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d hn reactiol Urner o
ened  all tho Communists with death, “tiood
luck to the Conmuniste” wrote Yudenlteh in
;Ii].r'ﬁ'ﬁil{l'!hl ~ publis l'gd, “In_the Arut number of

the “Irinevaky
pe reminded of : 1
the white “democrats” of the 20th Century

fell nothing short of tho princcly cruelly of
the 16T century.

It I curlous te note that Kauteky, tho
nistorian of the proletarian revolutlon—expluine
the mnvcessity of the use of terror by tho
worklprmen's commune in the same nannur
that tho impartial bhistorions of the greatest
of lLourgeols revolutions expluln that of the
antl-fcudal terror of 1783

Lot A, Aulard speak (olitleal History of
tbe French Revolution, Srd  edition, 1'etro-

grad, 1818).

“Un to August 10th, 1792, the revolution
hod tried to organire A government on the
basic of legality and liberty. Then, when the
opposinz  forces of the past lad coanlesced,
provoking civil and general war, when it felt
[tgelf attacked In the rear and menaced in its
very cxistence, the revolutlon interrupted the
applicativn of the fundamental prioeiples of
1759 and- employed against its evemies the
represslve measures of the old reglme, since
then, always employed agalnst it

The terror consists preciecly In thls sue-
peusion of the fundamental principles of 1783,
which was consummated when the danger
reached fls zenith, when Parls fully reallzed
this danger and suffered most Iotenscly Irom
it im tbe months of August and September

193", (page 245).

“and thua the terror bad becn cu.led
forth by the necessity of the French Republic

to defend itself when fita revolutlon weas in
mortal danger, when Frooce was  suffering
from forelizn Invasion  when the Royallsts in

concert  with Girondins, inclted insurrection
after fnsurrection in the interior of Lhe country.

“Jt was then that the word ‘terror’ entered
into dally speech Indicating one of the
measures employed by the government, Sept.
oth, a depulation, composed of commigsaries
of 48 sections of Purls und of members ol the
Jacobin Club, came to declare to the conven-
wion “Legislators] conslder the werror as Lie
business &f thoe day”. At the game section,
DBarlere, speaking in the pnaume of the Commit-
tee of Public Safely, employed this phrase in
the following place in the discourse:
indicated, It scems, that 0
srepared at PParis. The loter-
cepted letters were replete  with declarations
ancot  the efforts made by the EE‘EIIL"- ol
forelgn xgovernmenis and by the aristocrach,
to create uncasiness and trouble In the blg
city, as they call It. Exuactly so. They will get
what they want; bLut this uncasiness und this
trouble will bLe orgapized and centralized bLY
the revolutionary army which will finally carry
out the great words ultered by the Freneh
Commuame: ‘It us consider the terror the
bueincss of the day’

“The relzn of terror, lo truth, attained the
civil 'righta proclajmed by the revolution. But
cortaln Llows directod ngainst individual liber-
ty, were explained by the inteneification  of
the wseverity of the lews directed ngalnst
emigrants, Jaws which beeome jndigpensable
as & result of the meetings in which arms
were furnished to our cnemles by the wajor-
ity of the cmizrapte” (page 247).

And the terror, at the tlme of the Great
ltevolution, has received Its  absolu-
tribunul of history!

“Everything
movemenl was

French
tion wefore the

The old feudal world took up arws agalpst
tke victorious resolution by allying lledf with
its vuciules o tbe juterior of tife couulry; Lhe
bourscolsle, still  revelutionary during  that
cpuch, pafegusrded it acquired rights by ap-
plying force agalukt the feudal class, Why then
should pot the victorious proleturiat of m-dn};
have the right to ewmpluy ogninst the  bour-
Evols world which ueeail it the voery means Lle
bourgeolsle availed ltgclf of during the thoo
it overtshrew foudalism?

Dut let us leave the Jost word to Kautsky
the Kauteky of former days,

Io Ll analysls of the listory of the {nsur-
rection of Muneter, Koulsky cmphaslizes acts
quite new, cxplalning the vucesnily of the anti-

bourgelos terror employed by the proletarian
revolullon:
"Rether than the speclal situation which

etigated Lloodshied, It us toke Into consldor-
utlon the churuvter of the century, which was
one of the most wuhguluary and perhaps the
Inoet sanguwnary uf all

“The  Apslaptists--lsing In roul  pouce—
hoverthiolras wure resicinuticully pursucid as "y
Uge bousls, woerv cruclly Wkriyrud. We must
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of the Russinn Itevolution, tlie attitudo
“partinl'* historfan, ho would have ruch
with the character of onr own century, W

falls nothing short of tho 16th century o re [l ware dn. force cd

gard to vruelty: for the war was an Imp

ixtle enterprign for the conquest of new murk- ®°Y

¢ts ond the cnrichment of the capitalists, and
Las cxterminated 10,000,000 men and joutilated

20,000,000,

If Kautsky had been ever so elightly ob-
jective, In his method, bhe would have renem-
bered that the Ruesian  Hevolution was born
of a Jnonstrous military catnstrophe and that
tiin elreumstance had (o effoct the character
or the cihvil war, sprung from tbhe jmperialist

WAr.

Our hietorinn would have been able to re-
member the words of one of the greatest his-
torinne of nall ages and of all peoples, who-
safd tbat “waor leads to the abuse of force'.
(Thucydide, 1Mistory of the Pelcponesian War
Book 2).

The historian Kautsky would have remein-
bered the eallousness of the Germans, the re-
sult of tha 30 y urs war, of which thie German
novelist of the 17th century, Grimmelshausen
had glven a ruegoificient description in  his
celebruted mnovel “Eimpliciug Simplicissumus’

Finally, our historlan should bave remmem-
barod the words of Marx in his "Clvil War in
Frunce”, conccruing the poldlers who  had
fired at the Donopartist generals, Lacomte and

Cleent Thomas:

“The military reforms {mplanted in them by
the school of the. encmies of the working
class, could not be completely eradicated with-
out leoviug poine traces at the thwe thev went
over to the proletarian Party®.

The Keutsky of 1595 would undoubtodly
have been astonirhed Lo find the workers and
the Jussian peasanls so gentle toward their
encmies for o long a tume; Lhis only resulted
in protractiug the civil war,

Dut let Kautsky continue , hls description
of the “red terror™ at Munster,

“A scries of fortunate ecirgumstances had
placed into the handa. of the persccuted and
outraged a fortifed coity when complete dle-
courngoement whreatened from without

“How would they art In the circumstancea?

“After the beginuing of the - slege, Lhose
of the copepirators cauyht communicating with
the external cwemy, who however had been In
perfect accord with the military laws and the
gorwl cxample of the bishop, had uot been put
to death. They were simply asked to leave the

clty. And this Is what they~call “lerror'—
what boase bhypoericy ™
Terrorist meagures of a slmilar nature

were, unfortunately, employcd at the begsinning
by the revolutionary proletarist. In the summer
of 1918, K. Arsenefl, urdent defender of ljboral
journallsm, still tovok cognizaonce of the Ifact
that “Soviet FPower had not had recourse to
terror untll that moment'

and the piltiless war
that the bourgeols world declured agalpst us
forced the workers nnd peasanls to ake UWe
path of revolutionary defense.

Only iron noccssity

But continues Kautsky: At the Um gof
Lthe slege it was peccesiury Lo establish severe
regulations, und a serics of @ exccullons took
place. But if one will see tha they were
violutions of the laws agninst Wie peace of the
city; alllance with whe eunemy, vielatous of
discipline, wltempls at desertion or of stirring
ujp trouble in the chy, It Is beyond doubt that
the death-penalty 8 nol a greajer cruclty than
war {tsclf. 1t bad been lmposed upon them,
but on every fuvorable ovcaslon they did not
EIE-E] 1o expriess thelr paciffe seutlmeuts (page

If our historlan bad clted events that o
his Judgment actually travepired i Russia,
he wonld have given an occount of only a
hundrediliy part of the objectivity which e
munifesis in his study of ey Commuape of
Mungter; that the Huasslan revolutiouists  put
Lo death traltors to the Soclulist couutry, splos
of the Enlente, all who muede altvnupls aganlost
the revolutiousry order at the thinme of one of
the most desperate strugeles, ound those who
desert the rnuks of the Ited Army. Thoe Tus:
slan Commuue hus just as much right fu timo
of a lfeand-dealh struggle (o destroy Its en-
vinles o Wthe Mupsler Communo had, And these
words of the Kouutsky of old, that “the deuth-
penulty I8 mot & preater crucity than war'',
thun ti'o war lmposed upon the Boviet Jtepublie,
and Lhat "on overy [avoruble ovecoasion, it ox-
prosgvd  poacifle sceutiments’, conform  perfoctly
with the course of the Itussian  proletariun
revolution,

Furinerly, Kuauleky comprehonded  very
wull Indecd, the differences betwoen e Jged
aud Wlhilte Lerror. '

“Terror did nwot relgn only at Munaster,
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knows that comparison (s not in favor 'of U

white terror—tlercfore ho does not® men
word of it | SRSz

Kautsky adds, that the Anaba
from Leing too cruel, seomed, on the contrary
too humaone for thelr time and the circum-
stunces In whirh they found themselves, Their
whole cruelty conslsted in not permitting them-
svives to be rlaughtered like sheep; In ‘the
eyes of every “very thoughtful” citizen to
sboot at the Apabuptislse is & very laudable
act dictated by the love of one's nelghbor; but
when tlhe latler in thelr turn permit themselves
to do some :hmtlm;., that is something which

Lecomnes dlabolical *“cruelty’

A very well know proverb from the Hot-
tentote says, "l do very well to take the wife
of my mnelghbor, but be does wrong to take
mine”.

Haviog become “very thoughtful” to-day,
Kautsky.finds excuse for the acts of the Rus
sian Communjsts, acts which he found natural

conough on fhoe part of the ploneers of Com-
munism about 400 years ago.

In epeaking of the past Kautsky seems
willing enough to exposc the bourgeols Les:
“The accusatiun of cruelty is closely linked
up with the accusation of tyranny. Munster
gecme to prove where liberty and communistic

equality lead" (page 309)
goviet Russle shows to what the roallza-

tlon of Socialism lcads to, cry the silk-stocking
Socialists of every country! e

The Kautsky of old knew, 25 years agv,
tie real worth of bourgcols Llales; now be Tre
peats them without the slightest criticlam,

Let us see what our historian replics to
the - accusations hurled at the Munster Com-
mune:

A gtate of slege has always resulted from
the abolitlon of clvil rights and of Wberty,
and of the unlimited right of the milltary
power lo dispose of the life and property of

i B

the besleged population, And it la so Lrue that

the same expresslon, “sitate of slege'’, has be-
come synonomous with the abolition of all the
righte of civil liberty. Communism has unfortun-
ately. not yet discoverced the warvelous elixir
whieh would be able to obviate thesc inevitable
conscquences of the state of slege,

“It is becuuse of thls fact that it has not
been able to prevent, even at Mungter, the state
of micge from introducing the military dictator-
gh:p. Why then not, ¢end ouce for all, aull talk
about the <riminal culpability of Communism
and of the Commupiets? (page 360).

Note how mapy things Kautsky understood
twenty-five years ago that he no longer under-

stands to-day !

It {8 bard to furnish better evidence than
he hne given, or In stronger words, tho entiro
inesituble logie of the development of the pro-
letarinn revOlutlon—it is impossible better to
refule the oscusutious of the bourgoeolsle agalnst

{‘ommunism!

Ilut what secmed ‘lear to the hlstorian
Kautsky, |8 now utterly beyond the comprenen-

sion of liautsky the politiclan.

“The Lourgeolsie atiribute to the workers
all tbe base acts which they themsclves hu:.a
never fulled to commit In the cvent of victory™.
Written fn 1874, Proederick Euogels, o hls article,
“Hukounists at Werk".

aulaky apreed to cxpose the bourgeols
lea Pl:n tlmy unit—whun it couccrtied absolving
fromn slander the mewory of surtyrs of Com-
munism-~but he repeats the lylug ulr:lu of the
swyrophonts of the bourgeoisle ut the expense of
thosn who are continnlug the work of tho Cova-
munlute of Munster towards the uoblo goal, of
thoso who ure destiued to bring about the,

trivnph of Communism,

One I8 tempted to say to him 'I;rllh 2:
Jtussinn  poet: “"Awake!  Gpe'n your eyes, s
what you wre apd whuat 300 have bocomel

And tho rovolutlonary prolatarint, o coms

paring the Kuutsky of our days, for whom re-
volutlonary  Murxban  hus o book  fastuned

with seven wewls, will justly stigmalize Ll
wonp with tho rest of the reucgados,
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