THE SOWERS OF HATE
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(SemMroFFICIAL OPPORTUNIST DAILY)

. WE must not entertain the belief
that the outbreak of hatred in Germany
at the occupation of the Ruhr was in
consequence of a spontaneous explosion
of patriotism irritated into action by
the seizure of German territory. This
was only the apparent reason. The
real, fundamental cause is quite a dif-
ferent one. The hatred between France
and Germany is in great part the
result of a fictitious and intentional
excitation, of a campaign of -hatred

started on the morrow of the Armistice. -

Hundreds of documents have been
published on this subject, but no
volume has united in one startling in-
dictment as- successfully as a book
which has been published by the dep-
uty André Fribourg under the title
which we have placed at the head of
thisarticle—a book which every neutral
‘and every Allied nation should know.
After a period of prostration during
which she ‘believed herself really van-
quished; after having believed for
some time that force was bad because
she had not proved the stronger,

Germany raised herself upon her elbow _

and began to observe and to consider
‘her victors. From this time on the
whole nation has been subject to a
gigantic psychological experiment or-
ganized in the most methodical man-
ner. The German opinion, says Mr.
Fribourg, has been cultivated exactly
as one cultivates bacilli in a laboratory.
If one may use another image, the

Germany of to-day may be compared -

to an immense bomb filled with ex-
plosives and supplied with a time-fuse.
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The situation is the same as it was
in 1870 and as it was at the end of 1914,
During these tragic historical moments
it was Bismarck and William II who -
held the match that caused the ex-.
plosion. To-day it is the great in-
dustrial magnates. The danger remains
the same, and the processes which are
being applied are very similar,

One learns with astonishment that-

"Germany has once again adopted the

mentality which obsessed her during

-the war and which expressed itself in

those . poems of hate which are still
present in our memory. To lead the

people up to this point all the forms of

propaganda have been used. In the
first place came the usual attack by
means of journalism. The independ-
ence of the press in Germany exists less
to-day than ever. Profiting by the
precarious financial situation of the
press, Hugo Stinnes purchased a num-
ber of newspapers. By 1920 he con-
trolled seventy newspapers, either great
dailies or provincial journals. He also
holds control over all the press agen-
cies, sometimes even those of the
Socialist as well as the official press.
Taken all in all, by the purchase of
printing plants, of newspapers, and of
paper mills, the Stinnes trust is sole
master of public opinion in Germany.
We have lately read the declaration of
the President of the Reichstag, the
Socialist Loebe, published in the Vos-
sische Zeitung alone. -

In the domain of the press German
audacity halts at naught. During the
last few days there were sent to certain
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French professors copies of a newspaper
printed at Berlin, Friedrichstrasse, 225,
in which, under pretense of propaganda
for international communism, a per-
fidious propaganda against all kinds
of French institutions was wmasked.
It goes without saying that this docu-
ment is printed in French.

In regard to the different manu-
factories of propaganda, they are

legion, and their methods of work are -

well known. To cite a single example,
one of them, Der Volksbund rettet die
Ehre, in a dispatch from Bremen pub-
lished in February 1922, emitted a cry
of joyful satisfaction at the results
obtained by its methods. It dis-
tributed 750,000 copies of a pamphlet
entitled Die grosse Liige (The Great
Lie), which of course relates to German
culpability during the war. This
pamphlet was translated into nine
languages and so widely disseminated
that it has been found even in small
villages of Mexico. It furnishes to the
editors of German newspapers data
destined, so they say, for the rehabilita-
tion of the truth. Here are some of the
titles and data: ‘German prisoners of
war executed in France’; ‘ An impudent
falsehood of Poincaré’; ‘General De-
goutte acknowledges the Black Shame’;
‘Thirty German soldiers cruelly as-
sassinated at Périgueux.’

Even to-day, really more than ever,
and in spite of the British and Ameri-
can investigations, the old legend of
what is labeled the ‘Black Shame’
is still disseminated, and the dispatch
that we mentioned above remarks:
‘The Bund created the term “Black
Shame,” which is now used by every-
body, even those ignorant of its origin.
It has pinned on the breast of our old
hereditary enemy something more
durable than the cross of the Legion
of Honor.’

The German Government pretends
that much of this activity is not under
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its control, but this cannot be the case
so far as the propaganda carried on at
expositions, by moving pictures, and
especially in the schools is concerned.
The pictures in the cinemas surpass in
horror anything the imagination can
conceive. On the very pretext of
protecting the modesty of German
womanhood, the most disgusting scenes
are depicted.

Note what even a German review,
Das Tagebuch, says on the subject of
these pictures: ‘The horrors of this
film are systematized. The blacks who
appear here are directed by the stage-
manager. Women have more cause to
blush at the shamelessness of the
cinema manager than at that of the
Senegalese soldiers. The spectators are
victims of a degenerate curiosity, half
patriotic, half sensual. Let us hope that
the emotion is entirely patriotic and
moral, so far as the ladies are con-
cerned.” We hardly dare to continue
the quotation. But what care the
organizers of these spectacles about
morality if only the effect of increased
hatred is attained, which is undeniable?
Remember that there are to-day in
the German Empire 8850 moving-
picture theatres with some 1,304,600
seats, and an average of two million
persons attend the performances daily.

But it is in connection with the
instruction given in the public schools
that the responsibility of the German
Government is plainest. In this field
it has openly furnished the clearest
directions, an example of which may
be seen in the significant words of a
speech by Dr. Boelitz, Prussian Min-
ister of Public Instruction: ‘We de-
mand that history shall be taught in
our schools, and especially that of
glorious Prussia and Brandenburg.
We are not ashaméd either of Prussian
militarism or. bureaucracy.’

All German schools-are furnished
with a pamphlet entitled Versailles, a,
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commentary for the German people on
the ‘peace of violence,” in the form of
question and answer, like the Cate-
chism. Pupils are conducted through
a quasi-ambulatory course illustrated
by a mass of pictures, engravings, and
diagrams showing the consequences of
the Treaty of Versailles to Germany.
One picture represents the Empire as a
slave loaded with chains. Is it neces-
sary to state that the statistics given
are incorrect? This is so evident that
Vorwirts itself had to demur, remark-
ing: ‘We protest against the continued
scandalous distribution of the tract
called Germany and the Treaty of Peace,
which pupils in schools are expected to
study in school hours that should be
devoted to regular instruction. The
figures of the statistics given in this

pamphlet have been juggled in a very .

_unfair manner, The League of Nations
is represented as a band of brigands,
and the addresses in the tract amount
to a direct incitation to a new war.’

In all the schools may be found
histories such as A4 German History for
Schools, which declares, on page 230,
that France is responsible for the war,
and that French airplanes bombarded
German railways before the declaration
of war. And this in spite of the fact
that the German ambassador at Paris
himself asserted the falsity of this
charge.. The German school authori-
ties know well that a lie, if repeated
often enough, becomes the truth in the
brain of a child.

Nearly all such manuals are full of
this spirit. In a reader for the third
grade by Lirman (Fourteenth edition,
1921), used in all the nonclassical
schools, we find imaginative passages
like the following: —

1870

I hear a rushing and roaring out of the

past; the voice of a lost grandeur, and I

listen spellbound. Half a century has
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passed since then. In the Vosges, crowned
with forests, the German eagle spreads
his wings, for our old Rhine -has once more
become a German stream. How everything
is changed!

The Gallic hordes sully the sacred soil of
Germany. They have not vanquished us
in knightly battle; we have been treacher-
ously disarmed by these foreign scoundrels.
The Cathedral of Strassburg no longer
belongs to the Germans, and the rascals of
Frenchmen water their horses in ‘the
German stream. But what has been taken
from us, what we have suffered, is of little
import. Days will come like those of old .
when our glorious fathers, filled with noble
courage, proudly bore the German stand-
ards into Paris' itself, where they decked -
the monuments and walls with garlands and

“banners, and tore to shreds the tricolor of

France!
WHAT _WE LOST

We must engrave upon our hearts as
upon marble these words: ‘That which we
have lost is not lost.-for all time, for the
soil is sacred over which the sweet and
poetic German tongue has vibrated for
thousands of years. Behold the forests that
rise majestically to the blue sky of the
Vosges; behold the fertile plains of Schles-
wig bounded by Konigsau; behold the
beautiful country of the Saar which bears
in its womb the precious coal; behold the
mole of Danzig lapped by the waters of the
Vistula!

‘Awake! Shake off thy shame and think
of the day of vengeance! Let not the fire
die out whose flames shall mount to heaven.
Thou and thine heirs have a sacred duty to
fulfill. Engrave these words in the heart of
thy son: “That which we have lost must
return to us again!’”’

If more is needed, we may turn to
another widely used school-manual by
Ernst Niederhausen, whom his pub-
lisher characterizes as one of the
best-known authorities in the field of
education; and note the manner in
which German school children learn
the story of the destruction of Louvain.
Under the title, ‘The Punishment of
Louvain,” Niederhausen says: —




THE SOWERS OF HATE

Germany, attacked by France, England,
and Russia, was obliged, in order to defend
herself, to march through Belgium. She
offered Belgium the incomparable ad-
vantages of her culture. But the Belgians
acted toward the German soldiers in the
most cruel and despicable manner. Cower-
ing in ditches and hidden behind the trunks
of trees, they shot down our soldiers
without mercy. Omne of our unfortunate
soldiers, overcome by fatigue, fell asleep in
a Belgian house and was stabbed to death
by the natives, either peasants or towns-
people. Our wounded were mutilated or
done to death with a refinement of cruelty
unheard of. Influential men of this accursed
country arranged ambuscades everywhere.
After nightfall shots could be heard —
more massacres! To escape the dagger and
the revolver, our men were obliged to take
the houses of the town by assault, one by
one.

In all the streets of Louvain, houses
where these scoundrels lived were given to
the flames. The heavens, illuminated with
the red light, announced to the universe
how our brave soldiers, fighting for their
assaulted Fatherland in an enemy country,
were obliged to defend themselves by night
against a horde of assassins. . . .

One is horrified at the thought of
what terrible results must follow in the
train of such a campaign of systematic
mind-poisoning among a people quite
destitute of the critical faculty.

What shall be done to combat such
a campaign? Trust to the innate value
of honesty and decency? Or say to
these people what General Bonaparte
said of the Republie in its heroic days?
‘The French Republic is like the sun:
it blinds him who does not see it!’
But the sun itself can be obscured by
the fogs of continued and persistent
calumny. And if one does not admit
the truth of Bonaparte’s mot, let him
recall the couplet of Beaumarchais’s
Basile: ‘Calumny, sir — you do not
know how you underrate it!’

As a matter of fact it becomes more
and more apparent that the best way
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to fight the systematic military-like
tactics of German propaganda is to
oppose it with a series of counter-
offenses of French facts, edited and
disseminated through a well-organized
bureau.

The statements of our government
officials, logical, clear, and concise as
they are, are not sufficient, for the
reason that may easily be called one-
sided. Have we in France this practical
organization for the spread of propa-
ganda, and, if not, can it be regarded
as a national necessity? One may
doubt it. In the Ministry of Foreign -
Affairs and in some of the others there
are subdivisions that might have some
claim to this title, but they would
appear to be literary and philosophical
rather than practical. The fancy of
the international crowd is certainly
not caught by polite arguments of
this character. .

It is not divulging a secret to say
that the subcommittee of the Foreign
Affairs Committee of the Senate,
which has this question in hand, has
proposed certain measures to be taken
in regard to the matter — such, for
example, as the necessity for the
Government to have at its own im-
mediate disposition a news agency like
that of Reuter, which will enable it,
without waiting for the usual declara-
tion in the Chamber, to make known
its opinions and to correct misstate-
ments; and also the necessity for some
system of wireless telegraphy at the
Government’s own command, in order
to offset the messages from Nauen that
cross the Atlantic in waves of perfidy.

But, it may be asked, is there not
some supreme authority or tribunal
to which questions of this kind may be
taken? We refer to the League of
Nations. Its Council has just finished
its sessions in Paris, in the course of
which it examined once more the
subject of disarmament, now in the
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hands of a special League Committee
at Geneva. But just at this point one
cannot forget the conclusion to which
the last assembly of the League at
Geneva came, after a flood of eloquence
— namely, that no material disarma-
ment is possible without having been
preceded by a moral disarmament.
How can this be brought about, how-
ever, if certain nations continue to put
in practice an intensive campaign of
hatred?

‘If hate always follows hate,” says
the Japanese proverb, ‘hate will be
eternal.’ '

Undoubtedly the League of Nations
must carefully avoid any appearance
of posing as a super-parliament in
matters which touch the basic liberties
of peoples most closely, a charge al-
ready brought against it. Undoubt-
edly it can never attempt to control in
any manner the press of any individual
nation; but could it not, in regard to
the disarmament question, propose,
for adoption by the nations, the hold-
ing of inquiries into certain questions
and the ascertaining of authoritative

statistics concerning them? And could -

not the same thing be done in regard
to moral disarmament? Does not,
for example, the responsibility for
what is taught in German schools rest
upon the German Government?

On this point France has nothing to
fear. We are quite willing to submit
our history manuals for examination,
for it will be found that, if anything,
they are more filled with the spirit of
humanity than with patriotism itself.

From the legal point of view there
can be no valid objection to this plan,
if only because it would be but a
corollary to the question of disarma-
ment, and also because it is provided
by Articles 8 and 4 of the Covenant
of the League of Nations that every
question relating to the activities of

THE LIVING AGE

the League or affecting the peace of the
world may be dealt with by the Council
of the League, and that every nation
not represented in the Council itsell
possesses the right to be represented
whenever a question comes up which
particularly affects it.

~ Who will deny that this question of
a campaign of hatred affects the peace
of the world to a supreme degree?

M. André Fribourg closes his book
with the following consideration: ‘ What
tends to make us despair of humanity
is to contemplate the dreadful ravages
that this infernal Pan-German effort
has made, and is still making, among
the young people of Germany.” The
German Government leaders have
understood how to provide themselves
with an inflammable, hot-headed pub-
lic opinion, capable of being roused in
a moment to the point of maximum
excitement, so as to be used against
the enemies of the Government,
whether domestic or foreign.

This consideration was the subject
of a very serious statement in the
British House of Commons itself:
‘One of the réal dangers that menace
Europe is the fact that the youth of
Germany may be educated and may
grow up with ideas of revenge. One of
the dangers, I say, is that German
youth may be educated and may grow
up imbued with the hope of recovering
the old possessions of Germany, with
the idea of punishing the victor for the
defeats inflicted upon the Empire,

-with the idea of satisfying in a general

way Germany’s national pride. Yes,
gentlemen, this is one of the greatest
dangers of the future.’

This was the prophecy of Mr. Lloyd
George no longer ago than on the
seventh of February, 1922. It is the
duty of the whole world to do every-
thing in its power to prove him a false
prophet.
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From Frankfurter Zeitung, Maroh 3
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¢ “Tue Rhine is the natural bound-
ary of France,” declared Sully in the
year 1600 and again in 1610. “The
Rhine is the natural boundary of
France,” asserted Richelieu in the
years 1625 and 1635. “The Rhine is
the natural boundary of France,”
stated Count d’Avaux in 1640 at
Miinster, on the sacred spot where
Hermann the Cheruscan once ad-
dressed the Romans to quite different
effect. “The Rhine is the natural
boundary of France,” was the burden
of the speeches of Louvois and Colbert
in the Council of Louis XIV, and re-
_peated in verse in the antichambers by
the poets Boileau and Racine. “The
Rhine is the natural boundary of
France,”” shricked the monster on the
Seine from 1790 to 1800.°

These words Ernst Moritz Arndt
placed at the beginning of that famous
work, The Rhine, the German Stream
but Not the German Frontier, a title
which speedily became the political
creed of a whole people.

Very seldom has it been possible to
draw so clear a historical line through
the centuries as in the case of the
continental policy of France, the latest
expression of which we see to-day on
the Rhine and in the Ruhr. The mo-
tive force that was at work a hundred,
three hundred, yes, four hundred years
ago, is still alive in France. New forces,
especially of an economic nature, may
have arisen, and the old ideas often
remain buried more or less in the
people’s subconsciousness; but there
are enough Frenchmen who openly

confess to being advocates of the
‘School of the Peace of Westphalia.’

A desire for annexations is always
denied by the French. As a matter of
fact, French leaders have never re-
garded as anobject of prime importance
the annexation of German soil or of
people of German blood, laying stress
rather on the importance of strengthen-
ing their position in Europe, in which
effort they would be greatly assisted by
the possession of the left bank of the
Rhine. Political strength, hegemony —
that has been the object of France’s

. foreign policy ever since the consolida-~

tion of the French tribes into a nation.
This was the policy to be served by the
shibboleth of the ‘Rhine frontier,” as
well as the traditional encouragement
of decentralizing tendencies in Ger-
many, the small-state ‘liberties,” the
libertés germaniques, of particularism
and federalism, of every element in
fact that tended to weaken the central
power and the real federalization of
Germany.

When, some eighty years ago, the
Rhine question brought the two peo-
ples to such a state of excitement, re-
sulting incidentally in Becker’s famous
‘Wacht am Rhein,” there were many
voices raised on the French side, among
them that of the Socialist Louis Blanc,
who said: ‘The question of the Rhine
for France is not one of extending her
territory, but one of national defense.’

As to-day, so in those days doubtless
such words rang with a semblance of
plausibility in the ears of many peace-
loving Frenchmen. But from the
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