that this gigantic struggle of nations occurred outside
the borders of our fatherland was not only to the immortal credit of the old
army, it was also the greatest good fortune for the German future. It is my firm
and heartfelt conviction, and sometimes almost a source of anguish to me, that
otherwise there would long since have been no German Reich, but only “Ger-
man states.” And this is the sole reason why the blood of our fallen friends and
brothers has at least not flowed entirely in vain.

Thus everything turned out differently! True, Germany collapsed like a flash
in November, 1918. But when the catastrophe occurred in the homeland, our
field armies were still deep in enemy territory. The first concern of France at that
time was not the dissolution of Germany, but: How shall we get the German
armies out of France and Belgium as quickly as possible? And so the first task of
the heads of state in Paris for concluding the World War was to disarm the
German armies and if possible drive them back to Germany at once; and only
after that could they devote themselves to the fulfillment of their real and
original war aim. In this respect, to be sure, France was already paralyzed. For
England the War had really been victoriously concluded with the annihilation
of Germany as a colonial and commercial power and her reduction to the rank
of a second-class state. Not only did the English possess no interest in the total
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extermination of the German state; they even had every reason to desire a rival
against France in Europe for the future. Hence the French political leaders had
to continue with determined peacetime labor what the War had begun, and
Clemenceau’s utterance, that for him the peace was only the continuation of the
War, took on an increased significance.

Persistently, on every conceivable occasion, they had to shatter the structure
of the Reich. By the imposition of one disarmament note after another, on the
one hand, and by the economic extortion thus made possible, on the other
hand, Paris hoped slowly to disjoint the Reich structure. The more rapidly
national honor withered away in Germany, the sooner could economic pressure
and unending poverty lead to destructive political effects. Such a policy of
political repression and economic plunder, carried on for ten or twenty years,
must gradually ruin even the best state structure and under certain circum-
stances dissolve it. And thereby the French war aim would finally be achieved.

By the winter of 1922—23 this must long since have been recognized as the
French intent. Only two possibilities remained: We might hope gradually to
blunt the French will against the tenacity of the German nation, or at long last to
do what would have to be done in the end anyway, to pull the helm of the Reich
ship about on some particularly crass occasion, and ram the enemy. This, to be
sure, meant a life-and-death struggle, and there existed a prospect of life only if
previously we succeeded in isolating France to such a degree that this second
war would not again constitute a struggle of Germany against the world, but a
defense of Germany against a France which was constantly disturbing the world
and its peace.

I emphasize the fact, and I am firmly convinced of it, that this second
eventuality must and will some day occur; whatever happens, I never believe that
France’s intentions toward us could ever change, for in the last analysis they are
merely in line with the self-preservation of the French nation. If I were a French-
man, and if the greatness of France were as dear to me as that of Germany is
sacred, I could not and would not act any differently from Clemenceau. The
French national, slowly dying out, not only with regard to population, but
particularly with regard to its best racial elements, can in the long run retain its
position in the world only if Germany is shattered. French policy may pursue a
thousand détours; somewhere in the end there will be this goal, false to believe,
thata purely passivewill, desiring only to preserve itself, can for any length of time
resist a will that is no less powerful, but proceeds actively. As long as the eternal
conflict between Germany and France is carried on only in the form of a German
defense against French aggression, it will never be decided, but from year to year,
from century to century, Germany will lose one position after another. Follow the
movements of the German language frontier beginning with the twelfth century
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until today, and you will hardly be able to count on the success of an attitude and a
development which has done us so much damage up till now.

Only when this is fully understood in Germany, so that the vital will of the
German nation is no longer allowed to languish in purely passive defense, but is
pulled together for a final active reckoning with France and thrown into a last
decisive struggle with the greatest ultimate aims on the German side—only then
will we be able to end the eternal and essentially so fruitless struggle between
ourselves and France; presupposing, of course, that Germany actually regards
the destruction of France as only a means which will afterward enable her finally
to give our people the expansion made possible elsewhere. Today we count
eighty million Germans in Europe! This foreign policy will be acknowledged as
correct only if, after scarcely a hundred years, there are two hundred and fifty
million Germans on this continent, and not living penned in as factory coolies
for the rest of the world, but as peasants and workers, who guarantee each
other’s livelihood by their labor.

In December 1922, the situation between Germany and France again seemed
menacingly exacerbated. France was contemplating immense new extortions,
and needed pledges for them. The economic pillage had to be preceded by a
political pressure and it seemed to the French that only a violent blow at the
nerve center of our entire German life would enable them to subject our “re-
calcitrant” people to a sharper yoke. With the occupation of the Ruhr, the French
hoped not only to break the moral backbone of Germany once and for all, but to
put us into an embarrassing economic situation in which, whether we liked it or
not, we would have to assume every obligation, even the heaviest.?

It was a question of bending and breaking. Germany bent at the very outset,
and ended up by breaking completely later.

With the occupation of the Ruhr, Fate once again held out a hand to help the
German people rise again. For what at the first moment could not but seem a
great misfortune embraced on closer inspection an infinitely promising oppor-
tunity to terminate all German misery.

From the standpoint of foreign relations, the occupation of the Ruhr for the
first time really alienated England basically from France, and not only in the
circles of British diplomacy which had concluded, examined, and maintained
the French alliance as such only with the sober eye of cold calculators, but also
in the broadest circles of the English people. The English economy in particular
viewed with ill-concealed displeasure this new and incredible strengthening of
French continental power. For not only that France, from the purely politico-
military point of view, now assumed a position in Europe such as previously not
even Germany had possessed, but, economically as well, she now obtained

economic foundations which almost combined a position of economic monop-
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oly with her capacity for political competition. The largest iron mines and coal
fields in Europe were thus united in the hands of a nation which, in sharp
contrast to Germany, had always defended its vital interests with equal determi-
nation and activism, and which in the Great War had freshly reminded the
whole world of its military reliability. With the occupation of the Ruhr coal
fields by France, England’s entire gain through the War was wrested from her
hands, and the victor was no longer British diplomacy so industrious and alert,
but Marshal Foch and the France he represented.

In Italy, too, the mood against France, which, since the end of the War, had
been by no means rosy to begin with, shifted to a veritable hatred. It was the
great, historical moment in which the allies of former days could become the
enemies of tomorrow. If things turned out differently and the allies did not, as in
the second Balkan War, suddenly break into a sudden feud among themselves,
this was attributable only to the circumstance that Germany simply had no
Enver Pasha, but a Reich Chancellor Cuno.

Yet not only from the standpoint of foreign policy, but of domestic policy as
well, the French assault on the Ruhr held great future potentialities for Ger-
many. A considerable part of our people which, thanks to the incessant influ-
ence of our lying press, still regarded France as the champion of progress and
liberalism, was abruptly cured of this lunatic delusion. Just as the year 1914 had
dispelled the dreams of international solidarity between peoples from the heads
of our German workers and led them suddenly back into the world of eternal
struggle, throughout which one being feeds on another and the death of the
weaker means the life of the stronger, the spring of 1923 did likewise.

When the Frenchman carried out his threats and finally, though at first
cautiously and hesitantly, began to move into the lower German coal district, a
great decisive hour of destiny had struck for Germany. If in this moment our
people combined a change of heart with a shift in their previous attitude, the
Ruhr could become a Napoleonic Moscow for France. There were only two
possibilities: Either we stood for this offense and did nothing, or directing the eyes of

the German people to this land of glowing smelters and smoky furnaces, we inspired
them with a glowing will to end this eternal disgrace and rather take upon them-
selves the terrors of the moment than bear an endless terror one moment longer.

To have discovered a third way was the immortal distinction of Reich Chan-
cellor Cuno, to have admired it and gone along, the still more glorious distinc-
tion of our German bourgeois parties.

Here I shall first examine the second course as briefly as possible.

With the occupation of the Ruhr, France had accomplished a conspicuous
breach of the Versailles Treaty. In doing so, she had also put herself in conflict
with a number of signatory powers, and especially with Fngland and Italy.
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France could no longer hope for any support on the part of these states, for her
own selfish campaign of plunder. She herself, therefore, had to bring Hrm adven-
ture—and that is what it was at first—to some happy conclusion. For a national
OQEM.E government there could be but a single course, that which honor
prescribed. It was certain that for the present France could not be opposed b
active force of arms; but we had to realize clearly that any negotiations cEmmM
vmn.wa by power, would be absurd and fruitless. Without the wom&vw:ﬁw of
mncé.wm&ﬁm:nmv it was absurd to adopt the standpoint: “We shall enter into no
Jmmozmmosm:w but it was even more senseless to end by entering into negotia-
tions after all, without having meanwhile equipped ourselves eﬁﬁw power.

Not that we could have prevented the occupation of the Ruhr by :WN.NN.SQ

.Ema:m. Only a madman could have advised such a decision. But utilizing the
impression made by this French action and while it was being carried out, what
we absolutely should have done was, without regard for the Treaty of <$vmmm:mm
which France herself had torn up, to secure the military resources with which
we could later have equipped our negotiators. For it was clear from the start that
one day the question of this territory occupied by France would be settled at
some conference table. But we had to be equally clear on the fact that even the
best negotiators can achieve little success, as long as the ground on which the
stand and the chair on which they sit is not the shield arm of their nation ><
feeble little tailor cannot argue with athletes, and a defenseless negotiator rmm
always suffered the sword of Brennus on the opposing side of the scale, unless he
had his own to throw in as a counterweight. Or has it not been B%szm to
watch the comic-opera negotiations which since 1918 have always preceded the
.Sw.mm:& dictates? This degrading spectacle presented to the whole world first
5.<:5m us to the conference table, as though in mockery, then ?nmm:m%q us
é.:w decisions and programs prepared long before, which, to be sure, noEm be
discussed, but which from the start could only be regarded as unalterable. It is
true that our negotiators, in hardly a single case, rose above the most rc.Bzm
average, and for the most part justified only too well the insolent utterance of
Eov\m George, who contemptuously remarked, 4 propos of former Reich Minis-
ter Simon, “that the Germans didn’t know how to choose men of intelligence as
their leaders and representatives.” But even geniuses, in view of the MDQB ’s
mmﬁmﬁdwsma will to power and the miserable defenselessness of our own @mo_,”“m
1 every respect, would have achieved but little.,

But anyone who in the spring of 1923 wanted to make France’s occupation of
m.gm Ruhr an occasion for reviving our military implements of power had first to
give the nation its spiritual weapons, strengthen its will power, and destroy the
corrupters of this most precious national strength.

Just as in 1918 we paid with our blood for the fact that in 1914 and 1915 we did
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not proceed to trample the head of the Marxist serpent once and for all, we
would have to pay most catastrophically if in the spring of 1923 we did not avail
ourselves of the opportunity to halt the activity of the Marxist traitors and
murderers of the nation for good.

Any idea of real resistance to France was utter nonsense if we did not declare
war against those forces which five years before had broken German resistance
on the battlefields from within. Only bourgeois minds can arrive at the incred-
ible opinion that Marxism might now have changed, and that the scoundrelly
leaders of 1918, who then coldly trampled two million dead underfoot, the better
to climb into the various seats of government, now in 1923 were suddenly ready
to render their tribute to the national conscience. An incredible and really
insane idea, the hope that the traitors of former days would suddenly turn into
fighters of a German freedom. It never entered their heads. No more than a
hyena abandons carrion does a Marxist abandon treason. And don’t annoy me, if
you please, with the stupidest of all arguments, that, after all, so many workers
bled for Germany. German workers, yes, but then they were no longer interna-
tional Marxists. If in 1914 the German working class in their innermost convic-
tions had still consisted of Marxists, the War would have been over in three
weeks. Germany would have collapsed even before the first soldier set foot
across the border. No, the fact that the German people were still fighting proved
that the Marxist delusion had not yet been able to gnaw its way into the bottom-
most depths. But in exact proportion as, in the course of the War, the German
worker and the German soldier fell back into the hands of the Marxist leaders,
in exactly that proportion he was lost to the fatherland. If at the beginning of the
War and during the War twelve or fifteen thousand of these Hebrew corrupters
of the people had been held under poison gas, as happened to hundreds of
thousands of our very best German workers in the field, the sacrifice of millions
at the front would not have been in vain. On the contrary: twelve thousand
scoundrels eliminated in time might have saved the lives of a million real Ger-
mans, valuable for the future. But it just happened to be in the line of bourgeois
“statesmanship” to subject millions to a bloody end on the battlefield without
batting an eyelash, but to regard ten or twelve thousand traitors, profiteers,
usurers, and swindlers as a sacred national treasure and openly proclaim their
inviolability. We never know which is greater in this bourgeois world, the im-
becility, weakness, and cowardice, or their deep-dyed corruption. It is truly a

class doomed by Fate, but unfortunately, however, it is dragging a whole nation
with it into the abyss.

And in 1923 we faced exactly the same situation as in 1918. Regardless what
type of resistance was decided on, the first requirement was always the elimina-
tion of the Marxist poison from our national body. And in my opinion, it was
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then the very first task of a truly national government to seek and find the forces
which were resolved to declare a war of annihilation on Marxism, and then to
give these forces a free road; it was their duty not to worship the idiocy of “law
and order” at a moment when the enemy without was administering the most
annihilating blow to the fatherland and at home treason lurked on every street
corner. No, at that time a really national government should have desired disor-
der and unrest, provided only that amid the confusion a basic reckoning with
Marxism at last became possible and actually took place. If this were not done,
any thought of resistance, regardless of what type, was pure madness.

Such a reckoning of real world-historical import, it must be admitted, does
not follow the schedules of a privy councilor or some dried-up old minister, but
the eternal laws of life on this earth, which are the struggle for this life and which
remain struggle. It should have been borne in mind that the bloodiest civil wars
have often given rise to a steeled and healthy people, while artificially cultivated
states of peace have more than once produced a rottenness that stank to high
Heaven. You do not alter the destinies of nations in kid gloves. And so, in the
year 1923, the most brutal thrust was required to seize the vipers that were
devouring our people. Only if this were successful did the preparation of active
resistance have meaning.

At that time I often talked my throat hoarse, attempting to make it clear, at
least to the so-called national circles, what was now at stake, and that, if we made
the same blunders as in 1914 and the years that followed, the end would inevitably
be the same as in 1918. Again and again, I'begged them to give free rein to Fate, and
to give our movement an opportunity for a reckoning with Marxism; but I
preached to deaf ears. They all knew better, including the chief of the armed
forces, until at length they faced the most wretched capitulation of all time.

Then I realized in my innermost soul that the German bourgeois was at the
end of its mission and is destined for no further mission. Then I saw how all
these parties continued to bicker with the Marxists only out of competitor’s
envy, without any serious desire to annihilate them; at heart they had all of them
long since reconciled themselves to the destruction of the fatherland, and what
moved them was only grave concern that they themselves should be able to
partake in the funeral feast. That is all they were still “fighting” for.

In this period—I openly admit—I conceived the profoundest admiration for
the great man south of the Alps, who, full of ardent love for his people, made no

pacts with the enemies of Italy, but strove for their annihilation by all ways and
means. What will rank Mussolini among the great men of this earth is his
determination not to share Italy with the Marxists, but to destroy international-
ism and save the fatherland from it.

How miserable and dwarfish our German would-be statesmen seem by com-
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parison, and how one gags with disgust when these nonentities, with boorish
arrogance, dare to criticize this man who is a thousand times mw.mm;ow than they;
and how painful it is to think that this is happening in a land which barely half a
century ago could call a Bismarck its leader. .

In view of this attitude on the part of the bourgeoisie and the policy of
leaving the Marxists untouched, the fate of any active R&ﬂmbnm in 1923 was
decided in advance. To fight France with the deadly enemy in our own ranks
would have been sheer idiocy. What was done after that could at H.uomﬁ be
shadow-boxing, staged to satisfy the nationalistic element in Germany in some
measure, or in reality to dupe the “seething soul of the people.” If they r.mm
seriously believed in what they were doing, they would have rmﬁ R.V Hmn.omENm
that the strength of a nation lies primarily, not in its weapons, but in its will, N.E.a
that, before foreign enemies are conquered, the enemy within must be annihi-
lated; otherwise God help us if victory does not reward our arms Oa._ the very
first day. Once so much as the shadow of a defeat grazes a people &mﬁ is not free
of internal enemies, its force of resistance will break and the foe will be the final
victor. .

This could be predicted as early as February, 1923. Let no one mention the
questionableness of a military success against France! For if the result of the
German action in the face of the invasion of the Ruhr had only been the
destruction of Marxism at home, by that fact alone success would have been on
our side. A Germany saved from these mortal enemies of her existence wbﬁ her
future would possess forces which the whole world could no Ho:mm.w w.wé stifled.

On the day when Marxism is smashed in Germany, her fetters will in truth be
broken forever. For never in our history have we been defeated by the strength of
our foes, but always by our own vices and by the enemies in our own camp.

Since the leaders of the German state could not summon up the courage for
such a heroic deed, logically they could only have chosen the first course, that of
doing nothing at all and letting things slide.

But in the great hour Heaven sent the German people a great man, Herr von
Cuno. He was not really a statesman or a politician by profession, and of course
still less by birth; he was a kind of political hack, who was needed only for the
performance of certain definite jobs; otherwise he was really Q.:.VS adept at
business. A curse for Germany, because this businessman in politics regarded
politics as an economic enterprise and acted accordingly.

“France has occupied the Ruhr; what is in the Rubr? Coal. Therefore, France
has occupied the Ruhr on account of coal.” What was more natural for Herr
Cuno than the idea of striking in order that the French should get no coal,
whereupon, in the opinion of Herr Cuno, they would one day m<mnc.m;m ﬁwm. WCTH
when the enterprise proved unprofitable. Such, more or less, was this “eminent
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“national” “statesman,” who in Stuttgart and elsewhere was allowed to address
his people, and whom the people gaped at in blissful admiration.
But for a strike, of course, the Marxists were needed, for it was primarily the

workers who would have to strike. Therefore, it was necessary to bring the
worker (and in the brain of one of these bourgeois statesman he is always
synonymous with the Marxist) into a united front with all the other Germans.
The way these moldy political party cheeses glowed at the sound of such a
brilliant slogan was something to behold! Not only a product of genius, it was
national at the same time—there at last they had what at heart they had been
seeking the whole while. The bridge to Marxism had been found, and the

national swindler was enabled to put on a Teutonic face and mouth German
phrases while holding out a friendly hand to the international traitor. And the

traitor seized it with the utmost alacrity. For just as Cuno needed the Marxist
leaders for his “united front,” the Marxist leaders were just as urgently in need of
Cuno’s money. So it was a help to both parties. Cuno obtained his united front,

formed of national windbags and anti-national scoundrels, and the interna-

tional swindlers received state funds to carry out the supreme mission of their

struggle—that is, to destroy the national economy, and this time actually at the

expense of the state. An immortal idea, to save the nation by buying a general
strike; in any case a slogan in which even the most indifferent good-for-nothing
could join with full enthusiasm.

It 1s generally known that a nation cannot be made [free by prayers. But maybe
one could be made free by sitting with folded arms, and that had to be historically
tested. If at that time Herr Cuno, instead of proclaiming his subsidized general
strike and setting it up as the foundation of the “united front,” had only demanded
two more hours of work from every German, the “united front” swindle would have
shown itself up on the third day. Peoples are not freed by doing nothing, but by
sacrifices.

To be sure, this so-called passive resistance as such could not be maintained
for long. For only a man totally ignorant of warfare could imagine that occupy-
ing armies can be frightened away by such ridiculous means. And that alone
could have been the sense of an action the costs of which ran into billions and
which materially helped to shatter the national currency to its very foundations.

Of course, the French could make themselves at home in the Ruhr with a
certain sense of inner relief as soon as they saw the resisters employing such
methods. They had in fact obtained from us the best directions for bringing a
recalcitrant civilian population to reason when its conduct represents a serious
menace to the occupation authorities. With what lightning speed, after all, we
had routed the Belgian franc-tireur bands nine years previous and made the
seriousness of the situation clear to the civilian population when the German
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armies ran the risk of incurring serious damage from their activity. As soon as
the passive resistance in the Rubr had grown really dangerous to the French, it
would have been child’s play for the troops of occupation to put a cruel end to
the whole childish mischief in less than a week. For the ultimate question is
always this: What do we do if the passive resistance ends by really getting on an
adversary’s nerves and he takes up the struggle against it with brutal strong-arm
methods? Are we then resolved to offer further resistance? If so, we must for
better or worse invite the gravest, bloodiest persecutions. But then we stand
exactly where the active resistance would put us—face to face with struggle.
Hence any so-called passive resistance has an inner meaning only if it is backed
by determination to continue it if necessary in open struggle or in undercover
guerrilla warfare. In general, any such struggle will depend on a conviction that
success is possible. As soon as a besieged fortress under heavy attack by the
enemy is forced to abandon the last hope of relief, for all practical purposes it
gives up the fight, especially when in such a case the defender is lured by the
certainty of life rather than the probability of death. Rob the garrison of a
surrounded fortress of faith in a possible liberation, and all the forces of defense
will abruptly collapse.

Therefore, a passive resistance in the Ruhr, in view of the ultimate conse-
quences it could and inevitably would produce in case it were actually success-
ful, only had meaning if an active front were built up behind it. Then, it is true,
there is no limit to what could have been drawn from our people. If every one of
these Westphalians had known that the homeland was setting up an army of
eighty or a hundred divisions, the Frenchmen would have found it thorny
going. There are always more courageous men willing to sacrifice themselves for
success than for something that is obviously futile.

It was a classical case which forced us National Socialists to take the sharpest
position against a so-called national slogan. And so we did. In these months I was
attacked by little men whose whole national attitude was nothing but a mixture of
stupidity and outward sham, all of whom joined in the shouting only because
they were unable to resist the agreeable thrill of suddenly being able to put on
national airs without any danger. I regarded this most lamentable of all united
fronts as a most ridiculous phenomenon, and history has proved me right.

As soon as the unions had filled their treasuries with Cuno’s funds, and the
passive resistance was faced with the decision of passing from defense with
folded arms to active attack, the Red hyenas immediately bolted from the na-
tional sheep herd and became again what they had always been. Quietly and
ingloriously Herr Cuno retreated to his ships, and Germany was richer by one

experience and poorer by one great hope.

Down to late midsummer many officers, and they were assuredly not the
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worst, had at heart not believed in such a disgraceful development. They had all
hoped that, if not openly, in secret at least, preparations had been undertaken to
make this insolent French assault a turning point in German history. Even in
our ranks there were many who put their confidence at least in the Reichswehr.
And this conviction was so alive that it decisively determined the actions and
particularly the training of innumerable young people.

But when the disgraceful collapse occurred and the crushing, disgraceful
capitulation followed, the sacrifice of billions of marks and thousands of young
Germans—who had been stupid enough to take the promises of the Reich’s
leaders seriously—indignation flared into a blaze against such a betrayal of our
unfortunate people. In millions of minds the conviction suddenly arose bright
and clear that only a radical elimination of the whole ruling system could save
Germany.

Never was the time riper, never did it cry out more imperiously for such a
solution than in the moment when, on the one hand, naked treason shamelessly
revealed itself, while, on the other hand, a people was economically delivered to
slow starvation. Since the state itself trampled all laws of loyalty and faith
underfoot, mocked the rights of its citizens, cheated millions of its truest sons of
their sacrifices, and robbed millions of others of their last penny, it has no
further right to expect anything but hatred of its subjects. And in any event, this
hatred against the spoilers of people and fatherland was pressing toward an
explosion. In this place I can only point to the final sentence of my last speech in
the great trial of spring, 1924:

“The judges of this state may go right ahead and convict us for our actions at
that time, but History, acting as the goddess of a higher truth and a higher
justice, will one day smilingly tear up this verdict, acquitting us of all guilt and
blame”

And then she will call all those before her judgment seat, who today, in
possession of power, trample justice and law underfoot, who have led our
people into misery and ruin and amid the misfortune of the fatherland have
valued their own ego above the life of the community.

In this place I shall not continue with an account of those events which led to
and brought about the 8th of November 1923. I shall not do so because in doing
so I see no promise for the future, and because above all it is useless to reopen
wounds that seem scarcely healed; moreover, because it is useless to speak of
guilt regarding men who in the bottom of their hearts, perhaps were all devoted
to their nation with equal love, and who only missed or failed to understand the
common road.

In view of the great common misfortune of our fatherland, I today no longer
wish to wound and thus perhaps alienate those who one day in the future will
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have to form the great united front of those who are really true Germans at heart
against the common front of the enemies of our people. For I @oi ﬁr.m.ﬁ mos\.ﬁ
day the time will come when even those who then faced us with hostility s:.z
think with veneration of those who traveled the bitter road of death for their

German people.

NOTES .
1. The treaties signed at Locarno attempted to normalize relations between Euro-

pean states and Germany in the period between the world wars. Zop..moéﬁ they .moium.am
Germany to place troops in the Rhineland. Additionally, mSD.nm signed meﬁ.ﬂmm s:.?
Poland and Czechoslovakia vowing to offer mutual assistance in any altercation with
Germany. u

2. The Dawes Plan (1924) created a strategy for the payment of Germany’s enor-
mous war reparation debts incurred from the Treaty of Versailles. The payments re-
quired by the plan were burdensome to the German maonoqﬁ.mba the plan was
replaced by the less cumbersome Young Plan in 1929. However, Hitler refused to pay

ions.

98” MMUM MM_.: is the German equivalent for the Rhineland, the land on both mE.mw of
the Rhine, or Ruhr, River in West Germany, which European states decided to demilita-
rize in the Treaty of Versailles (1919) and the Treaty of Locarno (1926) after <<n.ia Warl,
to act as a buffer zone between Germany on one side and France, Belgium, Lux-

embourg, and the Netherlands on the other.
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MALCOLM X (1925-1965)

A black militant, Muslim spokesman, and popular icon, Malcolm X grew up Malcolm
Little in Lansing, Michigan, where he saw his house burnt down by the Ku Klux Klan,
his father murdered two years later, and his mother put in a mental institution. He
was imprisoned for burglary, and while in prison, in 1946, he converted to Islam
through his contact with the Nation of Islam, a black separatist organization pro-
claiming black superiority. It was also while he was at the Norfolk Prison Colony that
he acquired what he calls his “homemade education.” He first learned words from the
dictionary, then progressed to “serious reading” of books from the Parkhurst collection
at the prison library. He recalls how outraged he was when the prison lights went out
at 10:00 p.m. each night: it “always seemed to catch [him)] right in the middle of
something engrossing.” He began to read after that time by sitting on the floor in his
room, squinting at pages in the corridor light that “cast a glow” into his room.

When Malcolm was released from prison in 1952, he went to Chicago to meet and
apprentice himself to the Nation of Islam leader, Elijah Muhammad. Malcolm be-
came an active speaker and organizer for the Nation of Islam, going on speaking tours
around the country. He founded Muhammad Speaks, the official journal for the
Nation of Islam. Finally he became the minister of Mosque Number Seven in Harlem,
New York City.

Malcolm X emerged as one of Nation of Islam’s most influential members. In
accordance with the teachings of Elijah Muhammad, he conceived of the white man as
the harbinger of evil. In his Autobiography he details the injustice of colonial oppres-
sion in India and Africa, and of China’s opium war, to point to the ravages of white
oppression. Though he began his career as an apostle of hatred against whites, Mal-
colm later diverged from the group’s separatist philosophy when he went to Mecca on a
pilgrimage and realized that everyone “snored in the same language” He subse-
quently came to believe in human equality. Opposing Elijah Muhammad’s insistence
on black supremacy, he observed how “orthodox Islam . . . had given [him] the insight
and the perspective to see that the black men and white men truly could be brothers,”
He was assassinated in 1965, yet his preachings about human equality influenced
Elijah Muhammad’s son, Wallace. Changing his name to Warith Deen, Wallace also
disavowed his father’s teachings, and after the latter’s death, he opted to lead the
Nation of Islam, now the American Muslim Community, toward mainstream Islam,
with its emphasis on human equality and brotherhood.

The following excerpt is from a speech that Malcolm X gave in Cleveland, Ohio, at
a meeting of the Congress of Racial Equality (corE), on 3 April 1964, shortly after he
had broken away from the Nation of Islam. It was included in the volume Malcolm X



