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N^W MASSES FOR OCTOBER 11, 1938 

After Munich 
No Defeatism! Rally the Peace Forces! 

R . P A I . M E B U T T 

London (By Cable). 

THE urgency of the present hour re
quires immediate and active response 
from all the democratic peace forces, 

especially in Britain, France, and the United 
States. T h e fury and loathing with which 
every honorable man and woman must regard 
the black betrayal by Chamberlain, Halifax, 
Daladier, and Bonnet, who have not only 
sacrificed the brave Czech people to the Nazi 
bandits but have thereby deliberately, in the 
vain hope of saving their rotting regime, torn 
down the dykes of peace and opened the gates 
to the full flood of fascist domination and war 
over Europe for the destruction of their peo
ples—this fury and loathing must not for a 
moment blind us. I t must on the contrary 
redouble and steel our energy and determina
tion for the urgent practical tasks that now 
arise in consequence of this betrayal. 

Nothing is to be gained by concealing the 
realities we have now to face. The alliance 
of Chamberlain and his tool, Daladier, with 
Hitler and Mussolini has dealt a heavy blow 
to peace and democracy in Europe. They have 
succeeded in making a breach in the defenses 
of the peace front: they have isolated France 
from its allies and reduced it to the status of 
a second-class power: they have presented 
Hitler with the strategic and economic domi
nation of all Central and Southeastern 
Europe: they have frightened away every 
smaller state from the side of the Western 
democracies, whose "friendship" has been 
proved in the hour of trial more deadly than 
the open enmity of fascism: and they now 
seek to clamp down Europe under a fascist 
directory. 

Neither should it be forgotten that the 
temporary success of this criminal pro-fascist 
policy, completely contrary to the democratic 
anti-fascist feelings of the British and French 
peoples, has only been made possible by the 
collapse at the critical moment of those vacil
lating labor, Socialist, and democratic ele
ments who let themselves be carried away by 
the lying "war danger" propaganda of Cham
berlain and his Nazi allies, the lie that the 
firm maintenance of the peace front would 
lead to the certainty of war, and therefore 

fell into support of Chamberlain as the 
"savior of peace." 

But the present situation is too serious for 
divisions over the past. T h e eyes of those who 
were blinded are now being opened. T h e real 
menace consequent on the betrayal is becom
ing visible to all. I t is essential for all to 
unite and to throw aside all weakness and 
hesitation in order to defeat this menace. 
Fascism is a ruthless and rapid enemy. I t will 
seek to take advantage of the temporary dis
array into which the peace forces have been 
thrown by this betrayal in order to strike new 
blows. T h e first of these blows is now being 
directed at Spanish democracy. This is the 
purpose of the proposed Anglo-Italian and 
Franco-1 tali an conversations. 

Spanish democracy is unconquered, is 
stronger than ever on the basis of the internal 
position in Spain. If only we can hold ofif this 
new blow being planned from outside, if only 
we can now win for loyalist Spain the mate
rial aid to which it has full right from British 
and French democracy. By aid to Spain we 
can save the French and British peoples. W e 
can deliver the first check to the fascist four-
power directory. W e can counter the blow 

of Munich. This is the center of the fight. 
Wha t of the further outlook of the. inter

national situation? This depends immediately 
on the answer to three questions: W h a t is 
the prospect of the Four Power Pact ? Where 
will Hitler's drive turn next? W h a t is the 
future now for the peace front? T h e answer 
to all these questions is governed above all 
by the political situation in Britain and 
France. The continuous dream of British 
policy, of the Four Power Pact, appears on 
the surface realized. But in the real relations 
of power it is a very different Four Power 
Pact from that of which Britain dreamt. T h e 
British aim of the Four Power Pact has been 
the aim of the consolidation of European 
reaction, with the power of France and Ger
many balanced under British hegemony and 
with the point turned against the Soviet 
Union and eventually against the United 
States. But France has been reduced to ex
treme weakness and inferiority by British 
policy. Britain is in consequence isolated and 
in a weak position before the Berlin-Rome 
axis; and the effective leadership is, as a re
sult, in the hands of Hitler. 

Chamberlain may dream that Hitler will 
turn the power which British capitulation has 
surrendered into his hands against the Soviet 
Union and spare Britain. Such an attempt is 
not excluded, but it is by no means the great
est likelihood that Hitler should necessarily 
direct his attack first against the strongest 
state in the world, the one state which had 
stood firm and not trembled before fascism. 
There are three other directions to which 
Hitler may first turn his attack. 

His first and most obvious line of advance 
is to follow up the reduction of Czecho
slovakia by pressing forward his domination 
in Central, Eastern, and Southeastern Europe 
up to the borders of the Soviet Union and the 
Black Sea; to follow up the Drang Nach 
Osten into the Balkans, leading towards the 
Near and Middle East, Irak, and the old 
region of conflict with Britain. 

T h e second line of attack is against France, 
whose annihilation still remains the aim set 
out in Mein Kampf. British reaction's hos-
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tility to the people's front is unconcealed; and 
the Anglo-German Pact to the exclusion of 
France is the first sign of the isolation of 
France. Here the attack may in the first place 
follow the Spanish model and develop initially 
as the assault of French reaction in the ser
vice of Hitler against French democracy, with 
the aim to turn France into a vassal fascist 
state tied to Hitler. 

T h e third line of attack now coming more 
and more into the open behind all the guise 
of present "friendship" is the deep and basic 

/conflict with Britain for the possession of the 
j spoils of the empire. Hitler 's demand to 

Chamberlain for colonies is the direct warn
ing of this future offensive. As this offensive 
comes more and more openly into view, the 
disquiet and division grows in the ranks of 
the conservatives. Alongside the anger of the 
popular forces against Chamberlain rises also 
the anger within the conservative ranks, seen 
in the resignation of Duff Cooper and the 
debate in Parliament. 

.Chamberlain's laurel crown of victory is 
already withering on his brow and will yet 
turn into his crown of thorns. Everything 
now depends on the political struggle of the 
popular forces in France and Britain, W e 
have still an overwhelming superiority of the 
forces in the world that can save peace. H 
we can realize unity, if the popular forces can 
win in Britain and France, we can then win 
the cooperation of the United States together 
with the Soviet Union for peace. Such an 
Anglo - French - American - Soviet combination 
for peace, together with a revived and 
strengthened League of Nations, would rally 
the smaller states in Europe which still fear 
domination by Hitler, especially Yugoslavia, 
Rumania, Poland,; and the Scandinavian 
states, and could still save peace and prevent 
world war. T o this aim all our efforts need 
now to be directed against the reactionary 
Four Power Pact of fascist domination. 

W e call for a real international confer
ence, including the United States and the 
Soviet Union, for the organization of col
lective security on a world basis, for peace. 
T h e realization of this depends on the defeat 
of Chamberlain and the pro-fascist forces in 
Britain and France; All divisions and weak
ness must now be cast aside. W e must drive 
out the traitors who have brought the British 
and French peoples to the extremity of 
danger. 

Unity of the democratic and peace forces 
can still achieve this, for the defense and 
victory of Spanish democracy, for the defeat 
of Chamberlain, Hitler's ally, and the victory 
of the democratic peace front in Britain and 
France, which can stem the advance of fas
cism, for a world conference of Britain, 
France, the Soviet Union, and the United 
States together with the smaller states to or
ganize the collective maintenance of peace 
against aggression. T h e existence and future 

1 of democracy in France, in Britain, and in 
Europe and the peace of the world are at 
stake. 

America in tlie Crisis 
Isolation Cripples Our Effectiveness for Peace 

A N E D I T O R I A L 

THE conflict over Czechoslovakia 
brought the United States into the 
arena of European affairs with a di

rectness and determination never displayed 
since the last war. 

Both of President Roosevelt's messages re
ceived unanimous applause from the most 
diverse circles. T h e pretense that this coun
try could stay out of a major European war 
was dropped, for the time being, even by the 
most rabid isolationists. Last week, when war 
seemed actually upon us, there was no sig
nificant disagreement with President Roose
velt's efforts to do something in a concrete 
and public way in the emergency. I t was 
realized that the United States would be 
dragged into any such war and, in our own 
interests, it was necessary to take some action. 

Nevertheless, the results were exactly the 
opposite of what was intended. Prime Minis
ter Chamberlain seized upon M r . Roosevelt's 
second message as additional camouflage in 
the staging of the Munich betrayal. Later, 
before Parliament, Chamberlain emphasized 
his great debt to M r . Roosevelt, implying that 
the United States had to take part of the 
responsibility—credit, he would say—for that 
meeting. 

There was a big difference between the 
Munich, affair and the President's proposal. 
Instead of a general conference of all the in
terested powers, which would include Czecho
slovakia and the Soviet Union, as M r . Roose
velt urged, only the four chief conspirators 
met in Munich. Instead of a neutral city, 
the original home of the Nazi movement was 
chosen. Certainly the outcome of the Munich 
meeting would have been very different had 
M r . Roosevelt's proposals prevailed. 

I t is sheer duplicity for opponents of col
lective security to maintain that the Munich 
meeting or the perversion of M r . Roosevelt's 
messages signifies the end of collective security. 
Even less does it mean any "refutation" of 
collective security. 

Had collective security prevailed during 
the Czechoslovak crisis, France would have 
kept its pledge and every democratic power 
would have backed it up. There would have 
been nothing secret about it. Exactly the con
trary happened. Chamberlain and Daladier 
came to an agreement with Hitler in violation 
of pledges and with the complete renuncia
tion of democratic principles. This deal had 
nothing in common with collective security. 

But there is another sense in which collec
tive security is said to have been made im
possible. How is it possible to cooperate with 

France and Britain as long as Chamberlain 
and Daladier get away with such betrayals? 
it is asked. T h e answer is: I t is not possible. 
But the fight for collective security is not 
aimed exclusively against Hitler. In France 
and Britain, the main enemies of collective 
security are the Chamberlains and Daladiers. 
T o oppose their betrayals is necessarily to de
fend the opposite principles of standing to
gether against the aggressors. 

I t is "nonsense to assume that the diplomacy 
of Chamberlain and Daladier is the basis of 
collective security. T h e real motive force must 
come from the people, trade unions, progres
sive political parties, youth organizations, and 
the like. I t requires continuous vigilance and 
continuous action against the allies of the 
aggressors at home. T h e actions of Chamber
lains and Daladiers may make collective se
curity more difficult but only by making the 
continuation of peace itself more difficult. T h e 
Munich meeting did not "refute" the possi
bility of peace; it betrayed the interests of 
peace. Neither did it "refute" collective se
curity; it made collective security more diffi
cult but even more necessary. 

The experience of the past week proved 
that it is useless to broadcast laudable hopes 
and aspirations in the expectation that they 
will realize themselves. Quite the contrary 
happened. Our hopes and aspirations were 
seized upon by a corrupt and desperate clique 
of diplomatic plunderers and converted to 
their own ends. This must have made M r . 
Roosevelt uncomfortable, as a perversion of 
his own intentions, but it did not have the 
slightest effect in Munich. 

Indeed, we now confront another such 
episode. The Munich conference may meet 
again, this time as a Four Power Conference, 
to complete the betrayal of Czechoslovakian 
democracy by betraying all democracy on a 
larger scale. I t will be necessary for them 
again to camouflage the affair in the language 
of peace and European friendship. 

Under-Secretary of State Sumner Welles' 
speech on October 3 implicitly supported the 
calling of a general conference at which "re
maining problems" could be solved. I t would 
not surprise us if M r , Chamberlain should 
take the text of this speech and convert it 
also to his own ends. Instead of a real inter
national conference, including all the powers, 
the British tories will simply limit it to four, 
thereby changing its entire character. A con
ference of four under the present circum
stances would amount to a back-room plot to 
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