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NOTE ON THE AUTHOR

Marcus Graham’s name is well known to the militant working-
class movement in the United States and Canada, but he may need
some introduction to English readers. During the last war he spoke
at many meetings against conscription and the war in Montreal, and
later edited an underground anarchist paper in Toronto. Leaving
Canada for the United States, he became editor of another anarchist
paper. During the years which followed the war, he worked in
London, Canada and the United States once more. As editor of
the Anarchist paper Free Society, he was arrested; and on February
21st, 1929, was subjected to the Third Degree. After being held for
six months on Ellis Island, however, he was released and bail was
returned. In 1929 he published an Anthology of Revolutionary
Poetry, the most thoroughgoing work of its kind yet issued. In sub-
sequent years, he is chiefly known as editor of the Los Angeles paper
Man. With the outbreak of the present war, the American ruling
class renewed their attack on Marcus Graham, and Manr was sup-
pressed in 1940. His pamphlet, The Issues of the Present War,
originally written as a reply to a pro-war anarchist, constitutes a
profound attack on the whole tissue of pretensions whereby the
imperialist groups seek to justify the second world war within a

generation.
EDITORS.
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PUBLISHER'S NOTE

DURING THE WAR of 1914-1918 Rudolf Rocker adopted an un-
compromisingly anti-war position. He wrote vigorously against those
among the socialists, and even among the anarchists, who had deserted
international working-class solidarity in favour of support for one
or other of the imperialist groups. Between the two wars he played
a prominent part in the Anarchist Syndicalist movement. All the
more reason for regret that, in the present war, he has taken up the
posrtlon he so effectively attacked in the last. The present pamphlet
was written as a refutation of the arguments Rocker put forward in
the New York Freie Arbeiter Stimme. Marcus Graham answers
Rocker point by point and completely demolishes his defence—for
Rocker is really seeking to defend an untenable position. His article
is printed in Appendix I.

This pamphlet was written in the early spring of 1942—a few
months after America and ]apan had entered the war. A few of
its chapters were published in the London Anarchist paper War
Commentary at the time, but several factors have since delayed its
pubhcatlon in full. Nevertheless, its appearance at the present
moment is especially timely, for the events of the past two years have
served  to amplify and confirm Marcus Graham’s argument. One
might cite as outstanding examples the collaboration with Darlan
and the support afforded to Badoglio. Marcus Graham’s arguments
derive greater force, moreover, from the fact that they are drawn,
not from opposition or anti-war sources, but from the capitalist press
and the capitalist politicians’ speeches.

The Anarchist movement in this country upholds and proclaims
the international solidarity of the working class; the struggle of the
workers of all lands against the ruling class which exploits and
oppresses them. In Appendix II is printed the Manifesto of the
Anarchist Federation on War. We invite the adherence of the
Anarchist movements in other countries to the principles it maintains.

London, April, 1944.

Commentary, now in 1ts fourth year.

“That the present war . . . cannot be measured by
the standards of military conflicts of the past, is beginning
to be realised even by those who believe that historical
facts can be denied through aged theories.”—RUDOLF
ROCKER.

Thus begins Rocker’s dictum artlcle “The Order of the Hour.” In the
first. place he declares that anarchist “theories” are aged and therefore no
longer valid, and secondly he charges some members of our movement with
using aged theories” in order to deny “historical facts”. He winds up by
saying that even the latter are beginning to ‘“‘realise” this.

Rocker does not offer a single proof of his assertion that all members
of the anarchist movement are now taking the same position as himself.

In Great Britain the anarchist movement publishes the periodical War
It is unalterably opposed to the present
war because of these “aged theories’ that Rocker has discarded. In the
United States there was the periodical Man! which was forced to suspend
publication in May, 1940—because it was uncompromisingly opposed to the
attempt of the “democratic’” Government to drag that country into the war.
In the same country are the organs of the Italian and Spanish anarchists
who have also remained true to their principles in their attitude to the war.

- In the Argentine the Spanish and Jewish organs of our movement are deing

likewise. Anarchist papers in all countries where they exist, and in whatever
language they appear, have also remained true to their ideas.

There are some exceptions. There is the organ of the Jewish anarchists
in the United States, in whose pages Rocker’s article originally appeared,
which takes the same attitude as he, and G. Maximov, editor of the Russian
anarchist paper in the U.S., has adopted a similar position.

Rocker’s sweeping statement, quoted above, is then, to say the least, a
mis-statement of the factual situation.

In order to see whether the anarchist approach to past wars is also
applicable to the present one, we shall now proceed to examine its causes.
And in order to back up our assertion that this position has remained as sound
as it ever was, we shall not make use of any statement or studies from the
press of our movement, or from the books of our theoreticians. Instead we
shall use the most recent statements available, all by those who are espousing
the Allied cause.

ECONOMICS IN THIS WAR

What are the principal causes of the war? The rich man’s nragazine
Fortune, published in the U.S., answers this question in its issue of January,

1942, in an article by a promment attorney and in an editorial articlé. We"“

quote first from the article of ‘the attorney, John Foster Dulles:

“The outbreak of the second 'world war was preceded by trade st:angulatxon
without precedent in the time of peace. No one can doubt that this was a contribut-
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ing cause of.th_e war. It is demor_lstrable that trade controls relate directly to peace
. . . There is in Japan a population of 75 millions occupying an area smaller than
California. Japan is almost barren of natural resources . it must have large

exports. Otherwisq they cannot pay for their needed importé. Without such means
of payment Japan is in effect blockaded.’

Now we quote from the editorial, Europe:

““Germany’s economic problem . . was to secure through war the European
production she could not get through free trade . . . If she is left in unchallenged
possession of the Continent . . . she will make all of it a German colonial empire, a
supplier of foodstuffs and raw materials and a consumer of German manufactures . . .

The ultimate objective of the New Order . . . is the capture of industrial machinery
and services of Europe.”’

And a United States Senator, Edwin C. Johnson, speaking before a conven-
tion of the International Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Engineers
at Denver, Col. on July 7th, 1941, said, in part:

““The challenge which the despised Nazis have forced upon us, luckily largely
due to the fortunes of geography, is not military—it is industrial . . . The extraordinary
efficiency of the Nazis has staggered the imagination of the world . . . Those who can
have no faith that we, as firemen, can become equally efficient are demanding that
our competitors be crushed now with our military might . . Isn’t it just a little

illogical to think that we can crush them with military might, but cannot compete
with them in commerce?’’

BALANCE OF POWER IN THE PRESENT WAR

Imperialism, that is the rule and exploitation by one country of others,
plays one of the most important parts in the causes of the war. Just how
closely both the democratic and fascist countries are involved in playing the
imperialist game is made clear in an article which appeared in the daily news-
paper Christian Science Monitor on December 11th, 1941. The writer,
Argus, headed the article with the significant title: Fapan Shakes World

Power; Policy of Britain and the United States at stake. In it he said:
““This policy, though it has had different names at different times, has always been
some form of balance of power . . . Britain has not always tried for the same balance.
When Russia, by the treaty of San Stefano in 1878, threatened to increase its hold
on the Balkans, bringing it close to Constantinople, Britain joined Germany in blocking
the move. When Germany began warring over the Berlin to Bagdad Railway in 1914,
Britain joined with Russia to block the move. Despite reshufflings, however, the
principle of the balance remained . . . Ever since Lord Salisbury in 1902 dignified
the oriental island kingdom with a treaty virtually guaranteeing it a free hand in the
Far East, British imperialists have looked upon the Japanese not only to safeguard
their Far Eastern possessions, but more especially to preserve the general balance by
serving as a check on Russia who, whether friendly or otherwise, whether Czarist or
Stalinist, was so huge and so eager for a warm port around the East Mediterranean.
To-day Russia is the ally: Japan is the enemy, with Tokio’s policy expanding far
beyond its early role of obliging a zealous collaborator . . . If Japan were to develop
ambitions, however, they were not likely to be held in check either by the British or
by the French, who also needed Japan’s co-operation for maintaining the security of
their empire in Indo-China . . . The British treaty . . . virtually guaranteed Japan
freedom from British interference in any adventure against China or Russia . . . SO
Japan, with Britain’s blessing walked into China and out of the League (of Nations)
. . But Japan intimated that it considered Britain’s star in the Pacific to be on the
decline, and in 1936 signed the anti-Comintern Pact with Hitler, soon setting out upon
the full invasion of China . . . As recently as July, 1940, the present Churchill Govern-
ment ‘made a further attempt at appeasement by closing the Burma Road to Chinese
supplies . . . It was this process that first opened the way for an aggressive palicy,
not only in Japan, but also Fascist Italy and Nazi Ger'm.any. In each case the needs
of balancing up have caused imperialists to overlook initial lawless moves that have
led to the appalling conditions that now face the world.”’

Could any worse or more terse indictment against the so-called “demo-
cratic’ powers be brought forward? As Argus appears to have left the
interests of the United States’ imperialists aside, we shall quote other sources
in order to complete the picture of the “democracies”.
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UNITED STATES' ROLE IN IMPERIALISM

In an article, #apan’s Dilemma, appearing in the Yale Review, winter

issue for 1942, Prof. Nathaniel Peffer writes:

““The first principle of the so-called ‘new order’ in East Asia is regional self-
sufficiency. The projected design is that of an autarchy in which all economic
activity would be rationalised with the object of military power . . . China’s place in
that design would be that of a reservoir of raw materials. And since China would
not be industrially developed the prospect of a Chinese market for American and ether

Western countries would fade.’’ ‘
How the U.S. was gradually drawn into the imperialist war as a result
of the capitalist interests aiming to retain old markets and acquire new, and
as yet undeveloped ones, is made only too clear by Upton Close in an article

“America’s Role in the Pacific”, appearing in the American Mercury of
September, 1941. He writes:

“We Americans—though anti-imperialists in temper and intention as we block the

empire-building of Hitler and Hirohito—are having an empire dumped in our laps.
It is an empire larger, richer in potentialities, than all the realms bounded in Mein
Kampf. The Empire of the Pacific . . . We are saving the Pacific basin from the
cruder sort of empire-building by others, and in doing it are setting up an American
protectorate. Americans are still largely unconscious of this, but the Japanese aie
not . . . Our expansion is not theoretical and not temporary. We are building per-
manent works from Bering Strait to the South Sea, we are lending money—in the
old days it would have been called subsidising—to imperial dependencies . . . It does
not follow that Britain is through in the Pacific . . . Protectorate is the first step of
empire. We rather than Germany or Japan or Russia or England seem likely to
emerge from this war with the making of an empire.”’

And one of the leaders of the U.S. Army in the last world war, General
Hugh S. Johnson, penned these prophetic words in his syndicated column
for November 11th, 1941:

“We don’t want war. The Japanese people don’t want war. It is hard to say
what verdict history will write of our getting into war . . . but if the writing of past
history is any guide, it won’t be very flattering. It will probably be that we did it to
destroy a rival naval power that we felt might some day menace us, and to
preserve the British Empire.”’

Although the statements of Upton Close and Hugh S. Johnson do not
stress the economic issue of markets to the same extent as Nathaniel Peffer,
it does not therefore follow that this is not one of the main causes of the
war. For imperialism is based upon the exploitation of markets by capitalist
interests. It is through governments, which serve as armed force, that the
capitalist system wages its economic and physical wars to achieve its aims.

For a much clearer picture of the U.S. role in the war and an exposure
of the imperialist game it is playing on behalf of the capitalist interests, we
shall quote from a trenchant study “Economic Defence of Latin America” by
Percy W. Bidwell, Director of Studies of the Council of Foreign -Relations.
It was published in May, 1941, by the Peace Foundation of Boston, Mass.
He writes:

““Public opinion in the U.S. was not greatly concerned about the inroads of the
Nazis in the economic and political life of South-Eastern Europe. Our trade interests
in that area were small . . . imports from that area . . . less than 29% . . . exports
were 1% . . . But Latin America was a horse of another colour. Popularly, as well
as officially, the Monroe Doctrine had been interpreted to mean that we had special

interests in that area. We regularly sold between 15 and 20% of our exports to Latin .

American purchasers The requirement that purchases should be matched by
purchases from Germany diverted buying from American suppliers* . . . In competing

with these trading methods the U.S. exporters were greatly handicapped . . . We had |

no vast rearmament programme Jike Germany’s. Unemployment held down our con-

¥This is the so-called “‘barter trade’’ that Nazi Germany had introduced into her market

dealings throughout the world, and which, in turn, made the ‘‘gold standard’’ valueless.
It is also this barter trade method that was one of the main factors in the declaration of
war upon Germany by the ‘‘democratic’’ powers of Great Britain and France.—M.G.
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