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Anotace

Cilem této prace jeiplozit uryvek z knihy The First World War od Hewaé&hana aigklad
okomentovat. Komentée sklada zeitcasti. Prvnicast je ¥novana pekladatelské analyze,
ktera sestava z analyzydtaxtovych a vnitrotextovych faktbra je orientovanaipdevsSim na
vychozi text. Druh&ast je zarfena na popis metody a typologiegladatelskych probléim
které jsou ilustrovdny na konkrétnictiegladatelskychreSenich. V z&recném oddile je
nastina typologie posui ke kterym pi piekladu doslo.
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Abstract

The aim of this thesis is to provide a translatofra section from The First World War by
Hew Strachan, and a commentary on the translaliba.commentary contains three parts.
The first part is devoted to a translation analysisich consists of an analysis of extratextual
and intratextual factors, and is mainly source-tsi¢nted. The second part concentrates on a
description of the method and typology of transkatproblems, which are supported by

concrete examples. The commentary is concludedtipyadogy of translation shifts.
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Priloha 1 — Text originalu



1. Uvod

Jako vychozi text kiekladu jsem zvolilacast kapitoly Socialism and the
International z knihy The First World War: Volume 1: To Arntal Hewa Strachana. Tato
publikace vysla v roce 2001 v nakladatelstvi Oxfdrdversity Press jako prvni dil planované
vedly k vypuknuti konfliktu —tuz z oblasti socialni, kulturni, ekonomickiédiplomatické —

a podava tak uceleny pohled na prvnitevou valku a jeji ficiny. Vedle hlediska
komplexniho nabizi Strachan také hledisko kompargtinebd na vélku nahlizi stdaw
o¢ima Némecka, Francie a Velké Britanie.

Kapitola Socialism and the Internationgdojednava o vyvoji postoje socialistické
Internacionaly, jednotlivych socialistickych stranodbofi k otazce valky a miru. Proiély
piekladu jsem si vybrala pouz&st kapitoly — zawfila jsem se na obecny Gvod do
problematiky a dale na konkrétni situaci socialismNémecku. Vynechala jsem
problematiku socialismu francouzského a britskéhaeat jsem zakatila piekladem
obecného zavu kapitoly. S timto fistupem souvisejigkteré zasahy do textu originalu, jako
napiklad vnitni vyswtlivky, kterymi bylo nutno text pro &tSi srozumitelnost opit. Stejre
tak je teba zminit, Ze kapitola, kterou jsem siikldadu zvolila, navazuje na kapitolu
piedchozi a z hlediska koheze bylo proto nutné Uvdadkeat doplnit. Text originalu se tak
nachazi na stranach 111 — 124, 133; na &ttd® je pro kontext relevantni pouze posledni

véta. O svych zasazich do textu originalu podejitpojednam v komeniak piekladu.



2. Text prekladu

Socialismus a Internacionala

Bethmann Hollweg, car a Edward Grey se ve své dpolieké predstaé valky z
casti opirali o pedpoklad, Ze &nicka tida valku nefijme. Sila socialistického hnuti byla
vskutku padnym dvodem k obavam. Po roce 1912 byla Socidémokraticka strana
Némecka (SPD) nejsi stranou \Riském sému a ve francouzskych volbach v roce 1914
ziskali socialisté tégt o tricet kiesel vice nez v roce 1910. Oproti roku 1906 pakaaenali
narist hlasi o pil milionu. Rychlost rozvoje socialismurgrstihla tempo ekonomickych a
spole&enskych zran, o které se hnuti opiralo. V roce 1910 se k#osym socialistickym
stranam hlasilo 2,4 miliongleni — v roce 1914 totéislo vzrostlo na 4,2 milionu.

Dulezitym programovym bodem socialismu byl pro mngdtwo iznived, i kdyz ne
pro vSechny, pacifismus. V roce 1889 byia prilezitosti stého vyréi Velké francouzské
revoluce zaloZzena Druha internacionala, ktegfamspojovat socialistické strany&a. Prvni
marockd krize vSak ukazala, jak malo se do rokibJaii&ilo sladit nazory jejicttlena tvéi
v tvér valce. Nmecky odborovy svaz, ktery byl francouzskou synlikiakou organizaci
Generalni konfederace prace (Conféderation GénataleTravaill — CGT) vyzvan ke
spolupraci na protivaémych demonstracich, odp@ml, Ze takovato iniciativa by netta
vzejit od odbat, ale od SPD jako od politické organizaceeckych dinika. SPD byla toho
nazoru, Ze vedeni by se¢la ujmout francouzska socialisticka strana. Ta véakisledku
toho obvinila kmecké socialisty, Zze se ¥8uji do vnitnich Wci Francie. Internacionala,
podnicena timto fiaskem, diskutovala o svém podtejalce na konferenci ve Stuttgartu v
roce 1907. Francouzsti socialisté Jean Jaurés aaEtld/aillant navrhovali, aby opgani
proti valce sahala od zasaparlamentu fes masové stavky az po revoluci. Ostatni se vSak
obavali toho, Ze stavky a revoluce, zejména v dob@rodniho ohroZzeni, mohou vyvolat
represe ze strany vliady a spiSe tak socialismuszithnez mu prosjl. Predseda &meckych
socialisti August Bebel navrhl postup, ktery byl idékonkrétni a tedy i ménprovokativni:
délnici a jejich zéstupci v parlamentu byélnbranit vypuknuti valky nejefektivSimi
dostupnymi prosedky a pokud by valkaipsto vypukla, @i by usilovat o jeji rychlé
ukonteni. Bebelova rezoluce byla sicdijgta, ale na popudfit radikalrgjSich postav

socialistického hnuti — Rosy Luxemburgove, V. Inice a J. O. Martova — k ni bytipojen



revolwni dodatek: v fipact valky neli socialisté vyuzit fileZitosti k uspiSeni zanikudtidni
vlady.

Stuttgartska rezoluce byla tedy kompromisem, dldobgm z hlediska strategie a
kratkodobym z hlediska taktiky. V Kodani v roce 09%e Vaillant, tentokrat spaies
s Britem Keirem Hardiem, pokusil dat rezoluci ko#tkéjSi podobu — jako prosdek
k odvraceni valky navrhovali tito politikové genkeiadstavku. Nmetti socialisté byli proti a
tak racji, nez aby doSlo kroztrzce, se kongres usneskama, Ze dalSi jednani o této
problematice odlozi naiiti sjezd. Ten se ¢hkonat ve Vidni v roce 1913, ale vypuknuti
prvni balkanské valky nakonetasovy plan socialigt narusSilo. Na konci roku 1912 se
v Basileji konala mimtAdné schize. SpiSe nez navrh Vaillanta a Hardieho se naefssm
kongresu projednavala obeégsi vyzva vSem pacifistickym Ziirin, wetné sttedni tidy. Na
svém zasedani v basilejské katedrdledgla Druha internacionala gypacifismus moralnim,
ba ndboZzenskym zéapalem, ktery stdle nebyl ddstatkonkrétni, ale nyni se zdal byt
efektivni. Sodasré s konferenci probihaly protivdéleé demonstrace a néatlak na viadygl m
ocividné vliv na to, Ze tyto v roce 1913 prosazovaly mirdgdeni. Kongres, ktery seé¢m
v tom roce konat, byl odloZzen naizd914, kdy se ®&o definitivné rozhodnout o tom, zda
socialisté budowii nebudouwselit valce generdlni stavkou.

Socialisté si byli ¥domi toho, Ze se vlady obavaji sily socialistickémouti —
konkrétre pacifistickych snah Internacionaly — a v roce 18&3jich tak zmocnil vSeobecny
optimismus. Fakt, Ze se hlavni evropské kritedphoziho desetileti pokla vyieSit bez
zavazrjSiho valéného konfliktu, posiloval jejich wéru v efektivitu vlastniho vlivu a
utvrzoval je v peswdceni, zastdvaném zejmén&meckymi socialisty, Zzefpdiasny poplach
by v piipact krize nendl jiny dopad, nez Ze by zdiskreditoval Internacion&®okonce i Jean
Jaurés, velky francouzsky socialista, jehoz padgm cilem byla snaha o dosazeni miru a
jenz nabadal Internacionalu k aktéysi, intervencionistické politice, se nechal strbino
vSeobecnou euforii. Yervenci 1914 tak socialisté vSude reagovali pormdéznalost tajnych
diplomatickych vynén vedla k tomu, Ze nemohli nefitdiZzet udalostem, dokud nebyli — jako
vSichni ostatni — strzeni rychlosti vyvoje udalogtolika poslednich din

29. cervence 1914 zasedal vybor Mezinarodniho socihistio byra, stalého
sekretariatu Internaciondly, v BruseluélMse zde ustanovitas a misto kongresu, ktery se
mél podle planu konat ve Vidni na podzim roku 1914vrfm tecnikem byl gedseda
rakouskych socialigtViktor Adler. Byl ve skleslé nalad Valku mezi Rakousko-Uherskem a
Srbskem vidl jako nevyhnutelnou a za &vnejdilezitéjSi ukol povazoval zachovani sve

strany a stranickych organizaci. Svym mezinarodkotagim sclil, Ze ,mySlenky na stavku
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a tak podob# jsou jenom fantazie“. Adlerovo poraZzenectvi ogew kritizoval Hugo Haase,
Bebeliv nastupce ¥ele SPD \WRi$ském sému. Haase zttazioval, Ze k zachovani miru je
potreba jednat, a jeho postoj poditiooba dalSi pitomni Nemci — Karel Kautsky, hlavni
marxisticky teoretik strany, a Rosa Luxemburgovér& zastupovala Polsko. Haase sam vSak
Zil v zajeti iluzi. Domnival se, Ze jednim z hlasimzastani miru v Evrog je nimecka vlada.
Ucastnici zasedani se nechali uchlacholit & a@vladla optimisticka nalada. Na Jaues
podret vybor usoudil, Ze bude nejlepSi, kdyz strany @livwch stati neschvali vakné
pujcky. Vybor vSak nepovazoval situaci za natolik naléu, aby bylo nutné podnikat
pati¢né kroky je&t pred jednanim samotného kongresu. Teth Iyt preloZzen na 9. srpna a
meél se konat v Pidzi. ,Bude to jako Agadir,“ poznamenal Jaures 8€rvence sirem Kk
belgickému socialistovi Vanderveldemu. ,Jednou iehgednou dole. Ale neiie to
dopadnout jinak nez déd." Téhoz dne si Jauregenl navratem do Francie jéstaselcas na
prohlidku starych viamskych miftv Musée des Beaux Arts. ¥ nato byl mrtvy. Stal se
obgti atentatnikovy kulky.

| kdyby si Internacionala byla¢doma disledka cervencové krize, nenitgod se
domnivat, Ze by byla schopna efektijjmeagovat na nebezpie pred jakym stala. Jeji pohled
na valku souvisel s jejim nahledem na imperialisnwysopredi stala depana mysSlenka, Ze
valku zpisobuje teritoridlni hrabivost vyvoland hospisi@u soutZi, a nikdo nepomyslel na
valku jako na akt sebeobrany. Wsledku toho, Ze se Internacionala zaobiradevsim
abstraktnimi pojmy a povazovala militarismus v ddgbdniru za bezprastdni nebezpg,
zatimco hrozbu valky v Evrépchapala jako vzdalenou, rozpory v jejiddach se otderg
neprojevovaly aistavaly skryty.

Revoluwni leva frakce Internacionaly vSeobecny odpor kedlesdilela. Jeji stoupenci
prohlaSovali, Ze imperialismus je posledni faziitedismu, Ze zavody ve zbrojeni vyvolané
kolonialni rivalitou je umoaiuji vykoristovani a tedy itidni wdomi clInika a Ze valka
poskytne pilezitost k nastoleniiidni revoluce. Nkteri nesmlouvavi teoretikové tvrdili, Ze
opravdovi revolucion@ by nengli usilovat o oslabeni militarismu a imperialismjejichz
potencialnim nasledkem tthe byt valka. Naopak — ¢h by je podporovat. Fnejmensim
n¢které z ¢échto myslenek ndpstavaly v rétorice internacionalismu figurovatkt-a&e se
kapitalistické spolénosti dosud usgre dailo odvracet valku, vedl émecké socialisty
véetnt Bebela, Haaseho a Kautského regwdéeni, Ze si kapitalisté @domuji, jaké
nebezpé by kapitalismu v souvislosti s valkou hrozila,padle toho Ze také zmirni své
chovani. Takové uvazovani otviralo cestwEtsSivg socialisty, jejichz smysleni bylo v rostouci

mite spiSe reformni neZ revolucidaké. K edvalénému rozmachu socialismu doslo
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piedevsim diky jeho spojeni s odborovym hnutim, jetitez byly mé teoretické a politické
a vice pragmatické a ekonomické. Nazor Rosy Luxeguwé z ledna 1913, tedy Ze se
kapitalismus hrouti, Ze imperialismus désplo posledniho stadia a Ze doze@s pro
socialistickou ofenzivu, neodrazel fegwdéeni WtSiny. Spoluprace a sdumnost

s kapitalismem v jednotlivych zemich postupovakuru ruce s oslabenim internacionalismu,
se zdiraziovanim moznosti smitho fizeni a s poZzadavkem na snizenitpabrani. | kdyby
se na kongresu Internacionaly v roce 1914 proligath Vaillanta a Hardieho,étsina by
generalni stavku jako nastroj protiv&ého odporu zamitla a vysledkem by byl jengest
hlubSi rozkol.

Pokud by Internacionala generalni stavkijafa, byl by jednim z nemalych problém
jeji komplikovany vztah k odborovému hnuti. Intesimmala byla organizaci socialistickych
stran. Ve svych patcich, kdy se Uzkostkvsnazila vylodit ze svychiad anarchisty, se
Internaciondla ve své strategii z&ita prevazri na politicka jednani a odmitala taktiku
masovych stavek. Takovytiptup sice komplikoval Zivot odborovému hnuti, akSel své
opodstattini v roz&tleni kompetenci. Ekonomické problémy pracuijfidyt si na mezinarodni
arovni vzal na starost Mezinarodni odborovy seki&taktery byl oficialé zalozen v roce
1901 a vévodily mu Svobodné&mecké odbory ¥ele s Carlem Legienem. Sekretariat byl
zangien prakticky a jeho prioritou byla podpora silnynhrodnich organizaci spiSe nez
propagace mezinarodinnosti per se. Francouzsti syndikalisté nebyltaipiistupem pilis
nadSeni — byli ve svém postoji jak vice internaélaf tak anarchisiti. Uvédomovali si
vSak, Ze ani zdrzeni se hlasovani, ani konflikt,spoluprace nepmeéje Némce, aby zranili
nazor. Podobné stanovisko jako Francie zastavalstpt® vice zemi, ale dmecké odbory
vzdy prosadily svou diky lepSi organizaci&Simu p@tu ¢lend. Vstupem Spojenych statlo
Mezinarodniho odborového sekretariatu v roce 1999esto organ zkonsolidoval. V roce
1913, kdy se Mezinarodni sekretari&jmenoval na Mezinarodni federaci a zvolil si Legie
za prezidenta, byl revalni syndikalismus v defenziva rozpor mezi &meckym a
francouzskym odborovym hnutim byl jeStarkantijSi neZ rozpor mezi dmeckym a
francouzskym socialismem. KdyZz na kongresu belgibkgdbofi v Bruselu 27.cervence
1914 pozadal generalni tajemnik CGT Léon JouhaulaQzgiena o salzku, poskytl mu
Legien neochoth pétiminutovy rozhovor nad Salkem k&vyhem odpoledne, kdy se konalo
zawrecné zasedani.

Legien byl ve svém pragmatismu realista. Bylo nutaly odborové hnuti bylo
nejprve silné na narodni Grovni, aby pgedohlo ziskat mezinarodni vliv. V roce 1914 bylo

ve Franciicleny odboti pouhych dedt procent dinika. Haase v roce 1912 upozornil na to, Ze
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ani v Némecku nebyli ¢leny odbofi délnici pracujici ve dvou pro valku Kkbvych
primyslovych od¥tvich — v Zelezrinim a zbrojnim pmmyslu. Zend s dolfe organizovanym
proletariatem, kde odbory mohly svolat efektivnhgeglni stavku, by bylaipkonana zemi,
ktera byla ze socialistického hlediska méazvinuta. Pokud by seslhici v této druhé zemi
postavili proti valce, bylo by rodici se odborov@uti potla&eno statem, ktery byl siéfsi diky
své potehs reagovat na piatek valky.

Haase proto vroce 1912 zastaval nazor, Ze kazaé med sledovat vlastni kurz.
Ukazalo se tak, Ze Internacionala neni nic vic fetferace narodnich uskupeni a Ze
s rozvojem socialismu v jednotlivych statech mygerinternacionalismu jako takového
ustupuje do pozadi. Ani samotny pacifisticky impuloce 1913 nevySel od Internacionaly —
zrodil se z francouzskoémecké spoluprace. Vzhledem k tomu, Ze se Internadonebyla
schopna dohodnout natgobu, jakcelit valce, byla tato iniciativa ponechana soctalis/m
strandm d&chto dvou zemi, zejména FrancierefloZze se socialismus & do rukou
narodnich instituci, byl pohled sociatista nacionalismusifis rozporuplny, nez aby mohli
vyuZzit jeho vlivu k dosazeni dilinternacionalismu. Rosa Luxemburgova povazoviatni
boj za mezinarodni zavazek, ktery by narodni se€eeiimohlo jen poskodit. Marx a Engels
byli pragmatétéjSi — domnivali se, Ze nacionalismus by mohl byspedkem k revolénimu
cili — omeazili vS8ak svoji podporu na takzvané ,bistké" narody a nebrali tak v potaz
spoustu etnickych skupin v ramci rakouskéeho a tuskénpéria. V roce 1912 balkansti
socialisté s ohromenim zjistili, Ze Jaureho nadpenaimir narostlo do takovych rozni, ze
rackji podpail Turecko, nez aby fipustil opravrnost valky za narodni osvobozeni. V roce
1914 tak socialisticka teorie néla o Uloze nacionalismu jasno, zatimco socialistipkaxe
byla udavana narodnimi peny.

Uspich socialismu v jednotlivych zemich dale paradoxpisobil, ze se hnuti
v rostouci mie prizpasobovalo narodnim okolnostem a dochazelo tak HKesla
internacionalismu. V zemich, kde internacionalisntwéi v tv& valce Zistaval nejsilgjsi,
byl proto socialismus jako celek slaby a protestyytrelativie neefektivni. Oba socialigti
poslanci v Srbsku byli proti schvaleni vétgch pijcek. 8. srpna byla vSechnadocialisticka
uskupeni v ruské Duen- bolSevici, menSevici a trudovici — natolik ldajazasadam Druhé
internacionaly, Ze se hlasovani o valxch pijckach zdrzela. Rusti socialisté vSak postradali
vykonné organizace na mistni urovni. V Moskwefungoval ani sociatndemokraticky, ani
socialisticko-revolucion&ky vybor. V Petrohrad byly ilegalni si¢ socialisti rozpraSeny
tajnou policii a kontrola nad legalnimi organizacesa stala fednetem nelitostného boje

mezi menSeviky a bolSeviky. Neshody navic neparyojal mezi levicovymi stranami jako
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takovymi, byly zde i rozpory uvritstran — exiloviclenové byvali ¥tSimi stoupenci statnich
zasali do ekonomiky a byli zpravidla mé&mpragmatiti nez ti, ktéi zastali v Rusku.

Ani v postoji k valce nebyli rusti socialisté jedni. Jak na stuttgartském, tak na
kodaiském kongresu byli socialisté revolucitingedni z nejhorli¥jSich stoupenc
protivaleénych rezoluci. Zéni Stuttgartské rezoluce vSak bylo natolik r@eér Ze byla jen
chabym voditkem, coz siudci revolucion&1 uvédomili, kdyZz se ji na konckervence
pokusili ve Vyborgu realizovat. NejwngjSi zakladnim principm Internacionaly &stal
pravdépodobré Lenin, i kdyZ v praxi autoritu Internacionaly nedxal. Ve svych ,sedmi
tezich“, které napsal koncem srpna 1914, éajeavalku za nasledek krize kapitalismu a na
zawr uvadi, Zze ,spravnym heslem jgepena sodasné imperialistické valky na valku
ob¢anskou.*

Pokud by Nmecko vyhréalo, byl by rusky lid vydan napospas eié&dnouci tide,
kterd by ho vyktistovala. Pokud by bylo &mecko porazeno, mohlo by Rusko pomoci
zahdjit revoluci v Nmecku samotném. Dikgmto argumeritm n¢la Vanderveldeho vyzva
ruskym socialistm, aby podporovali Dohodu,¢které pFekvapivé stoupence — nididad
anarchistu Kropotkina, Zijiciho v exilu, nebdegdniho teoretika ruské socialni demokracie
Georgije Plechanova.

Leninovu naprosto nezavislou myslenkovou linii, rkte prosazoval ze zahr&hi
usmernovali  bolSevikové v Petrohréad V Dung spol&né s menSeviky prohlasili, Ze
~proletariat...bude vzdy branit kulturni bohatstéroda proti jakémukoliv Utoku z kterékoliv
strany.” Ve své odpadi na Vanderveldeho vyzvu sice odmitli obréstéi per se, ale
pripustili moznost, Ze by bréanili nové demokratickéskRo. Na pikladu trudovického &dce
Kerenského vidime, jak velmi podobné avahy — z¥lg&bu-li ovlivnény pragmatismem —
mohou vést k zasadrodliSnym za¥ram. Kerenskij prohlasil, Ze k valce by nedoslo, kgyb
vlada Ruska a ostatnich agrésbyla demokraticka. Ale kdyz uz valkaczda, rusky lid je na
rozdil od vladnoucittdy ohroZzen a musi byt brém ,Rolnici a dlnici, vSichni kdo si pejete
Stesti a blahobyt Ruska...vyzbrojte se odvahou, selstly, brate nasi zemi a osvolie ji."”
Tento vyrok byl zarove obrandsky a revoldni — takovyto paradoxni realismus nechaval
otewenou cestu ke spolupraci mezi socialistickymi stranRuska, ale zaroxenemohl nez
podlomit bezprogedni &innost jeho SirSiho gsobeni. Nelze tak pokladat rovnitko mezi
obrandstvi a reformismus, nebmelze zanedbat reva@ini ambice mnohych, ne-li¢t8iny
.obran&u”. Zatimco ,porazenci vnimali valku jako fiezitost k revoluci, stoupenci
obrandstvi ji vidéli jako predzwst revoluce; zastanci porazenectvi byli pro okaowakci,

~obran&i“ by se byli na akci fipravovali pozdii.

13



| kdyby byli rusti socialisté jednotj$i, nez podle Leninovy rétoriky byli, a i kdyby
byli vSeobech loajalrgjSi duchu Internacionaly nez socialisté v jinyctatath, faktem
swtovou socialistickou stranou byla stranémecka. Dokazala zdatrusnerinovat chovani
némeckeé vlady, coz #ho dopad nejen na domaci situaci, ale znamenaiaki®d Fimy prinos
pro internacionalismus. Argument prosazovany Kdogmsa dalSimi, tedy Ze se rusky lid
musi branit, by pozbyl nacinnosti, kdyby Nmecko nebylo, nebo se alegpoezdalo byt,
agresorem.

Socialisté ve Francii a Rusku sice podléhaineckému vedeni, algimy vliv mohla
SPD uplatovat gedevSim v Rakousku. V roce 1897 doslo k reorganizmuské socialni
demokracie do 3esti samostatnych narodnich uskupawice 1910 se zcela odgili Cesi;

v roce 1912 pak tito byli odhodlani zamitnout brazakon, ktery zavazoval kazdéhotaba

k valené sluzks a daasre potlaioval prava dinickych organizaci. Rakouskamecti
socialisté na druhou strandigousegli prvoradost narodni obrany. Pesimismuedsedy
rakouské strany Viktora Adlera ohledperspektiv internacionalismu fakticky nikdo nesdil
— ani v Basileji vroce 1912, ani v Bruselu 2@rvence 1914. Kdyz #Zala valka, Adler se
rozhodl, Ze kroky své zefhrpodpdi. Své pedchozi dilema popsal nasledujicimi slovy: ,Byl
bych nepochopitelny &mec, kdybych jednal jinak. Byl bych nepochopitelsgcialni
demokrat, kdybych to dnil, aniz by mi @i tom krvacelo srdce.” Poté rezignoval na své
zavazky w¢i straré. Kdyby byli némedti socialisté schopni zaujmout silné protivdié
stanovisko, je docela di mozné, Ze by je RakuSané néasledovali. Ve &Skasdi
socialisticka strana ani jedné z centralnich moinuebyla proti valce a internacionalismus
tak ustoupil narodnim zaym.

Rozhodnuti Bmeckych socialist podporovat valku bylo zmat&si a hekitéjSi, nez
by se na zakladvyvoje SPD v poslednim desetileti dali@gpokladat. Diky svému Gsghu
vSak strana nabyla spiSe revizionistické nez rémblpovahy a rozhodnuti v roce 1914 tak
bylo do té miry v souladu sfigéjSim vyvojem. Mezi lety 1878 a 1890 byla sociatikéi
ginnost v Nemecku mimo RiSsky sim zakazana. ZruSeni protisocialistického zékona
doprovazelo v roce 1891iieti socialistického programu v Erfurtu. Cile tebgorogramu
byly sice v zasatimarxistické, ale byly z kratkodobého hlediska katitgini s liberalismem
a kjejich dosazeni #&o byt vyuzito parlamentnich prdstki, nikoliv revoluce. Tento
nepongr mezi idedaly a realitou byl dale stvrzen v roc®3:9strana oficialé poprela, Ze by se
podminky pracujiciifdy v kapitalismu zlepSovaly, a Ze by tedy cilentialisti mélo byt

pusobeni na saiasny stat a jeho nasledna peora zevnit. Na zaklad odmitnuti tohoto
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argumentu vyvstaly dva problémy: zaprvé se ofi¢iamrzeni socialist nesl@ovalo
s pravdou, protoZze materialni situacénéki se v Nmecku zlepSovala, a zadruhé&t@m
socialisté nefedlozili navrh Zadného spolehlivého alternativnipastupu, neho revoluce
byla vnimana jako nasledek nevyhnutelného zhrouagpitalismu a ne jako cil, o ktery by se
melo aktivre usilovat. \EtSinu hlag dostavali socialisté od #atskych dinika. Odbory ngly
ve strag velky vliv: v roce 1914 bylo RiSském sému sto deset socialistickych posléare
nejmert ctyticet pt z nich se tam dostalo préstnictvim odbatk. V letech 1891 a 1903 sice
vedeni strany projevilorgni reflektovat marxistickd dogmata, ale vzhledere&né paehbs
dbat na ekonomickou situaci svych walia evidentnimu Osighu, kterého f tom
dosahovala, byla strana ve skuiesti vice ochotna spolupracovat, nez ey pripoustla.
V letech po ruské revoluci v roce 1905 se ve stnavailo aktivistické levé kidlo, jehoz
nejzapale§Si bojovnici byla Rosa Luxemburgova. Vznik tétakite jen potvrzoval existenci
revizionistickych tendenci ve stranickétding. Cim byla strana &3i a Usp3rejsi, nafistala
také jeji byrokracie: vykonné organy strany se sit&Zily zastavat ze zasady neutralni postoj,
ale ve skuténosti — narozdil od levéhatiklla — uznavaly oporu strany v odborovém hnuti.
Deklarativni postoj strany, podleémoz se SPD izolovala od aktivit statuiekala na svou
piilezitost uspt po padu kaiserismu, bylo nemozné udrzet pcoiaksp strany ve volbach
v roce 1912. Socialistickd delegac&®igském sému se musela ctitnech podilet na —
nespord omezené — Uloze Reichstagu &mecké viad. | kdyz socialisté vroce 1912
nevytvaili koalici s Pokrokovou lidovou stranou ani s Qemb, v oblasti realné politiky se
moznost vytveéeni takového bloku Risském sému za&inala rysovat.

V doké reformistickych tendenci &wa strana specificky fistup k armagl Bebel
v roce 1904 prohlasil, Ze strana je rozhodnym pasté vSeobecné branné povinnosti, v niz
vidi ¢estny zavazek kazdého muze, ktery dosahl vojenské@ho | kdyZ socialisté zdankyv
toto zakladni ztlesreéni statni moci fjali, ve skut€nosti o armael zarover pochybovali jako
0 nastroji monarchické autority, ktery by mohl dik utlatovani @lInika. Bebel volal po
komplexrgjSi branné povinnosti, ktera by zZiMecka udlala skutény narod ve zbrani —
narod, ktery by @l obranny potencial afpdevSim demokratické usialani. Strana byla sice
antimilitaristicka, ale nebyla proti armé&ghko takové; zabyvala se domacimi otazkami a o
mezinarodni vztahy se zajimala jen okr&oWwacifismus nebyl integralni stasti jeji
identity.

Kolem roku 1907 vSak jiz nebylo mozné, aby straadahe zahratni zalezitosti zcela
zanedbavala. Bulow byl zastancemétevé politiky (Weltpolitik) coZz mu umotiovalo

vyuzivat mezinarodni otazky pro domaci politickée.cNémecka expanze slibovala plnou
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zanestnanost a zlepSovani Zivotni aréyndiky ¢emuz se Bilowovi ddo pro svou
stredopravicovou koalici ziskavatiipnivce ziad dlnika, ktefi byli pavodné zastanci
socialismu. SPD proto ve volbach v roce 1907 vaadd gmeckou politiku v jihozapadni
Africe. Povstani Herér bylo sice brutalé potlaieno, ale jeho lizy némeckymi dlniky
nepohnuly. SPD ztratilaitet Sest kesel. Mame-Ili dvod vidét spojitost mezi Blilowovou
swtovou politikou, pdatkem valky a naslednym rozvojentnmeckych valenych cil,
muzeme se také domnivat, Zeélrdci, ktefi v roce 1907 fjali svétovou politiku pro sve
soukromé ekonomické zajmy, podiiovalku v roce 1914 velmi pravgodobr ze stejného
divodu.

Proti takovym souvislostem mluvi fakt, Ze vysledekeb z roku 1907 na jedné stéan
podnitii SPD k tomu, aby #ala razit konzistentjSi a zarove vyrazreji socialistickou
zahranéni politiku. Do té miry byla Stuttgartska rezolug#ijata také v roce 1907, dixbd
natasovana. Vroce 1911, v dbbdruné marocké krize, organizovala strana mirové
demonstrace: 100 000 lidi séadtnilo manifestace v Berfr20. srpna; 3. Z&to pak bylo
250 000 dastniki. Na druhé stranbyly vSak takzvané hotentotské volby znamkou ploSit
vyzyvaveho nacionalismu. Dokonce i ve Stuttgartbéezdirazioval, Ze Internacionala by
se néla sousted’ovat na podminky pracujictily a ne na otazky valky a miru. Zahgani
politika byla vysadou cigsa — vkr@it na toto uzemi by mohlo znamenat neZzadouci zvrat
srovnatelny sidv¢jSimi protisocialistickymi zakony a dosavadni zjévisgchy remeckého
socialismu by tak mohlyigit nazmar. SPD usilovala o to, aby otazka zaler@npolitiky
nehréla ve volbach v roce 1912 roli, a od té dabpak pacifismus zémeckého socialismu
vytracel. Balkanské valky sucily jednak o tom, Ze je mozné diplomaticka ceslian#tace, a
zaroveh o tom, Ze si kapitalismus sam é&domuje nebez@é spojené s jakymkoliv jinym
feSenim. V roce 1913 se SPD vigadavala se zabernskou aférou a jeji pozornosksepth
tocila kolem domacich projévmilitarismu, a ne kolem \#8i bezpénostitiSe.

Bylo stale jas¥Si, Zze se #&metti socialisté neuchyli ke stavkové akci, aby ndirusi
mobilizaci. Masové stavkyipdstavovaly pro SPD moznou reakci na utlak svrciikpliv
nastroj k odvraceni valeeho stavu mezi zeimi. Dokonce i Bhem pacifistické euforie
vroce 1911 se Karel Kautsky nechal slySet, Zze m&faillanta a Hardieho je ,hrdinské
blaznovstvi“, které mnohem spiSéaste stranou, nez zabrani valce. V prosinci 1918rgéri
vybor odborového svazu dopdani Vaillanta a Hardieho zamita a wkw 1914 pak Haase,
ktery byl powten formulaci oficialni #&mecké odpo&di, pozaduje, aby autionavrh stahli.

SPD se v souvislosti s véleou otazkou neobavala jen rozkolu mezi socialistick

stranou a statem. Vzhledem k této hrozici rozttigg ziejm¢ nevyhnutelné i rozpory ve
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strart samotné. Bhem pacifistické viny vletech 1911-12 se objevipyvni trhliny:
pacifismus si ziskavalifznivce ze zastugcstedni tidy, ktei nutré nepatili k socialistim, a
na druhé stranproti sol& popuzoval levou frakci strany, ktera vnimala vaj&kio kon€nou
krizi kapitalismu. DalSi trhliny finesl Upadek pacifismu v roce 1913t¥na strany (padesat
dvaclent) hlasovala \ervnu pro posilenigmecké armady. Sy postoj ospravedbvali tim,
Ze st armady ma byt financovan priestnictvim progresivniho zdami majetku, a slibovali
tak zasadni restrukturalizacémeckého déoveho systému. ficet sedmélena strany vsak
bylo proti a sedm se zdrzZelo hlasovani.

Pro zastance Internacionaly, povzbuzereviadajicim optimismem roku 1913, nebyl
ani tak dilezity vysledek hlasovani o zakbro armad, z rthoz vyplynulo, Ze #Sina
némeckych socialist povaZzuje obranu naroda zalefit¢jSi nez rozvoj miru. #znana byla
spiSe nejednotnost samotného hlasovani, ktédtity o tom, Ze radikalismus se nasledkem
srpnové smrti Bebela ve stiarznovu hlasi ke slovu. Tato nejistota ohlédsudouciho
smefovani ®mecké socialistické strany se odrazila v jejim weédEriedrich Ebert, Bebé&Vv
nastupce v pozicifpdsedy strany a byvaly stranicky tajemnik, klaitlad na jednotu strany.
Haase, novy #dce strany \RiSském sému, se citil vniiné rozpolceny mezi &rnosti strag a
svym osobnim nesouhlasemistem pravidelné armady.

Francouzsti socialisté tyto problémy fje&imoaiovali. Diky tomu, Ze kladli @raz na
problematiku valky a miru spiSe nez na podminkyuygfai tidy, poddilo se jim gesunout
centrum z4jmu Internacionaly z oblasti jejich whésh slabin do oblasti slabiremeckych a
mohli tak NEmce vyzvat na souboj o prvenstvi veétsvém socialismu. Neklid na¢émeckeé
straré se projevil na spotmé sclizi francouzské aamecké parlamentni delegace v Bernu
v kvétnu 1913, kterd vyustila v pozadavek na omezenéimgth vydaji a prosazovani
mezinarodni arbitraze. V té dblse mohli Jaures a jeho druhové v internacionalisitit
takovymi naznaky povzbuzeni. &né vSak poselstvi sdlze vyzrElo jinak: francouzskych
delegah se dostavilo sto dvacet jednaigemz socialist bylo mezi nimi jen ficet osm.
Némci pak shrom@&zdili pouhychritet ¢tyri delegéi, z nichZz vSichni krora Sesti byl
socialisté.

Nakonec bylo dilema mezi radikalnim pacifismem azienistickym nacionalismem
pro oba proudy natolik opravdové, Ze se projeviloeakci ®meckého socialismu na
¢ervencovou krizi samotnou. Radikalni etapa trvala26. do 30.cervence. Ebert byl na
libankach a do Berlina se vratil az 28rvence. Dva zcelnich gedstavitel strany
v parlamentu byli také na dovolené — Hermann Mdkgm byl v Cuxhavenu a Philipp

Schiedemann v Dolomitech. Haaseho autorita byly teebmezena: 2%ervence vydava
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jménem strany jednoztaé prohlaseni, ve kterém odsuzuje jednani Rakousleaiska, stavi
se proti tomu, aby &mecko svého spojence podporovalo, a Vg odpor pracujicirtdy
k valce. Stranicky lisVorwartsnabira podobny kurz.

V piistich ¢tyfech dnech se protivaleé demonstrace konaly po celén¢niecku. |
kdyz zadna z nich nedoséahla rozsahu ¢igjvdemonstrace z roku 191%jlgkala berlinska
demonstrace 28c¢ervence 100 000 lidi a policie, kterd zprvdast na manifestacich
podcenila, byla nucena dalSi shroie¥ani v zajmuizeni dopravy zakazat. Do 3ervence
se konalo 288 protivateych demonstraci ve 163¢stech a obcich acastnilo se jich vice
nez ti ¢tvrte¢ milionu lidi.

Protestovalo se za udrZeni miru a v tomto smysly peotesty nebyly narfény proti
némeckeé vlad a nutré ani proti konénému rozhodnuti vstoupit do valky, na kterém by se
mohla usnést. Haase bylgs\édcen, Ze na vié je Rakousko-Uhersko a zeiMecko usiluje o
to, aby svého spojence drzelo na&i2didda samotné se necitila ohroZena. Jiz¢@brence
oznamil prusky ministr valky Falkenhayn zastipcvelicich generél kazdého sboru, Ze
proti SPD neni nutné podnikat Zadna ogait Nasledujiciho dne se Haase seSel s Clemensem
von Delbrickem, pruskym ministrem vnitra, a ten Wjstil, Ze demonstrace SPD budou
tolerovany. Politika ,diagondly”, kterou zastavaétBmann Hollweg, tak sklidila Gsghy,
které gedznamenala diskuse o zakoo arméd vroce 1913. SPD se natolik obavala
konfliktu s vladou ohledh zahranini politiky, Ze se snazila kanétdy kroky ukazat
v nejlepSim mozném sile. 30.c¢ervenceVorwartsdokonce oznal i cisae za ,,opravdoveho
pritele lidového miru“. Bezprogdni cil SPD a Viléma byl vté débstejny, a sice
lokalizovat balkanskou vélku. Haase a Bethmann wadl tak v podstat spolupracovali,
piicemz Haaseho kroky j@Stimoaiovaly mirumilovné viéejné vystupovani Hollwega.

Nahrazeni pacifismu nacionalismem bylo spiSe v&edzahrarinich udalosti nez
machinaci ze strany revizionist SPD. Socialisté mohliigtat soudrzni, dokud Slo o opozici
proti rakouské agresivni valce a proti lokalni krizera se pro Bmecko samotné nejevila
jako okamzité nebezpe S postupem krize vSak ruska mobilizacéata gredstavovat fimé
nebezpé nejen pro Nmecko, ale také pro socialismus ¥riecku i po celém st.
30. ¢ervence socialigtti vadci uznali, Zze valka je nevyhnutelnda a Ze je osgulntelna
nutnosti obrany proti Rusku.

Moznost, Ze by SPD uvitala valku proti carismu,abye straé hluboce zakienina
davno ped rokem 1914. Socialisticky tisk @invyuzit stylu xenofobni rétoriky, ktera byla
zarove nenavistna i spontanni. ,Nechceme, aby se naSea&ekti staly okktmi kozackych

surovosti,” napsal Friedrich Stampfer konce®rvence. Nebyl jitom divérivou obeti
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rétoriky Bethmanna Hollwega — byl mkim némeckych dlnika. V nasledujicich tydnech
negestavalo vedeni SPD davat do spojitosti ohistua a rusofobii. Zpravy o zvstvech
ve Vychodnim Prusku nejenZe ospraviedhly racionalizaci valky ze strany SPD, ale také
stmelovaly vztahy mezi stranou a zbytkentmicka. Daleko od pmyslového srdce
némeckého socialismu byli rolnici z venkovského palifiazobrazovani jako idylické bytosti
branicitad a pokrok proti nomdth z asijskych stepi. S takovou interpretaci moktapbaw

tak spokojena pravice, jako levice.

Vedeni strany sice trvalo dlouho, nez si¢domilo zavaznost krize na ¢@datku
cervence, ale po udalostech z konassite jiz ztratilo vSechny iluze. Préafakt, Ze socialisté
pochopili naléhavost situace, vSakspél k dalSimu oslabeni stranického vedenigma se
objevily trhliny jiz po Bebelo¥ smrti. 28.¢ervence odjeli Haase, Kautsky a Luxemburgova
na sctizi vykonného organu Internacionaly do Bruselu: ilgjgi predstavitelé radikalismu
tak naraz zmizeli ze scény. Nasledujiciho dne pilojethmann Hollweg fani sejit se
s Haasem, jenz byl ve vedeni strany vaobvé nepitomnosti zastoupen Albertem
Sudekumem. Sudekum nel#gnem stranického vyboru ani parlamentniho vybtrany, ale
piesto ujistil kanclée o tom, Ze SPD neplanuje Zadnou stavku. Ludwigk-ra poslanec
Ri&ského sému, ktery byl peswdéen o tom, Ze vhodna chvile pro protest jiz pominula
téhoz dne prohlasil, Ze socialitivojaci museji konat svoji povinnost pro dobréniecka.
Neni vyloweno, Ze zaSel jgSdal a zaal na pravém ikdle strany organizovat skupinu, ktera
by byla ochotna hlasovat pro vah& pijcky. 30.¢ervence se sesli zbyvajidenové vedeni
strany, kte& zastali v Berlit. Na této schizi vedeni usoudilo, Ze by mohlo dojit k
znovuobnoveni perzekuce, kterou socialisté musdi$et za Bismarcka, a vyslalo Eberta do
Svycarska s finamimi prostedky strany. Ebert se vratil &paz 3. srpna.

Haase se do Berlina vratil 3krvence a na séhi stranického vyboru, ktera se konala
téhoz dne, se vyslovil pro odmitnuti vaigch pijcek. Vybor se rozhodoval mezi Haaseho
postojem a zdrZzenim se hlasovani — pouze EduarddDawnesl argumenty pro schvaleni
pujéek. Potud se tedy zdalo, Ze samecti socialisté budotiidit koncepci, kterou v Bruselu
piednesl Jaures. Hermann Miiller byl vyslan do Frarabg o této ¥ci informoval.

Da sefici, Ze ani v této dabh ani pozdji nebrala SPD {liS v ivahu odborové svazy.
1. srpna vSak svobodné odbory uzdy vyhodny obchod s vladou — odbory se zavazaly, z
v pripadt valky nevstoupi do stavky a vlada jim na oplatlnuila, Ze je nezakéze riBtiho
dne odbory tuto dohodu oficiainschvalily. Legien kladl &kaz na ekonomickou funkci
odboii a odbory v souladu s nim m@ziovaly gredevSim ochranu zajmsvych¢lena proti

nicivé sile nezarstnanosti, kterou #ta valka podle gekavani pinést. Tento ukol by odbory
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t¢Zko mohly pinit, kdyby jim bylo zabr&no v dalSim fisobeni. Technicky vzato se odbory
politice vyhybaly; v praxi vSak omezovaly pole mozti, které se otviralofed SPD.

DulezitéjSi nez rozhodnuti odbbrovsem byla skutmost, Ze Nmecko bylo nyni ve
valce. Pacifismus byl uz dale neStelny s nacionalismem. KdyZz se parlamentni strana
3. srpna sesla, aby se dohodla na spéle postupu ifed zasedanimisského sému, které
se nElo konat nasledujiciho dne, nestala jieg stejnym rozhodnutim jako 3dervence.
Tentokrat se jednalo o tom, zda SPD poskytneeposkytne #émeckému lidu obranny
prostedek. Zadchto okolnosti jiz zdrzeni se hlasovani — tedy®teko, které bylo fivodns
uptednosiiovano — nefichazelo v GvahuCtyti z Sesti¢lena parlamentniho vyboru byli pro
schvaleni valknych pijcek a zdalo se, Ze jsou ve svém postoji Iépe orgaaid nez zbyli
dva, ktéi byli proti — Haase a Lebedour. Sedmdesat ¢tant parlamentni strany &o
v umyslu hlasovat ve prosgh valénych pijcek a pouhychitrnact bylo proti. \étSina se
domnivala, Ze opozice by znamenala porazku a @mt@zpa Ze by vedla k zaniku strany, a
uz z rukou nefitele ¢i z rukou zklamanych &dmeckych dinika. 4. srpna socialisticka strana
projevila svoji vnitni disciplinu a pod vedenim Haaseho jako celek y{deadré hlasovala ve
prosgch valeénych mjcek. Na stanovisko strany neélo vliv ani rostouci ¥domi o mozné
némecké vik na vypuknuti valky, ani poznani, Ze planovanimecka strategie neni
defenzivni.

SPD pozdiji tvrdila, Ze jeji konéné rozhodnuti bylo f@edznamenanowi lidu. Pro
tento pohled howvdo rozhodnuti odbar, stejré jako rekteré doklady o postojich strany na
mistni arovni. SmySleni pracujididy vSak bylo mnohem ménednoznané a tvrzeni SPD
tak bylo do té miry pokrytecké. Vedeni strany nelpduhou pasivni @i udalosti, jakou by
se rado jevilo. Kdyz Vilém Il. 4. srpna prohlasiNeuznavam jiz zadné strany, uznavam jen
Némce,” Wtsina strany sjeho nazorem souhlasila. Uleva Bsitiabyla nefalSovana —
nemuseli jiz usilovat o vlastni vymezeni a davaarnes své vlastenectvi a politicka
pieswdéeni. Rijali sice Burgfrieden vyraz rimecké jednoty, ale nefn pfitom pocit, ze by
se tim Z#ikali tfidniho boje. Socialisté, Kievalku vitali, tak¢inili proto, Ze v ni vidli
prostedek k dosazeni svych politickych icilVeérili, Ze odnenou za spolupraci jim bude
Gstavni a socialni reforma. Za quid pro quo ©Haastrana na sveé sthi 3. srpna
demokratizaci pruského volebniho prava. Na obzauw®ak rysovala i z#éma v oblasti
ekonomiky, nebtvalecny primysl donutil stat zasahovat di@aeni vyrobnich procés

Ti, ktefi v roce 1914 odmitali vateé pijcky, protoze v souladu s rozhodnutim strany
zroku 1903 zavrhovali revizionismus, se tak ocitliizolaci — byli v rozporu nejen

s Némeckem jako takovym, ale i se stranou. Na druhoanstti, kt&i odvrhli rozhodnuti
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zroku 1903 a jednali tak v souladu s tendencertgrék byly v gmeckém socialismu
piitomny v gedchozim desetileti, se nachazeli v &m lepSi pozici. Burgfrieden ve
skute&nosti Zzadnou reformu n#épesl, spiSe potvrdil status quo. Cena, kterou adigtd
zaplatili za ukoteni konflikth s rtmeckym statem, bylofpneseni&chto rozpoit do strany

samotné.

[.]

Jen malo socialigtby v roce 1914 souhlasilo s tvrzenim, Ze vypukputhi s\¥tove
valky bylo jakymsi selhanim socialismu. Britsky ®isticky historik R. H. Tawney
28. listopadu 1914 napsal: ,Valka n&m navyky a idedly, které rozvijime v dofniru. Tyto
navyky a idealy cely narod s vyuzitim vSech z@lispusted’uje na dosazeni cile, na kterém se
cely narod je schopen dohodnout.” Jaurésianskynatégonalismus kladlidaz spiSe na lepSi
vedeni zahratini politiky a na vyuZziti sméiho tizeni v gipad krize nez na pacifismus jako
takovy. In extremisje valka ospravedinitelna. Ac¢iSina socialist v Evrop, obgzkana
blizkosti valky a okouzlena doktrinalnimi diskusemejichz kon€énym cilem byla
mySlenkova srozumitelnost, néta problém najit si padnyugtod, aby se stala soasti
probihajicich udalosti. Ochota branit se s sebslar@ekavani, Ze by se narod sdm mohl stat
lepSi spolénosti a Ze by valka mohla byt prieitkem, jak toho dosahnout. Politickiénpeii
v podolg francouzskéJnion sacréea remeckéhoBurgfriedenumiZzeme povaZzovat za vyraz
socialistického bratrstvi; valka, jak se ob&cpredpokladalo, ma byt hybnou silou
vnitrostatni sociélni reformy. V rowninternacionalismu to v3ak takécéla byt valka
posledni, valka, ktera &a ukortit vSechny valky, progedek k trvaléemu mezinarodnimu
fadu. Diky valce, tvrdi francouzsti socialisté, secemtralnich mocnostech zavede
republikanismus. Diky valce, prohlasSuje rakouskgi&ai demokrat Kurt Renner, se poida
piekonat imperialismus a monopolni kapitalismus,cfgi z¢lesrenim je Britanie. Prvni
swtova vélka tak byla zcela jinou valkou nez tou,tpkteré se socialisté kdysi spojili. Byla

to valka za spravedinost a svobodu, nikolivie mpéria.
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3. Prekladatelska analyza

Pri své ekladatelské analyze vychazim z publikd@xt Analysis in Translatioad
Christiane Nordové, jejiz analyticka metoda je poaieho nazoru velmirphledna. Rozbor
textu tedy kategorizuji na ¥textové a vnitrotextové faktory; v ramci tohoto adsiho dleni
pak rekteré faktory pro jejich vzajemnou souvislost sdijuza podle pateby dale dogiuiji.
V piekladatelské analyze se zabyvam obecnymi vlastmogtroleného textu, v sekci
Typologie gekladatelskych probléfnpak text dale charakterizuji a zabyvam se konlkngtn
piekladatelskymi problémy, které ilustruji na vlastnig‘ekladatelskychreSenich. Syntaxi a
lexiku se pro nutnou nazornosinuji spiSe v praktickém komeitita

3.1 Vnétextoveé faktory

3.1.1 Vysilatel a gFijemce

Autorem textu je oxfordsky profesor skotskéhiwgdu Hew Strachan (1949), znamy
britsky vojensky historik, jenz se zabyvéegevSim d&jinami britské armady a v posledni
doke pak zejména prvni stovou valkou. Prvni dil trilogidhe First World Wamu ginesl
celos¥tove uznani a je povazovan za jednohdexlpich odbornik na tuto problematiku.

Vzhledem ktomu, Ze kniha je obsahlym dilem, pagikgtm podrobnou analyzu
piicin a disledka prvni swtové valky z mnoha tznych hledisek, je fedpokladanym
piijemcemclovek, ktery se o tuto problematiku hluboce zajima aecke dozédét vice.
Kniha je tedy utena spiSe odbornéiegnosti a jejicteni vyZzaduje pogrné hluboké znalosti
historického kontextu. Autor vtextu odkazuje na omé historicka fakta, o nichz
predpoklada, Ze jéten& bude znat, a déle je tedy nevgtuje. O nutnych presupozicich
podrobrEji pojednam v kapitole Redlie, terminy.

Pfijemcem textu jeéten& z anglicky mluvici zery popipadt ¢tend& s dobrou
znalosti anglitiny. Na druhou stranu neni text v anglicky mluricprostedi zasadnim
zpisobem kultury zakotven a mohl by tak wekladu byt plg funkéné ekvivalentni i pro

éten&e ceského.
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3.1.2 Médium, kanal, pragmatika mista &asu

Text je realizovdn pisemin médiem je kniha vydana nakladatelstvim Oxford
University Press, tedy negjsim univerzitnim nakladatelstvim na ¢gv se znanou
mezinarodni autoritou. Profesor Strachan byl timekladatelstvim pa¥en k napsani
komplexniho dila, které ma v sbbahrnout vSechny aspektyésswého konfliktu — dila, které
by se nélo stat jakousi britskou bibligin prvni s\wétove valky.

Misto vzniku textu neni pro naSi analyztilig dalezité — jak jiz bylore¢eno, text neni
specificky kultur zakotven. Z hlediska uhlu pohledu je relevantniuzeo fakt, Ze autor
pochazi z Evropy. Kniha byla vydana v roce 200dy teontrné nedavno, a je velmi malo
pravdpodobné, Ze od té doby doslo k vyrgsimu vyvoji poznatk v dané oblasti, nehleéd
na to, Ze autor v dile podavaagwsubjektivni a tedy velmiéZko zpochybnitelny nahled na
véc. Pokud by pekladatel v textu i@ci jen narazil na dnes jiz vyvracené udaje, byo b

vhodné obrétit sefpmo na autora aifpadné zminy s nim konzultovat.

3.1.3 Funkce textu

Funkce textu je primaginformativni (Mcr¢ sctlna) — cilem autora jeipdevsim
predat ¢ten& nové informace. Zarowe miZzeme mluvit o funkci expresivni — Strachan
vyjadiuje swij postoj k problematice, prezentuje své nazory.eyosledniad Ize vzhledem

ke ¢tivosti a vytibenému stylu autora zminit i funkci estetickou.

3.2 Vnitrotextove faktory

3.2.1 Téma, obsah

Tématem kapitolySocialismus a Internacionalge, jak uz jsem zminila,fpdevsim
VYVOj postoje socialismu k valaé otazce a jeho oscilace mezi pacifismem a nalcsomam.
Autor zpritomnuje stanoviska jednotlivych statosobnosti, socialistickych stran a jejich
frakci, odbod ¢i Internacionaly jako takové, a zardvelo textu vklada vlastni Gvahy a
hypotézy. Prvnicast kapitoly je jakymsi obecnym, mezinarodnim Uvod#o problematiky
socialistickych postdj postup® se pak autor zaffuje na perspektivu dmeckou,

francouzskou a britskou a zakeoie ot obecnym zasrem.
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3.2.2 Kompozice textu

Text kapitoly je uveden tm¢ zvyrazrinym nadpisem a dalefghledrg ¢lenén do
sémanticky ucelenych odstdvc Kapitola neni narozdil od jinych doghm Zadnymi
nonverbalnimi prvky — mapami, obrazky grafy. Vzdy v dolnic¢asti stranky se nachazi
poznamkovy aparat, ve kterém autor doklada svaemirkonkrétnimi literarnimi zdroji;
poznamky jsou psany drobnym pismem¢agti kurzivou. Poznamkovy aparat jsem se

rozhodla pro omezeny rozsah praceiakladat.

3.2.3 Lexikum

Kniha vysla vroce 2001 ve Velké Britanii a je teggana satasnou britskou
anglictinou. Pouzita slovni zasoba je spisovn&evpzrie neutralni, bez expresivniho
zabarveni. V textu se vyskytuji terminy, respektiélie, jejichZz podoba je zdvazna a které je
nutno frelozit odpovidajicimi ekvivalenty. Velntasté jsou abstraktni vyrazy, coz souvisi jak
s povahou angitiny jako takove, tak se stylistickym iz@enim textu k funihimu stylu
odbornému, s tématem knihy a v neposleduif s idiolektem vysilatele. Idiolekt autora se
v textu projevuje také obraznymi vyj&himi, jejichZz stylistickou hodnotu jefippiekladu
nutno zachovat. Pa¥m¢ frekventované jsou v textu cizojangé vyrazy — ne€pstji
francouzske, émecké a latinské — a diky vysokérenautorovy subjektivity se zde objevuje
také velké mnoZstvi prasidki modality. O lexiku podrobfji pojednam v kapitole Typologie
piekladatelskych probléim

3.2.4 Syntax

Syntax Strachanovy knihy ineme oznét za relativié komplikovanou. V textu se
¢asto vyskytuji dlouha, slozit4 saity ¢asto s jednou i vice vsuvkamirévaZzuje parataxe,
negasgjSim typem vedlejSichét jsou &ty vztazné a&asové. K oslabeni modality autor také
velmi ¢asto vyuziva & podminkovych. V textu se vedle zmnych slozitych souti
vyskytuji také kratké &ty jednoduché, které text ozvlagji a ¢ini jej dynamickym. Reklad
v roviné syntaktické byl udavan zejména rozdilem mezi akgin pevnym slovosledem a
c¢eskym aktualnintlenénim wtnym. Ke specifikaci konkrétnichigkladatelskych probléin

se ot dostanu poziji.
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3.2.5 Styl

Text je primard psany, pipraveny a mzZeme jej z#adit k funkénimu stylu
odbornému. Dominuje slohovy postup vykladovy, ipac Gvahovy, a setkdme se i s
postupem vypracim. Autor primarg usiluje o gedani informacicten&i, ale jeho styl je

zarove barvity activy.
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4. Typologie prekladatelskych problémi

4.1 Uvod, metoda pekladu

Pro geeklad kapitoly z knihyThe First World Wajsem zvolila instrumentalni metodu
— usiluji tedy o to, aby text v cilovém kontextuniplstejnou funkci, jakou & v kontextu
vychozim. Za svého potencionalnih&jgmce jsem si zvolil@&eskéhoctende vzdlaného
v oboru historie, nebo alesp@lovéka, ktery se o ni aktivhzajima. Kniha by podle mého
nazoru po fevedeni dateského prosgedi mohla byt plé funkéné ekvivalentni originalu a
mohla by na mistnim kniznim trhu zaplnit prazdnéstmi neb6é podobr komplexni
publikace zde dosud, pokud se mi pddazjistit, nebyla vydana. Vzhledem k odborné
povaze textu byla ip prekladu mym cilem maximalni terminologicka éoma gFesnost;
zarover jsem se vSak snazila zachovat specifickou hodaatorova stylu a zejména jeho
subjektivni postoj ke zkoumané problematicesZzit své prace popisuji v kapitolach
Stylisticka a kulturni neekvivalence a Modalita.

V kapitole Typologie pekladatelskych probléinse snazim systematizovat pouzité
piekladatelské postupy a dolozit je na konkrétni¢tklapdech — vzhledem k omezenému
rozsahu prace se zafuji pouze na nejilezitéjSi jevy. Odkazuji-li u anglickéhoifkladu na
konkrétni stranufidim se podle strankovani originalu, ktery j&pjen v giloze (tj. 110 —
124, 133). Weskych pikladia pak odkazuji n&islo strany této bakaiske prace.

4.2 Gramatika, syntax

V Uvodu této kapitoly zminim &kolik obecnych probléih z oblasti gramaticko-
syntaktické, se kterymi jsem sé&hem své prace setkala. V dalSich podkapitolachakeip
budu podrobgi vénovat ditim problematikam.

Jak jiz byloteceno, syntax vychoziho textu je p&me komplikovana. Velmicasto
bylo nutné dlouhd sosti rozctlit a preformulovat:,On Jaurés’s suggestion the committee
decided that the best approach would be for nalipasties not to approve war credits; it did
not, however, regard the situation itself as sigfily urgent for it to pre-empt the

deliberations of the congress itself, which werbadorought forward to 9 August and held in
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Paris.“ (str. 113) —,Na Jaurésiv podrt vybor usoudil, Ze bude nejlepSi, kdyz strany
jednotlivych stat neschvali vakné pijcky. Vybor vSak nepovazoval situaci za natolik
naléhavou, aby bylo nutné podnikat jpéaté kroky jest ped jednanim samotného kongresu.
Ten nel byt peloZzen na 9. srpna adinse konat v P&zi." (str. 10)

Stylistickou funkci kratkych & jsem se snazila zachovaEirst to speak was the
leader of the Austrian socialists, Viktor Adler.sHmood was despondent(str. 112) —
~Prvnim recnikem byl pedseda rakouskych socialisViktor Adler. Byl ve skleslé nalad
(str. 9) V rekterych gipadech jsem v otazce dlouhych a kratkyckt pristoupila ke
kompromisnimieSenim, coz dale okomentuji v Zéetné kapitole bakatdké prace. #
piekladu vzhledem kipskupovani & a jejich reformulaci prozere dochazelo ke zsmam
interpunkinich znamének oproti originalu. Typologii pofun oblasti interpunkce vSak
povazuji za natolik obtizn systematizovatelnou, Ze se ji pro limitovany rbzgaace
samostatéivénovat nebudu a omezim se pouze na konstatovékipdsurim dochazelo.

Z gramatického hlediska jsem se v textu potykgbéekladatelskymi problémy, které
vyplyvaji ze systémovych vlastnosti adghy samotné. Relativnfrekventované jsou v textu
nagiklad polowtné vazby. Vzhledem k jejich z&r@@ kondenzovanosti byléasto nutné
uchylit se k porarné volnému pekladu a interpretaci;Misled, the mood of the meeting
recovered its optimism.{str. 113) —,U castnici zasedani se nechali uchlacholit astop
zavladla optimisticka nalada.(str. 9)

DalSim problematickou oblastitgkladu mezi angitinou a ceStinou je otazka
slovosledu. Vzhledem k tomu, ze adgha vyjaduje kontextovou zapojenost a nezapojenost
zcela odliSnymi progedky neZzcestina, bylo nezbytné slovosled velgdsto nénit: ,An
emergency meeting was held in Basle at the enf1#.1(str. 112) -, Na konci roku 1912 se
v Basileji konala mim&adna schize.” (str. 9),In France only 9 per cent of workers were
members of trades unions in 1914str. 114) -,V roce 1914 bylo ve Francigleny odbot
pouhych dedt procent @lnik:.“ (str. 11)

V neposlednfadé bylo nutné vyrovnat se s nominalnim charakteregii&my a wty
originalu adekvatt dekondenzovat;But by 1907 the SPD’s neglect of overseas affaies
unsustainable. Bulow’s espousal of Weltpolitik eitptl international issues for domestic
ends.” (str. 118) —,Kolem roku 1907 vSak jiz nebylo mozné, aby strandale zahranini
zalezitosti zcela zanedbavala. Bllow byl zastansaftové politiky (Weltpolitik), coz mu

umozovalo vyuZzivat mezinarodni otazky pro domaci pakticile.”(str. 15)
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4.2.1 Modalita

Jak jsem jiz zminila, fedstavovala problematika modality a subjektivitygrje
z hlavnich os métgkladatelské prace a rozhodla jsem se ji prébovat celou kapitolu.

Podle LibuSe Duskové rozumime modalitouisab prezentace obsahu vypdv
mluveim, ktery vyplyva z jeho stanoviska k vyfadané skuténosti. Pomoci modality
dispozEni (voluntativni, deontické) fiZe mluwi vyjadrit dispozici (postoj) fivodce dje
k jeho realizovatelnosti, tedy zda ho povazuje ey, mozny nebo zZadouci; naproti tomu
modalita jistotni (epistemickd) umide mluwkimu vyjadit stuper svého peswdéeni o
realné platnosti sdeni, tedy zda se mu obsahélsmi jevi jako jisty, pravépodobny i
nemozny (DuSkova 2006: 185).

V anglickém originéle se subjektivita projevuje ahaou rovinach — autor nas jednak
nechava nahlédnout na vé&eu problematiku z hledisek jednotlivych stastran apod. a
jednak do textu sdm promita své nazory a formuiyjotézy.

Co se tye postoj jednotlivych z@astrénych stran, vyskytuje se zde jak modalita
dispozkni, tak v mensi nii¢ i modalita jistotni. Dispozni modalita:,The French socialists
Jean Jaures and Edouard Vaillant proposed that whould be hindered by measures
ranging from parliamentary intervention through mastrikes to revolution.“(str. 111) —
»Francouzsti socialisté Jean Jaures a Edouard Viillzavrhovali, aby opa@éni proti valce
sahala od zasahparlamentu pes masové stavky az po revoludstr. 8)Jistotni modalita:
It Will be like Agadir,' Jaurés remarked, to Vaerdvelde, the Belgian socialist, on 30 July.
,There will be ups and downs. But it is imposstlat things won’t turn out all right.*(str.
113) —,,Bude to jako Agadir,’ poznamenalaurés 30.cervence sw@rem Kk belgickému
socialistovi Vanderveldemu. ,Jednou nabgednou dole. Ale netbe to dopadnout jinak nez
dobe.” (str. 10)

Subjektivni postoje autora se v textu na druhoansirprojevuji tém¥ vyhradré
modalitou epistemickoyAt the time Jaurés and his fellow internationatishight have been
encouraged by such indications(str. 120) —V té dol# se mohli Jaures a jeho druhové
v internacionalismu citit takovymi ndznaky povzbuZstr. 17)

V textu najdeme neajenéjSi prostedky vyjadovani modality, &uz gramatické nebo
lexikalni. Dispozéni modalita je vyjatbvana nejastji modalnimi slovesy should a could
(viz priklad vySe). Mezi gramatické prastky jistotni modality, které se v origindle
vyskytuji, mizeme z#adit futurum vyjadujici &} pravcEpodobny (opt viz piiklad vyse),
pogipad would s nizSim stugm pravépodobnosti. Autorem hognvyuzivany modalni

prostedek je kondiciondl — k formulaci jeho hypotéz glotasto relative komplikované
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podminkové ¥ty: ,Even if the socialists within Russia were more tadi than Lenin’s
rhetoric suggested, and even if they were collelstivnore loyal to the spirit of the
International than socialists elsewhere, the faemains that they lacked the power to
influence their country’s policies.(str. 116) —,| kdyby byli rusti socialisté jednotjsi, nez
podle Leninovy rétoriky byli, a i kdyby byli vSeoh#&loajalnéjSi duchu Internacionaly nez
socialisté v jinych statech, faktenistavé, Ze nebylo v jejich moci oviowat politiku své
zene." (str. 14) Jedenkrat se v textu jako predek modality vyskytuje také konjunktiyBut
now that it had begun, the threat to the peopleRagsia — as opposed to their rulers —
required that they be defendedstr. 116) —,Ale kdyz uz valka zala, rusky lid je na rozdil
od vladnoucifidy ohroZzen a musi byt brém*“ (str. 13)

NejcastjSim lexikalnim prosedkem jistotni modality jsou v textu modalni slaves
(viz priklad vySe). Dale se zde vyskytuji epistemicka aoiee, Arguably Lenin remained the
truest to the fundamental principles of the Intémmaal, even if in practice he rejected its
authority.* (str. 116) — ,Nejvern¢gjSi zakladnim princigm Internaciondly istal

pravd’podobr@ Lenin, i kdyZ v praxi autoritu Internacionaly neéxal.” (str. 13)

V neposlednifack se v originale vyskytuji také takzvané epistemigkédikatory
(Grepl a kol. 2000: 624A Communicative Grammar of Englighozn&uje jako ,attitudes to
truth® (Leech — Svartvik 1975: 132)1iRlady z textu:,The reward for collaboration,_they
believed would be constitutional and social reform(str. 123) -,V ¢rili, Ze odrénou za
spolupraci jim bude Ustavni a socialni reformgstr. 20),...it is possible that he went
further, and began to organize a group on the rigirig of the party ready to vote in favour
of war credits.” (str. 122) —,Neni vylowenq Ze zaSel jedtdal a zaal na pravem Kdle

strany organizovat skupinu, ktera by byla ochottesbvat pro valené pijcky.” (str. 19)

Jsem si wdoma toho, Ze modalita hraje v textuc&lNou roli a proto jsem se snazila
jeji projevy do cestiny adekvath prevadit. Jak je patrno z vySe uvedenychikfada,
vyuzivala jsem p piekladu kondicionalu, epistemickych adverbii (parik epistemickych

predikatoti i modalnich sloves.
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4.2.3 Koheze

Vzhledem ke strukturalnim odliSnostem mezi vnitktdeym odkazovaninteskym a
anglickym dochazeloippirekladu zejména slozitych satiivvelmi ¢casto k posuiim: kohezi
bylo mnohdy nutné posilit. Tam, kde si atighia originalu vystaila s pouhym ,it“, objevil
se v ffekladuc¢asto i rozvinuty ¥tny ¢len: ,This confusion between ideals and reality was
confirmed in 1903: formally speaking, the partyestpd the notion that working-class
conditions were improving under capitalism...Thgecdon of this argument threw up two
problems: first,_itdenied the truth, which was that the material posi of workers in
Germany was improving;...(str. 117) —,Na zaklad® odmitnuti tohoto argumentu vyvstaly
dva problémy: zaprveé se oficidlni tvrzeni socidlis¢sluovalo s pravdou,...(str. 15)

K formulaénim znénam dochazelo prakticky ve vSectipgadech, kdy se v originale
vyskytlo spojeni ,the former — the latter,WWhereas the ‘defeatists’ saw the war as the
opportunity for revolution, the ‘defencists’ sawas the precursor to revolution: the former
stood for action as soon as possible, the lattepfeparation for action later.“(str. 116) —
»Zatimco ,porazenci‘ vnimali valku jakorflezitost k revoluci, stoupenci obrarsdvi ji vickli
jako predz¥st revoluce; zastanci porazenectvi byli pro okaozakci, ,obranéi’ by se byli
na akci gipravovali pozdji.“ (str. 13)

Stejny postup nasledoval i u ,one — the othgDf the party’s parliamentary leaders,
Hermann Molkenbuhr and Philipp Schiedemann were als holiday, one at Cuxhaven and
the other in the Dolomites(str. 120) -,Dva z c¢elnich predstavitel strany v parlamentu byl
také na dovolené: Hermann Molkenbuhr byl v Cuxhavem Philipp Schiedemann
v Dolomitech.“(str. 17)

Pozn.: V souladu stRu¢ni mluvnici ¢estiny oznauji pod pojmem koheze jak

soudrznost syntaktickou, tak myslenkovou, a nélyjidtedy samostathpojem koherence.

4.2.4 Syntaktické figury

Syntaktické figury se objevujitedevSim v obecném z&wu kapitoly, kde maji za ukol
podtrhnout pointu textu a zaravedodavaji zasru portkud patetické vyzéni. Jedna se
piedevSim o paralelni struktury &iikem gradace. Takovou paralelni asyndetickou
strukturou, kde vyznam graduje, je ti&tad wta:,But, on the plane of Internationalism, this
was also the last war, the war to end wars, thackelior establishing a lasting international
order.” (str. 133) =,V roviné internacionalismu to vSak takésta byt valka posledni, valka,

ktera nela ukorvit vSechny valky, progdek k trvaléemu mezinarodninfadu.” (str. 21)
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V této Wte se navic objevuje aluze ndedvalény projev prezidenta Woodrowa Wilsona,
ktera jeji &inek nacten&e jeSt podtrhuje.

Vyznamny paralelismus se objevuje vé&évnasledujici:, Through the war, French

socialists arguedrepublicanism_would be introducdd the Central Powers; through the

war, Kurt Renner of the Austrian social democratpmtended imperialism and monopoly

capitalism, which were embodied in Britain, wouldl dvercomg (str. 133) —,Diky valce,

tvrdi francouzsti socialisté&e v centralnich mocnostech zavede republikanisBilg valce,

prohlaSuje rakousky socialni demokrat Kurt Renre poda prekonat imperialismus a

monopolni kapitalismus, jejichZlgsrenim je Britanie.“(str. 21)

Paralelismus a v z&w antitezi nachazime i vei¢ posledni:, The First World War

wastherefore_nothe sort of walagainst which socialism had aligned itself: it wasvar for

justice and liberty, not of imperial aggrandizeméngstr. 133) —,Prvni svetova valkatak

byla zcela_jinou valkou neZ togproti které se socialisté kdysi spojili. Byla ¥alka za

spravedInost a svobodu, nikoliv z&st impéria“ (str. 21)

Stylistickou hodnotugchto syntaktickych figur se igkladu snazim zachovavat.

4.3 Lexikum, metafory, idiomatika

Jak jsem jiz zminila, lexikum autora jeepazré neutralni. Zarove vSak Strachan
usiluje o to, aby jeho text byitivy a poutavy, a proto se zde objevugktera specificka
obraznd vyjateni — zejména lexikalizované metafory.

»convening in Basle cathedral, the Second Interoradl clothedits pacifism with a
moral and religious fervour...{(str. 112) ,Na svém zasedani v basilejské katedralieqrla
Druha internacionala sy pacifismus moralnim, ba nabozenskym zapaleifsir:' 9)

.Foreign policy was the prerogative of the Kaisdn trespass into such territory

might invite a setback comparable with the earlamti-socialist laws...” (str. 119) —

.Zahrani¢ni politika byla vysadou cisa — vkr@it na toto Uzemiby mohlo znamenat

nezadouci zvrat srovnatelny AwjSimi protisocialistickymi zakony.. (str. 16)

,But it also saw on the horizoaconomic change...(str. 124) —Na obzoru se vSak
rysovalai zrmeha v oblasti ekonomiky.. (str. 20)
.But Haase himself was labouring under an illusior{str. 112) —,Haase sam vSak

Zil v zajeti iluzi.”(str. 10)
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Vzhledem k tomu, Ze se nejedna #lip aktualizovana obrazna vyjéhi, ktera by
meéla mit vyrazny estetickydinek, ale spiSe o pafme obvyklé prostedky obohaceni stylu,
které maji westirg své protjsSky, negredstavoval ¥tSinou jejich peklad vyrazgjSi problém.
Na rekterych mistech vSakieci jen doSlo k nivelizaci, coz dale okomentuji apkole

Typologie posud.

4.4 Stylistick& a kulturni neekvivalence

Prace se stylistickymi a kulturnimi rozdily mezigéttinou acestinou pedstavovala
duleZitou slozku mé jfekladatelské prace, a proto se ji v komgrtddu wnovat podrob#i.

4.4.1 Realie, terminy

V obecné pekladatelské analyze jsem uvedla, ze vysilatekijempce pedpoklada
pongrné znané presupozice. Problematika presupozic je nejaidedlni prag v oblasti
realii — autor jich v textuiipdklada celotiadu a dekava, Ze&tena referenci pochopi.

Prikladem ntize byt ta: It will be like Agadir® (str. 113) -,Bude to jako Agadir®
(str. 10). Pro pochopenity ¢ten& musi &dét, Ze druhé marocké krizi z roku 1911 se také
iika krize agadirska. Stejntak je nutné ¥dét, Ze ,‘Hottentot election (str. 119) —
Jhotentotské volby* (str. 16) je ozngni pro volby doRiSského stmu vroce 1907.
Takovych pikladi by bylo mozné uvést spoustu.

Co se tge termini, bylo v prvérad nutné o¥fit jejich zavaznou podobu aestirg,
popipadt jejich pravopis. Zavaznou podobu maji Hiklad nazvy instituci;International
Secretariat of Trade Unions{(str. 114) —,Mezindrodni odborovy sekretariat{(str. 11)
.international Socialist Bureau“(str. 112) —,Mezinarodni socialistické byro“(str. 9).
Pravopis, respektive psani malych a velkych pisrbglg nutné oviit nagriklad u spojeni
~Stuttgart resolution” (str. 111) —,Stuttgartska rezoluce(str. 9) Zavaz# uzivané terminy
bylo nezbytné ogfit v paralelni literatie.

Pro rekteré anglické terminy bylo problematické nalézm&stentnicesky ekvivalent
— mam na mysli zejména dvojici terniindefeatism — defencism®. Westire se pondrné
béZneé pouziva termin defétismus (mérasto porazenectvi), ale pro slovo ,defencism“
existuje pouze vyraz obraisévi. V zajmu konzistence protagkladam i ,defeatism* jako

porazenectvi.
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Dale se k problematice terniinyjadiéim v nasledujicim oddile.

4.4.2 Cizi jazyky

V textu originalu se vyskytuje relatignvelké mnozstvi slov z cizich jaziykcoz je
dano jak tematikou textu a jehdigluSnosti k odbornému stylu, tak idiolektem autaa
pravdépodobré i analytickou povahou angdtiny v kontrastu k flektivnicestire. Vyskyt
cizojazy¥nych vyrazi vtextu vedl p piekladu knuthnému rozhodovani. Pouzita
piekladatelsk&eSeni nizeme systematizovat d@kolika skupin — pi této klasifikaci volr
vychazim z rozéleni prekladatelskych postiipodle Jiiho Levého.

Nejjednodussi fdpad nastava, pokud stejné cizi slovo naprosto adatto v ceském
Gzu. Rikladem je teba slovo ,Duma“, které se pro rusky parlamerestie uziva zcela
bézre. Zachovani formy bylo nutné takeé ¥ipads, kdy véestire naopak Zadny ekvivalent pro
cizi termin neexistuje. To jefipad francouzského ,union sacrée“ — vyraz ,(S)swati@“ se
sice vc¢estire pouziva, ale ve smyslu svaté unie Kristoviipadré francouzské Katolické
ligy. Terminu ,Burgfrieden” sice odpovida vyraz guni mir‘, ale pouziva se spiSe ve
stredowkém kontextu a proto vyraz ponechavamivaquni podoB.

DalSim postupem, ktery jsenti praci pouZzila, bylo nahrazeni ciziho vyrazu dofimac
ekvivalentem. K tomutdeSeni jsem jfistoupila u slov ,Entente — Dohoda“, ,Kaiser — é¢fsa
,Reich —fi%e*, ,Reichstag RiSsky s#m“. Cizi podoby &chto slov jsou \estirt dobre
znameé, ale veském diskurzu se objevuji spiSe jejickelpzené varianty. V jednéasti
piekladu jsem slovo ,Reichstagtgri jen vyuzila:;, The Reichstag socialist delegation had
perforce to take part in the Reichstag’s (admiitdomited) role in Germany’s government.”
(str. 118) — ,Socialisticka delegace RiSském séimu se musela chinecht podilet na —
nespor@ omezené — Uloze Reichstaguemackeé viad“ (str. 15) V tomto mistbylo podle
mého nazoru nutné zamezit nagmému opakovani stejného vyrazu, které jsestirg
narozdil od anglitiny povazovano za stylistickou vadu. Slovo ,Kafsgem sice dazestiny
piekladala jako cida ale odvozeny vyraz ,Kaiserismus® jsem zachovaleizejazgné
podolz, ve které je znam i &estirg: ,The party’s declaratory status, isolating itsetbm the
activities of the state and awaiting its opportyrtid succeed when Kaiserism collapsed, was
impossible to sustain after its success in the 18iE2tions.” (str. 118) — ,Deklarativni
postoj strany, podledmoz se SPD izolovala od aktivit statdekala na svourilezitost uspt
po padu kaiserismu, bylo nemozné udrzet p@dmpstrany ve volbach v roce 1914str.
15)
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U nékterych termifi jsem gistoupila ke sdeni vyrazu a zarovek zachovani jeho
formy v zavorce: ,sttova politika (Weltpolitik)*, ,Generalni konfederac prace
(Conféderation Générale du Travail)*. Obsaklgd casténé z divoda flektivnich; formu
pak zachovavam proto, Zekteri potencialni pijemci miZou tento vyraz znat spisSe v jeho
cizojazyné podob.

Specificky gipad nastal {) prekladu nésledujiciéty ,...those in exile tending to be
more dirigiste and less pragmatic than those stilRussia.”(str. 115) —,...exilovi ¢lenové
byvali wtSimi stoupenci statnich zagsatdlo ekonomiky a byli zpravidla m&pragmatiti nez
bylo ho proto nutnéipprekladu vys¥tlit pomoci opisu. Stejny postup byl podle méhoaréaz
nutny v gipad terminu ,détente“, ktery v originalni podblv ¢estire vzbuzuje odliSné
konotace, souvisejici spiSe s politikou za studeti€y. ,The Balkan war suggested both that
détente and limitation were possible, and that tdisim itself recognized the dangers
inherent in anything else.(str. 119) —,Balkanské véalky skdcily jednak o tom, Ze je moZna
diplomaticka cesta a limitace, a zar@ve tom, Ze si kapitalismus samedemuje nebezge
spojené s jakymkoliv jinyreSenim.“(str. 16)

Zvlastni postaveni maji v textu cizi vyrazy lati@skper se“, ,quid pro quo*, ,in
extremis”. Tato slova neoz&gi Zadné historické redlie — jsou pouzedgsti autorova stylu
a souviseji sipslusnosti anglického textu ke stylu odbornémueském odborném diskurzu
se pravdpodobr latinska slova takkasto jako v angttiné nevyskytuji; pesto jsem se je
rozhodla weském pekladu zachovatCinim tak s ohledem na potencialnik@ského
piijemce, jimz je vzé&lany ¢lovék, a zaroveé se domnivam, Ze i kdybytend tyto latinské

vyrazy neznal, jejich vyznam si z kontextu snadomysli.

4.4.3 Vlastni jména

Anglické peepisy cizich vlastnich jmen se 6dskychéasto pondrné vyrazre lisi a je
tedy nutné jejicltesky ekvivalent vzdyitkladné ovérovat. Nektera jména @stala po pevodu
do cestiny bez zminy, jako napiklad Hugo Haase, Léon Jouhaux nebo Carl Legien. Ke
zménam dochéazelo ip pievodu jmen ruskych: Y. O. Martov — J. O. Martov, oGgi
Plekhanov — Georgij Plechanov; i jmedmeckych: Nmec Karl Kautsky se d@estiny
negasgji prevadi jako Karel Kautsky, Rosa Luxemburg séecpyluje na Rosu

Luxemburgovou.
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4.4.4 Prézens historicky

Ponmerné velkym zasahem do textu byla nakterych mistech zema gramatického
¢asu z anglického préterita gasky prézens.iRomny c¢as s platnostéasu minulého, tedy
prézens historicky, se destire uziva k aktualizaci §a minulych, k ozvlasténi stylu a
zvySeni Zivosti vyprasni. V angliting a tedy i v originalnim textu podobny priesiek chybi;

v paralelni literatte — véeskych knihach pojednévajicich o historii — se Vigdk kategorie
vyskytuje velmicasto a je tedy podle mého nazoru vhodnéijpfekladu pouzit, i s ohledem
nato, Ze autaw styl je v originale velmi Zivy.

»IN the ‘seven theses’, written at the end of Audgl®14, he described the war as a
consequence of a crisis in capitalism, and condudleat ‘the correct slogan is the
conversion of the present imperialist war into &ilcwar.” (str. 116) —,Ve svych ,sedmi
tezich®, které napsal koncem srpna 1914, em@valku za nasledek krize kapitalismu a na
zawer uvadi, Ze ,spravnym heslem jegep¥na soudasné imperialistické valky na valku
obcanskou‘.” (str. 13)

DalSi giklad: ,Haase’s authority was thus unchallenged. He wasquivocal: on 25
July he issued a proclamation on behalf of theyarbndemning Austria-Hungary’s actions,
opposing German support for its ally, and declarthg working class’s resistance to war.”
(str. 120) —,Haaseho autorita byla tedy neomezena: 2Brvence vydava jménem strany
jednoznéné prohlaseni, ve kterém odsuzuje jednani Rakdubkaska, stavi se proti tomu,
aby NPmecko svého spojence podporovalo, a wjpgdodpor pracujicitidy k valce.” (str.
17)
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5. Typologie posuri

Jako pi kazdém pekladu, i gi mé praci dochazelo k posim, z nichz gkteré byly
nevyhnutelné a dkteré by se daly ozda za kompromisni. V nasledujicim oddile se
pokusim tyto posuny systematizovaiticpmz terminologicky oft volné vychazim z Levého

Umeni prekladu.

5.1 Explikace, intelektualizace

Ve svém pekladu jsem se snazila neusihadat potencialnimuctendi praci,
nezlogttovat spornd mista a nevysiovat tam, kde byloreba presupozic.iBsto vSak misty
dochézelo k posuim sntrem ke srozumiteljSimu, logEtéjSimu. Nejvice funkné
odavodrené byly tyto posuny na Zatku a konci textu. Na Zatku bylo nutno navazat na
piedchozi kapitolu tak, aby byla zachovana koheze r(8l¢ist¢ o0 navaznost syntaktickou a
nesnazila jsem séten&e uvést do SirSich souvislosti). DoSlo proto¢katika nutnym
zésalim do textu: jednak jsem s mirnou Upravdal@zila posledni &u kapitoly gedchozi,
jednak jsem potkud zaséhla do textu originalu natatku kapitoly pekladané;Part of the
apocalyptic vision of war entertained by Bethmaroillmeg, by the Tsar, and by Grey rested
on the assumption that war would not be acceptedhbyworking class....The strength of
socialism provided good grounds for their feargstr. 110, 111) -Bethmann Hollweg, car a
EdwardGrey se ve své apokalyptickéegsta¥ valky z‘asti opirali o predpoklad, Ze dinicka
tFfida valku nepijme. Sila_socialistického hnubiyla vskutkupadnym dvodem k obavam.”
(str. 8)

Druhy systémovy zasah bylo nutné provést Wamakapitoly po tom, co jsemiast

textu vynechala. Pro pochopeni bylo nutné fipahitinimi vyswtlivkami nasledujici ¥tu:
»The union sacrée and the Burgfrieden could be ripteted as expressions of socialist
fraternity; the war — it was widely believed — wablde an agent for domestic social reform.”

(str. 133) —,Politické primeri v podolé francouzskéinion sacrée admeckéhdurgfriedenu

miZzeme povazovat za vyraz socialistického bratrstéiika, jak se obeenpredpokladalo,
mela byt hybnou silou vnitrostatni socialni reformystr. 21)
Uvedu jeskt ne¢kolik prikladi, kde k posunu nedochéazelo v souvislosti s vyndamén

doplrénim ¢asti textu,,When, at the Belgian national congress of tradagn in Brussels on
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27 July 1914, Léon Jouhaux, the general secreththieoCGT, asked Legien for a meeting, he
was reluctantly accorded a five-minute conversabear a cup of coffee on the afternoon of
the final session.(str. 114) -,KdyZ na kongresu belgickych odhbiov Bruselu 27cervence
1914 pozadal generalni tajemnik CGT Léon Jouhauwtadaegienao schizku, poskytl mu
Legienneochotd petiminutovy rozhovor nad Salkem kavghbm odpoledne, kdy se konalo
zawrecné zasedani.“(str. 11) Vtomto fpad doSlo zaroveé k posunu v kohezi a ke
zpresréni vyznamu — stalo se tak v souvislostireyodem anglické pasivniéty na ceskou
vétu aktivni, kde bylo pdeba zabranit nadémému opakovani.

»Although Bebel’'s resolution was adopted, it wasegi a revolutionary rider by three
more radical figures, Rosa Luxemburg, V. I. Lenmday. O. Martov...” (str. 111) —
.Bebelova rezoluce byla sicefifata, ale na popuds A radikalngjSich postav_socialistického
hnuti — Rosy Luxemburgové, V. I. Lenina a J. O. Martevk ni byl gipojen revoldni
dodatek...“(str. 9) V tomto pipadct Slo o nij subjektivni pocit, Ze rematickést &ty je malo

rozvinuta a vyZaduje dopini.

5.2 Neutralizace versus zesileni expresivity

Podle Levého je jednim z charakteristickych Znpiekladatelova jazyka nahrazovani
citové zabarvenych vyrazovych prostiki prostedky neutralnimi (Levy 1963: 94). Takovéto
zasahy je pak vhodné na jiném naigitekladu kompenzovat.

Také v mém fekladu doSlo k &kolika piipadim oslabeni expresivitylt was left to
the initiative of the socialist parties of eachtlwése countries, and particularly of France, to
fill the gapleft by the inability of the International to agren the means with which it would
oppose war.“(str. 115) 5,Vzhledem k tomu, Ze se Internacionala nebyla sochajphodnout
na zpisobu, jakcelit valce, byla tato iniciativa ponechana socitiikym stranameéchto dvou
zemi, zejména Francie(str. 12) V tomto fipac se v pekladu vytratila obraznost spojeni
»to fill the gap*.

»The party was_anti-militaristout not_anti-military..“ (str. 118) —,Strana byla sice
antimilitaristicka, ale nebyla proti armadjako takové...”(str. 15) Zde dochazi k poruseni
sevenosti vyjadeni, ke ztrat aktualizace a tedy i k nevyhnutelnému oslabetinkiu

paralelismu. \€estire by se vSak podobna paralela dalo jgrkd vytvait.
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V rdmci mého pekladu se vyskytly i ogaé tendence, které by se daly povaZovat za
kompenzaci zminych neutralizaci;Haase was convinced that Austria-Hungary was at
fault and that Germany was working to restrainatly.” (str. 121) 5,Haase byl p'es¥dcen,

Ze na vid je Rakousko-Uhersko a ZelNecko usiluje o to, aby svého spojence drzelo na
uza.” (str. 18)

.If Germany won, the Russian people would be hanolezt to the exploitation of a
foreign ruling class...“(str. 116) —,Pokud by Nemecko vyhralo, byl by rusky lid vydan
napospasizi vladnouciide, ktera by ho vykasrovala.” (str. 13)

V obou vySe zmitnych pikladech dochazi oproti origindlu k posunu ésem

k expresivit.

5.3 Intenzifikace versus oslabeniilazu

Jak jsem jiz zminila v kapitole o syntaxi, snazgam se pokud mozno zachovat
stylistickou funkci kratkych, respektive dlouhychéty V nékterych gipadech vSak ip
syntaktickém gestylizovani dochazelo k posim.

,Some rigid theorists contended that, far from matieg militarism and imperialism,
and their accompanying threat of war, true revalntiries should be fostering them(str.
113) — ,Ne¢kteri nesmlouvani teoretikové tvrdili, Ze opravdovi otagion&i by nendli
usilovat o oslabeni militarismu a imperialismu,i¢gbg potencialnim nasledkemibe byt

valka. Naopak — #ii by je podporovat. (str. 10) V tomto fipact doSlo rozdlenim &t ke

zdarazreni jejich obsahu, stefnjako ve ¥té nasledujici: |n particular, the pacifist impetus
in 1913 itself came not from the International baim joint Franco-German collaboration.”
(str. 115) —,Ani samotny pacifisticky impuls v roce 1913 neVyat Internacionaly — zrodil

se z francouzskoémecké spoluprack (str. 12)

V nasledujicich dvouifkladech naopak dochazi k eliminaci kratkyctizpakovych
vét, a diraz je tak spiSe oslabepHaase’'s authority was thus unchallenged. He was
unequivocal on 25 July he issued a proclamation on behalfth& party...” (str. 120) —
.,Haaseho autorita byla tedy neomezena: 2Brvence vydava jménem strany jedndmea
prohlaseni...“(str. 17)

,On 4 August the socialist party, reflecting itsngr discipline and led by Haase,

voted as a bloc in favour of war credits. Its vetas unconditionat (str. 123) —,4. srpna
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socialisticka strana projevila svoji vriiti disciplinu a pod vedeni Haaseho jako celek
bezvyhrada hlasovala ve prosfeh vale'hych pijcek.” (str. 20)

K intenzifikaci misty dochazelo nejen v ramci sytiigkych zmen, ale i v oblasti
lexika: ,Its ability to moderate the behaviour of its gomarent promised not merely domestic
repercussions but also direct benefits to Intemmaiism.” (str. 117) —,Dokazala zdated
usmeriovat chovani émecké vlady, coz dlo dopad nejen na domaci situaci, ale znamenalo
to také pimy piinos pro internacionalismus.(str. 14) Zde se @b jedna o subjektivni pocit,

Ze @i preformulovani bylo nutné pozitivni aspekinmecké schopnosti Zdaznit.
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6. Zaver

Cilem této bakalgké prace bylo ielozit anglicky text kapitoly Socialism and the
International a feklad pak v odborném kometit@dpovidajicim zfisobem reflektovat. iP
piekladu jsem usilovala zejména o zachovani dnhkekvivalence textu, o co nejéi
terminologickou a ¥cnou Fesnost a stylistickou barvitost. V komeitgsem se snaZila
analyzovat vychozi text a systematizovisktadatelsk&eSeni a posuny, ke kterym dosSlo.

Pri prekladatelské praci dochazelo k mnoha nevyhnutelkgmpromisim, zejména
vzhledem k abstraktnimu charakteru textu a nutriagtirpretace. Zevrubnyigkladatelsky
komentd mi umoznil zamyslet se nad celkovou metodou i ¢dlilrymi postupy a nahlédnout
na gekladatelsky proces pod mnoh@mymi Uhly. Tato prace tak pro mne byla velkym

piinosem a poskytla mi cenné zkuSenosti pro budde&igdatelskou praxi.
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110 WILLINGLY TO WAR

The ability of all the belligerents to interpret the war defensively covered
over the contradictions which were implicit in the nurse’s vocation and of
which Latzko complained. Women as a whole may have been much more
dubious about the war than men, and certainly more so than allowed for
by Latzko. But the soldier sallied forth to protect his wife and children. Thus
a primitive and basic response could be rolled into the patriotism demanded
of the modern state. Those women who could rationalized their readiness
to let their husbands go as a sacrifice for ‘God and fatherland’; those who
could not saw it as an act of self-protection and of maternal responsibility. ‘It
is a thousand times better, wrote a contributor to a German magazine on
pastoral theology, ‘to [fight for home and hearth| on the frontier and in
enemy territory, than to have the enemy enter the homeland and take every-
thing.*'

Most contemporary explanations for war enthusiasm tended to rest on the
rationalization of emotions rather than on logic itself. What they reflected
above all was surprise—on two counts. The first was surprise that the war had
broken out at all. Freud expressed this with his customary clarity in the spring
of 1915:

We were prepared to find that wars between the primitive and civilized peoples,
between the races who are divided by the colour of their skin—wars, even, against
and among the nationalities of Europe whose civilization is little developed or has
been lost—would occupy mankind for some time to come. But we permitted
ourselves other hopes. We had expected the great world-dominating nations of
white race upon whom the leadership of the human species has fallen, who were
known to have world-wide interests as their concern, to whose creative powers
were due not only our technical advances towards the control of nature but the
artistic and scientific standards of civilization—we had expected these peoples to
succeed ‘i;‘.l discovering another way of settling misunderstandings and conflicts of
interest.™

The second source of surprise was that the populations of Europe embraced
the war as they did. The picture of widespread enthusiasm does stand in need
of modification and of amplification. But its fundamental message remains
unequivocal. The belligerent peoaples of Europe accepted the onset of war; they
did not reject it. And yet the anticipation that there could be opposition, that
mobilization could be sabotaged, that the workers in key war industries would
strike, that reservists would not report for duty, was widely held. Part of the
apocalyptic vision of war entertained by Bethmann Hollweg, by the Tsar, and
by Grey rested on the assumption that war would not be accepted by the
working class.

' Geinitz, Kriegsfurcht und Kampfbereitschaft, 157. ** Freud, ‘Thoughts for the times), 276,
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SOCIALISM AND THE INTERNATIONAL

The strength of socialism provided good grounds for their fears. After 1912 the
German socialists, the SPD, constituted the largest single party in the Reich-
stag; the 1914 French elections gave the socialists almost thirty more seats than
they had held in 1910, and their gains represented an increase of half a million
votes since 1906. The rate of growth outstripped the pace of the economic and
social change which underpinned it. In 1910, the socialist parties of the world
claimed 2.4 million party members; by 1914 this figure had swollen to 4.2
million.**

A major plank of socialism for many, but not all, of its adherents was
pacifism. In 1889, to mark the centenary of the French Revolution, the Second
International was formed to link the socialist parties of the world. But the first
Moroccan crisis revealed how little had been done by 1905 to co-ordinate the
responses of its members in the face of war. The German trade unions, asked by
the French syndicalist organization the Confedération Générale du Travail
(CGT) to co-operate in anti-war demonstrations, responded that such an
initiative should come not from them but from the SPD, as it was the German
workers’ political organization. The SPD was of the view that the French
socialist party should take the lead, and the latter consequently accused the
former of interfering in France’s domestic arrangements.”* Prompted by this
fiasco, the International debated its response to war at its 1907 conference in
Stuttgart. The French socialists Jean Jaures and Edouard Vaillant proposed that
war should be hindered by measures ranging from parliamentary intervention
through mass strikes to revolution. But others feared that strikes and revolu-
tions, particularly at times of national danger, were calculated to invite gov-
emmental repression and so threaten rather than advance the cause of
socialism. August Bebel, the leader of the German socialists, proposed a
formula that was less precise and consequently less provocative: workers and
their parliamentary representatives should hinder the outbreak of war by the
most effective means available; if war broke out nonetheless, they should work
for its rapid conclusion. Although Bebel’s resolution was adopted, it was given
a revolutionary rider by three more-radical figures, Rosa Luxemburg, V. L.
Lenin, and Y. O. Martov: in the event of war socialists were to use the
opportunity to hasten the demise of class rule.””

Thus, the Stuttgart resolution was a compromise, long on strategy and short
on tactics. In 1910, at Copenhagen, Vaillant, this time in conjunction with a

s Haupt, Sacialism and the Great War, 132. For what follows, see Haupt; Joll, Second International;
Kirby, War, peace and revelution, 1-40.

* Milner, Dilemmas of Internationalism, 134-8.

* Miller, Burgfrieden und Klassenkampf, 34-5.
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Briton, Keir Hardie, tried to give it precision. They proposed a genzaral strike as
the means to avert war. The German socialists opposed, and rather than split
over the issue the congress agreed that further consideration should be post-
poned until its next meeting, due to be held in Vienna in 1913. In the event,
however, the outbreak of the first Balkan war disrupted the timings. An
emergency meeting was held in Basle at the end of 1912. Rather than debate
the Vaillant-Hardie proposal, the Basle meeting opted for a more general
appeal to all pacifist elements, including the middle class. Convening in
Basle cathedral, the Second International clothed its pacifism with a moral
and even religious fervour which still lacked precision but now seemed to be
effective. Anti-war demonstrations coincided with the conference, and the
pressure for restraint put on governments was apparently reflected in their
pursuit of peaceful solutions in 1913. The congress due to be held that year was
postponed until September 1914, when a definitive decision on whether or not
socialists would counter war with a general strike would be taken.

Governmental fears of socialist strength, and specifically of the Internation-
al’s pursuit of pacifism, were reflected in the optimism which overtook social-
ists themselves in 1913. The fact that the principal European crises of the
previous decade had been settled without a major war confirmed their belief
in the effectiveness of their own influence and in the argument, espoused
especially by the German socialists, that premature alarm in the event of a crisis
would only bring discredit on the International. Even Jean Jaures, the great
French socialist, whose primary goal became the pursuit of peace and who
urged the International into a more active and interventionist policy, suc-
cumbed to the general euphoria. In July 1914, therefore, socialists everywhere
were slow to respond. Their ignorance of secret diplomatic exchanges ensured
that they could do no more than follow events, until—like everybody else—
they were overtaken by the speed of developments in the last few days.

On 29 July 1914 the committee of the International Socialist Bureau, the
permanent secretariat of the International, convened in Brussels to discuss the
timing and location of the congress scheduled to be held in Vienna that
autumn. First to speak was the leader of the Austrian socialists, Viktor Adler.
His mood was despondent. He saw war between Austria-Hungary and Serbia
as unavoidable, and regarded his most important task as the preservation of his
party and its institutions: he told his international colleagues that ‘the ideas of
a strike and so on are only fantasies’”® Adler’s defeatism was roundly criticized
by Hugo Haase, Bebel’s successor as leader of the SPD in the Reichstag. Haase
called for action to uphold the peace, and was supported by the two other
Germans present, Karl Kautsky (the party’s principal Marxist theoretician)
and Rosa Luxemburg (who represented Poland). But Haase himself was

3¢ Miller, Burgfrieden und Klassenkampt, 44.
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labouring under an illusion. He thought that one of the principal upholders of
European peace was the German government. Misled, the mood of the meet-
ing recovered its optimism. On Jaures’s suggestion the committee decided that
the best approach would be for the national parties not to approve war credits:
itdid not, however, regard the situation as sufficiently urgent for it to pre-empt
the deliberations of the congress itself, which were to be brought forward to 9
August and held in Paris. ‘It will be like Agadir, Jaures remarked, to Vander-
velde, the Belgian socialist, on 30 July. “There will be ups and downs. But it is
impossible that things won’t turn out all right’*” On the same day Jaureés found
time to visit the Flemish primitives at the Musée des Beaux Arts before he
returned to France. The following evening he was dead, the victim of an
assassin’s bullet.

There is no reason to believe that, even had the International been made
aware of the implications of the July crisis, it could have mounted a more
effective response to the danger which confronted it. Its view of war was
conditioned by its view of imperialism: its stock image was a war of territorial
acquisitiveness generated by economic competition, not a war of self-defence.
By concentrating on the abstract, by treating peacetime militarism as the
immediate danger, and by construing the threat of war within Europe itself
asremote, it avoided exposing latent splits in its own body.

Within the International the revolutionary left did not share the majority’s
abhorrence of war. They argued that imperialism was the last stage of capital-
ism, that the arms race which colonial rival ry generated increased the exploi-
tation and consequently the class-consciousness of the workers, and that the
result of war would be the opportunity to create class revolution. Some rigid
theorists contended that, far from moderating militarism and imperialism,
and their accompanying threat of war, true revolutionaries should be fostering
them. The rhetoric of Internationalism continued to give expression to at least
some of these ideas. But the success in averting war shown by capitalist society
led many German socialists, including Bebel, Haase, and Kautsky, to reckon
that capitalism recognized the dangers attendant on war for itself and would
moderate its behaviour accordingly. Such thinking acted as a bridge to the
majority of socialists, who were increasingly of a reformist rather than a
revolutionary disposition. The pre-war expansion of socialism owed much
to its fusion with the trades-union movement, whose objectives were less
theoretical and political, more pragmatic and economic. Rosa Luxemburg’s

, ‘onviction in January 1913 that capitalism was breaking down, that imperial-
 Ismwas in its last stages, and that the moment was ripe for a socialist offensive
did not reflect the dominant view. Co-operation and collaboration with
apitalism at home went hand in hand with moderation in Internationalism,

ot Toll, Second International, 168.
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an emphasis on arbitration, and a call for arms reductions. Even if the 1914
International congress had debated the Vaillant—-Hardie proposal, the majority
would have rejected the use of a general strike to counter war, and the only
outcome would have been a bitter split.

Not the least of the difficulties that would have confronted the International
if it had embraced the idea of a general strike was its uneasy relationship with
trade unionism. The International was an organization of socialist parties.
Anxious in its early days to exclude anarchists, it had focused on the primacy of
political action and rejected the weaponry of mass strikes. Such an approach
made life uncomfortable for trade unionism, but found its rationalization in a
division of labour. The economic problems of the working class were taken up
internationally by the International Secretariat of Trade Unions, formally
established in 1901. Dominated by the German Free Trade Unions, in the
hands of Carl Legien, its focus was practical and its priority to support the
development of strong national organizations rather than to promote inter-
national activity per se. French syndicalists were unhappy with this approach:
they were at once both more international and more anarchist, but they found
that none of abstention, confrontation, or co-operation could make the Ger-
mans change their position. France was far from being alone in its stance, but
Geman trades unions had their way by dint of superior organization and
superior numbers. In 1909 the entry of the United States to the International
Secretariat of Trade Unions consolidated its approach. By 1913, when the
International Secretariat changed its name to the International Federation
and elected Legien its president, revolutionary syndicalism was on the defens-
ive and the division between German and French trade unionism even more
evident than that between German and French socialism. When, at the Belgian
national congress of trades unions in Brussels on 27 July 1914, Léon Jouhaux,
the general secretary of the CGT, asked Legien for a meeting, he was reluctantly
accorded a five-minute conversation over a cup of coffee on the afternoon of
the final session.”®

Legien’s pragmatism was realistic. Trade unionism had to be stronger
nationally before it could exercise international influence. In France only 9
per cent of workers were members of trades unions in 1914. Even in Germany,
as Haase pointed out in 1912, the two industrial sectors most vital to the
conduct of the war, the railway and munitions workers, were not unionized.
The country with a well-organized proletariat, where the trades unions could
call an effective general strike, would be overrun by the country that was less
well-developed in socialist terms. In the latter nascent trades unionism, if the
workers opposed war, would be crushed by a state rendered more powerful by
its need to respond to the onset of hostilities.

** Milner, Dilemmas of Internationalism, esp. 48-59, 71-83, 195-9.
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The solution which Haase therefore advocated in 1912 was for each country
to follow its own course. Thus the International showed itself to be no more
than a federation of national bodies, within which the idea of Internationalism
itself retreated as socialism within individual states advanced. In particular, the
pacifist impetus in 1913 itself came not from the International but from joint
Franco-German collaboration. It was left to the initiative of the socialist parties
of each of these countries, and particularly of France, to fill the gap left by the
inability of the International to agree on the means with which it would oppose
war. And yet, although putting itself in the hands of national forces, socialism’s
view of nationalism remained too ambivalent for it to be able to harness its
appeal to the ends of internationalism. Rosa Luxemburg saw the class struggle
as an international undertaking which national self-determination could only
undermine; Marx and Engels had been more pragmatic, recognizing that
nationalism might be a means to the revolutionary end, but confining their
support of it to the so-called ‘historic’ nations, and thus excluding many of the
ethnic groups within the Austrian and Russian empires. In 1912 the Balkan
socialists were amazed to discover that Jaurés’s enthusiasm for peace extended
to support for Turkey rather than his accepting the justice of a war of national
liberation. Thus, by 1914 socialist theory remained undecided about the role of
nationalism, while socialist practice was determined by national circum-
stances.

An additional paradox was that the success of socialism in each country
increased its adaptation to national circumstances, and so weakened its inter-
nationalism. Thus, in those countries where internationalism remained stron-
gest in the face of war, socialism as a whole was weak and the protest therefore
relatively ineffectual. Both socialist members of parliament in Serbia opposed
the approval of war credits. In Russia on 8 August all three socialist groupings
in the Duma, the Bolsheviks, Mensheviks, and Trudoviks, proved sufficiently
loyal to principles of the Second International to abstain from the approval of
war credits. But the Russian socialists had no effective organizations at the
local level. In Moscow there were neither Social Democrat nor Socialist
Revolutionary committees functioning. In St Petersburg the socialist under-
ground networks had been smashed by the secret police, and control of the
legal organizations was the subject of fierce competition between Mensheviks
and Bolsheviks. Furthermore, the parties of the left were divided not only
against each other, but also internally, those in exile tending to be more
dirigiste and less pragmatic than those still in Russia.™

Responses to the war did not resolve the differences of Russian socialism. At
both the Stuttgart and the Copenhagen congresses the Socialist Revolution-
aries had been amongst the foremost supporters of resolutions against war. But

¥ McKean, St Petersburg, 126—9; Melancon, Socialist Revolutionaries, 67.
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the imprecision of the Stuttgart resolution—as revolutionary leaders found
out when they tried to implement it at the end of July in Vyborg**—made it an
inadequate guide. Arguably Lenin remained truest to the fundamental prin-
ciples of the International, even if in practice he rejected its authority. In the
‘seven theses, written at the end of August 1914, he described the war as a
consequence of a crisis in capitalism, and concluded that “the correct slogan is
the conversion of the present imperialist war into a civil war’,

If Germany won, the Russian people would be handed over to the exploita-
tion of a foreign ruling class; if Germany was defeated, Russia could help
activate a revolution within Germany itself. These arguments meant that the
appeal made to the Russian socialists by Vandervelde, that they support the
Entente, had some unlikely supporters, including the exiled anarchist Kropot-
kin, and Georgii Plekhanov, Russian social democracy’s leading theorist.

Lenin’s fiercely independent line from abroad was moderated by the Bol-
sheviks still in St Petersburg. In the Duma they joined with the Mensheviks to
declare that ‘the proletariat . .. will at all times defend the cultural wealth of the
nation against any attack from whatever quarter’, and their reply to Vander-
velde—although it rejected defencism per se—accepted the possibility of their
defending a new democratic Russia.*' Kerensky, the Trudovik leader, revealed
how very similar considerations, especially when conditioned by pragmatism,
could produce a radically different outcome. He declared that the war would
not have happened if the governments of Russia and of the other belligerents
had been democratic. But now that it had begun, the threat to the people of
Russia—as opposed to their rulers—required that they be defended: ‘Peasants
and workers, all who desire the happiness and welfare of Russia . . . harden your
spirits, collect all forces, and when you have defended the country, liberate it.*’
Here was a statement that was at once both defencist and revolutionary—a
paradoxical realism which left open the path to inter-socialist party co-opera-
tion within Russia but which could only undermine the immediate effective-
ness of its wider appeal. Thus, to equate ‘defencism’ with reformism does not
do justice to the revolutionary ambitions of many, if not most, of its advocates.
Whereas the ‘defeatists’ saw the war as the opportunity for revolution, the
‘defencists’ saw it as the precursor to revolution: the former stood for action as
soon as possible, the latter for preparation for action later.

Even if the socialists within Russia were more united than Lenin’s rhetoric
suggested, and even if they were collectively more loyal to the spirit of the
[nternational than socialists elsewhere, the fact remains that they lacked the
power to influence their country’s policies. The strongest and most successful

)

McKean, St Petersburg, 356—7.
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socialist party in the world was that of Germany. Its ability to moderate the
behaviour of its government promised not merely domestic repercussions but
also direct benefits to Internationalism. The argument voiced by Kerensky and
others—that the Russian people had to defend themselves—would cease to
operate if Germany was not, or did not appear to be, the aggressor.

Socialists in France and Russia looked to Germany for a lead, but it was in
Austria above all that the SPD could have exercised a direct effect. Austrian
social democracy was reconstituted in 1897 in six autonomous national group-
ings. In 1910 the Czechs broke away completely, and in 1912 they were prepared
to reject the war service law which made every citizen liable for war-related
service and suspended the rights of workers’ organizations. The Austro-
German socialists, on the other hand, accepted the primacy of national
defence. Viktor Adler, the leader of the Austrian party, had been virtually
alone in his pessimism about the prospects for Internationalism both at
Basle in 1912 and in Brussels on 29 July 1914. When war came he embodied
his decision to support his country’s actions with a statement of the dilemma:
‘An incomprehensible German to have done anything else. An incomprehen-
sible Social Democrat to have done it without being racked with pain’** He
then resigned his party responsibilities. If Germany’s socialists had been able to
take a strong stand against the war those of Austria might well have followed
their lead. In the event the socialist party of neither of the Central Powers
opposed the war: thus was Internationalism forfeit to national priorities.

The decision of the German socialists to support the war was both more
confused and more hectic than the development of the SPD in the previous
decade suggested would be likely. However, the success of the party made it
revisionist rather than revolutionary, and to that extent its decision in 1914 was
of a piece with its earlier development. Between 1878 and 1890 socialist activity
in Germany was banned, except within the Reichstag. The ending of the anti-
socialist law was marked in 1891 by the adoption at Erfurt of a party pro-
gramme whose objectives, while ultimately Marxist, were in the short
term compatible with liberalism and were to be achieved by parliamentary
means and not by revolution. This confusion between ideals and reality
was confirmed in 1903: formally speaking, the party rejected the notion that
working-class conditions were improving under capitalism and that therefore
the socialist objective should be to work with the existing state so as to trans-
form it from within. The rejection of this argument threw up two problems:
first, it denied the truth, which was that the material position of workers in
Germany was improving; and secondly, it was not accompanied by a credible
alternative policy, since revolution was seen as the consequence of an inevitable
collapse of capitalism, not something to be actively sought. The bulk of the

* Joll, Second International, 181; also, Rauchensteiner, Tod des Doppeladlers, 35, 139.
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socialists’ votes came from urban workers. The trades union influence within
the party was strong: at least forty-five of the 110 socialist deputies in the
Reichstag in 1914 had arrived there by way of the trades unions.* Therefore,
although the party’s leaders showed their desire in 1891 and in 1903 to reflect
Marxist nostrums, the practical need to attend to the economic position of its
constituents, and the obvious growth and success of the party while it did so,
made it more collaborationist than its overt stance allowed. Indeed, the
appearance in the years after the 1905 Russian revolution of an activist left
wing, whose most vociferous campaigner was Rosa Luxemburg, was evidence
of the revisionist trend of the majority of the party. As the party grew in size
and success, so its bureaucracy grew too: the executive authorities of the party
tried to follow a position which was neutral in terms of policy but which, in
practice, acknowledged the party’s reliance on the trades unions, at least as a
counterweight to the left. The party’s declaratory status, isolating itself from
the activities of the state and awaiting its opportunity to succeed when
Kaiserism collapsed, was impossible to sustain after its success in the 1912
elections. The Reichstag socialist delegation had perforce to take a part in
the Reichstag’s (admittedly limited) role in Germany’s government. Although
the socialists did not form a link with the Progressives or the Centre in 1912, the
possibility of such a bloc within the Reichstag was beginning to enter the realm
of practical politics.

Symptomatic of the SPD’s reformism was its attitude to the army. In 1904
Bebel declared that the party was a determined defender of the principle of
universal military service, which it saw as an honourable obligation for all men
of military age.* But implicit within this apparent acceptance of the principal
embodiment of the state’s power was a challenge to the army’s function as an
instrument of monarchical authority, and to its possible role in suppressing
the workers. Bebel wanted a fuller form of conscription in order to create a true
nation in arms, defensive in its capabilities and, more importantly, democratic
in its organization. The party was anti-militarist but not anti-military; its goals
were domestic and its interest in international relations peripheral. Pacifism
was not integral to its identity.

But by 1907 the SPD’s neglect of overseas affairs was unsustainable. Biilow’s
espousal of Weltpolitik exploited international issues for domestic ends. Ger-
man expansion promised full employment and better standards of living, so
luring workers from socialism to his centre-right coalition. The SPD, therefore,
chose to fight the 1907 elections on German policy in South West Africa. The

" Snell, American Historical Review, LIX (1953), 66-7. On German socialism generally in this period,
see Nettl, Past and Present, 30 (1965); Schorske, German social democracy; Ryder, German revolution,
chs. 1 and 2; Calkins, Haase, chs. 3 and 4; Groh, Journal of Contemporary History, 1 (1966), 4, 151-77;
Miller, Burgfrieden und Klassenkampf; Kruse, Krieg und nationale Integration.
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Herero rebellion had been crushed with brutality, but its horrors failed to
move German workers. The SPD lost thirty-six seats. If there was a case for
continuity from Biilow’s Weltpolitik to the origins of the war and from there to
the development of German war aims, then there is also a case for saying that
the workers, having embraced Weltpolitik in 1907 out of economic self-interest,
had to support the war in 1914 for the same reason.*®

The case against such a continuity is that, at one level, the result of the 1907
election galvanized the SPD into finding a foreign policy that was both more
coherent and more distinctively socialist. To that extent the Stuttgart resolu-
tion, also of 1907, was well timed. In 1911, during the second Moroccan crisis,
the party organized demonstrations in favour of peace: 100,000 people
attended a rally in Berlin on 20 August, and 250,000 on 3 September. But at
another level the so-called ‘Hottentot’ election was also a reminder of the
unwisdom of challenging nationalism. Even at Stuttgart Bebel stressed that the
International should be concentrating on the conditions of the working class,
not on the issues of war and peace. Foreign policy was the prerogative of the
Kaiser: to trespass into such territory might invite a setback comparable with
the earlier anti-socialist laws, and so undermine the obvious achievements of
German socialism. The SPD fought to keep foreign policy out of the 1912
election, and thereafter the pacifism of German socialism waned. The Balkan
wars suggested both that détente and limitation were possible, and that
capitalism itself recognized the dangers inherent in anything else. In 1913 the
SPD’s handling of the Zabern affair revolved once again around the domestic
implications of militarism, not the external security of the Reich.

Indications that German socialists would not resort to strike action to
disrupt mobilization multiplied. For the SPD mass strikes were a way to
respond to repression from above, not to avert hostilities between states,
Even in the midst of the pacifist euphoria of 1911 Karl Kautsky described the
policy of the Vaillant-Hardie proposal as ‘heroic folly’, more likely to shatter
the party than to prevent war. In December 1913 the general commission of
trades unions rejected the Vaillant-Hardie recommendation, and in May 1914
Haase, entrusted with the formulation of the German response, urged its
authors to withdraw it,*”

The split which the SPD feared the issue of war might generate was not
simply one between the socialist party and the German state but also (and
perhaps inevitably, given the first danger) one within the party itself. Pacifism
in 191112 revealed a first set of fissures; it attracted middle-class supporters

* Gunther Mai, ““Verteidigungskrieg” und “Volksgemeinschaft”, Staatliche Selbstbehauptung,
nationale Solidaritét und social Befreiung in Deutschland in der Zeit des Ersten Weltkrieges (1900~
1925)) in Michalka (ed.), Erste Weltkrieg, 585—6.

i Stargardt, German idea of militarism, 93, 128-37, 140, 155; Verhey, "Spirit of 1914, 27-30; Milner,
Dilemmas of internationalism, 199.
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who were not necessarily socialists, while at the same time antagonizing those
on the left of the party who saw war as the final crisis of capitalism. The decline
of pacifism in 1913 produced another set. In June a majority of the party (fifty-
two members) voted for the increases in the German army: it justified its
policy on the grounds that the army’s growth was to be funded by a progressive
tax on property, and on the promise therein of a fundamental restructuring of
Germany’s taxation system. But thirty-seven party members opposed, and
seven abstained.

For the protagonists of the International, buoyed up by the prevalent
optimism of 1913, the significance of the vote on the army law lay not in its
result, an indication that most German socialists rated the defence of the
nation more highly than the advancement of peace, but rather in the division,
which suggested that radicalism was re-emergent within the German party
following the death of Bebel in August. This uncertainty about the future
direction of the German socialist party was reflected within its leadership.
Friedrich Ebert, Bebel’s successor as party leader, had been the party’s secretary
and put the priority on party unity; Haase, the new leader within the Reich-
stag, found himself torn between party loyalty and his own personal opposi-
tion to the growth of the regular army.

These problems were compounded by the French socialists. In emphasizing
the problems of war and peace rather than the condition of the working class,
they shifted the International’s focus from the area of their own weakness to
that of the Germans, and so were able to challenge the Germans for primacy in
world socialism. A joint meeting of French and German parliamentary delega-
tions at Berne in May 1013 illustrated the Germans’ confusion. It resolved to
call for limits in arms spending and the enforcement of international arbitra-
tion. At the time Jaurés and his fellow internationalists might have been
encouraged by such indications. But in hindsight the message seemed differ-
ent: the French provided 121 delegates, of whom only thirty-eight were social-
ists, while the Germans could muster a mere thirty-four, all but six of whom
were socialists.

In the event, the dilemma between radical pacifism and revisionist nation-
alism was sufficiently genuine for both currents to find expression in the
response of German socialism to the July crisis itself. The radical phase lasted
from 25 July to 30 July. Ebert was on his honeymoon, and did not return to
Berlin till 28 July. Of the party’s parliamentary leaders, Hermann Molkenbuhr
and Philipp Schiedemann were also on holiday, one at Cuxhaven and the other
in the Dolomites. Haase’s authority was thus unchallenged. He was unequi-
vocal: on 25 July he issued a proclamation on behalf of the party, condemning
Austria-Hungary’s actions, opposing German support for its ally, and declar-
ing the working class’s resistance to war. The party’s newspaper, Vorwiirts, took
a similar line.
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Over the next four days mass demonstrations against war occurred all over
Germany. Although none individually was on the scale of the largest held in
191, that in Berlin on 28 July attracted 100,000 people and prompted the
police, who at first had underestimated attendance at the rallies, to ban further
meetings in the interests of traffic control. By 31 July 288 anti-war demonstra-
tions had taken place in 163 cities and communes, involving up to three-
quarters of a million people.*®

These protests were designed to uphold the peace: in that sense they were
not directed against the German government, nor necessarily against any
ultimate decision to go to war which it might take. Haase was convinced
that Austria-Hungary was at fault and that Germany was working to restrain
its ally. The government itself did not feel threatened. As early as 25 July
the Prussian minister of war, Falkenhayn, told the deputy commanding
generals in each corps area that there was no need to take action against
the SPD. On the following day Haase saw Clemens von Delbriick, the Prussian
minister of the interior, who reassured him that the SPD’s demonstrations
would be tolerated. Thus did Bethmann Hollweg’s policy of the ‘diagonal’ reap
the reward prefigured by the 1913 army law debate. In its anxiety to avoid a
clash with the government over foreign policy, the SPD put the best possible
interpretation on the chancellor’s actions. On 30 July Vorwiirts praised even the
Kaiser ‘as a sincere friend of the people’s peace’® By then the immediate
objectives of both the SPD and Wilhelm were the same, to localize a Balkan
war. To all intents and purposes Haase and Bethmann Hollweg were working
together, the actions of the former confirming the irenic public image pursued
by the latter.

The replacement of pacifism with nationalism was more the product of
external events than of machinations on the part of the SPD’s revisionists.
Socialists could remain united in their opposition to an Austrian war of
aggression and to a local crisis that did not appear as an immediate danger
to Germany itself. But as the crisis developed Russia’s mobilization presented a
direct threat, not only to Germany but also to socialism both within Germany
and throughout the world. By 30 July the socialist leaders accepted that a war
was inevitable, and that defence against Russia was its justification.

The possibility that the SPD would embrace war against Tsarism was
ingrained long before 1914.”" The socialist press was able to tap a vein of
xenophobic rhetoric that was not only spiteful but also spontaneous. "We do
not want our wives and children to be sacrificed to the bestialities of the

* Kruse, Krieg und nationale Integration, 30—41; recent historians have played up the scale of these
demonstrations, in contrast to earlier interpretations. See also Raithel, Das ‘Wunder’ der inneren
Einheir, 244-7; Stargardt, German idea of militarism, 142.

“ Quoted in Raithel, Das ‘Wunder' der inneren Einheit, 186.
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Cossacks’ wrote Friedrich Stampfer at the end of July.”' He was not the dupe of
Bethmann Hollweg but a spokesman for German workers. In the following
weeks the SPD leadership would continue to link defencism with Russophobia.
Reports of atrocities from East Prussia not only justified the SPD’s rationaliza-
tion of the war, but also cemented the links between it and the rest of Germany.
Distant from the industrial heartlands of German socialism, the peasants of
the rural marchlands were portrayed as pastoralists defending order and
progress against the nomads of the Asiatic steppe. This was an interpretation
with which the right could be as content as the left.>

If the party’s leaders had been slow to grasp the gravity of the crisis in early
July, they were under no illusions as to what confronted them by the end of the
month. But their very sense of urgency helped exacerbate the weaknesses in
party leadership already consequent on Bebel’s death. On 28 July Haalse,
Kautsky, and Luxemburg left for the meeting of the International’s executive
in Brussels: at a stroke the most forceful exponents of radicalism were removed
from centre-stage. On the following day Bethmann Hollweg asked to see
Haase. In his stead, the party was represented by Albert Siiddekum. Siidekum
was not a member of the party’s committee nor of the parliamentary party’s
committee, but he nonetheless assured the chancellor that the SPD had no
plans for strike action. On the same day Ludwig Frank, a Reichstag deputy who
believed that the moment for protest was past, said that socialist soldiers must
do their duty for Germany: it is possible that he went further, and began to
organize a group on the right wing of the party ready to vote in favour of war
credits.”® On 30 July the rump leadership present in Berlin convened. It
anticipated the resumption of the persecution endured by socialism under
Bismarck, and sent Ebert to Switzerland with the party funds; he did not get
back until 3 August.

Haase returned to Berlin on 31 July, and at a meeting of the party commitee
held on the same day called for the rejection of war credits. The choice which
the committee debated was essentially that between Haase’s line and absten-
tion: only Eduard David was ready to put the case for the approval of war
credits. Thus far, therefore, German socialism seemed likely to follow the
policy proposed in Brussels by Jaures. Hermann Miiller was dispatched to
France to convey this message.

Formally speaking, both now and later, the SPD took little account of the
trades unions. But on 1 August the free trades unions and the government
struck a bargain whereby the former agreed not to strike in the event of war in
exchange for a government undertaking not to ban them. Next day the trades

f" Miller, Burgfrieden und Klassenkampf, s4.

** Peter Jahn, ' “Zarendreck, Barabarendreck—peitscht sie.” Die russische Besetzung Ostpreussens
1914 in der deutschen Offentlichkeit’, in Berliner Geschichtswerkstatt, August 1914, 150.

* Miller, Burgfrieden und Klassenkampf, 423, 46-8; Kruse, Krieg und nationale Integration, 49-52.
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unions endorsed the deal. Following Legien’s emphasis on the economic
functions of the trades unions, they put their priority on protecting the
interests of their members against the ravages of the unemployment which it
was expected war would bring—a task they could not fulfil if they were
prevented from functioning. Technically the trades unions had steered clear
of politics; in practice they had restricted the range of options open to the SPD,

Even more important, however, than the decision of the trades unions was
the fact that Germany was now at war. Pacifism and nationalism were no
longer compatible. When the parliamentary party met on 3 August to concert
its position before the Reichstag session of the following day, the choice which
it confronted was no longer that debated on 31 July; it was whether or not the
SPD would accord the German people the means with which to defend
themselves. In the circumstances the previously preferred position of the
majority—abstention—was no longer a serious option. Four out of six on
the parliamentary committee were in favour of approving war credits, and
seem to have been better organized than the two who were opposed, Haase and
Lebedour. Seventy-eight members of the parliamentary party wanted to vote
in favour of war credits, and only fourteen against. The majority argued that
opposition invited defeat, and with defeat would come the extinction of the
party, either at the hands of the enemy or at those of disillusioned German
workers. On 4 August the socialist party, reflecting its inner discipline and led
by Haase, voted as a bloc in favour of war credits. Its vote was unconditional.
The party’s position was unaffected either by the growing awareness of Ger-
many’s possible guilt in causing the war or by the realization that Germany’s
intended strategy was not defensive.

The SPD would later argue that its ultimate decision was pre-empted by the
will of the people. The decision of the trades unijons provided backing for that
view. So too did some of the evidence of party feeling at the local level. But
working-class sentiment more generally was much more equivocal, and to that
extent the SPD’s claim was disingenuous.” The leadershi p was not as passive a
victim of events as it liked to pretend. When Wilhelm II declared on 4 August,
Tno longer recognize parties; | recognize only Germans), he was expressing a
sentiment with which most socialists agreed. Their relief at no longer having to
maintain the effort to isolate themselves, at having to set at odds their own
nationality and their political convictions, was genuine. But they did not feel
that, in accepting the Burgfrieden, the expression of German unity, they were
abandoning the class struggle. Those socialists who embraced the war did so
because they saw it as a means by which to achieve their political objectives.
The reward for collaboration, they believed, would be constitutional and social

= Verhey, ‘Spirit of 1914 ", 23840, 246-7; Mai, Ende des Kaiserreichs, 19; Kruse, Krieg und nationale
Integration, 54-61.
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reform. At its meeting of 3 August the parliamentary party specified as one
quid pro quo the democratization of the Prussian suffrage. But it also saw on
the horizon economic change, as war industry compelled the state to intervene
in the management of the processes of production.

Thus, those who in 1914 wanted, by denying war credits, to obey the letter of
the party’s 1903 decision to reject revisionism found themselves isolated, at
loggerheads not only with Germany as a whole but also with the party
specifically. On the other hand, those who overturned the 1903 decision, and
in doing so reflected the trends implicit in German socialism over the previous
decade, found that their position was little better. In practice Burgfrieden did
not inaugurate reform but confirmed the status quo. The price which the
socialists paid for ending their battle with the German state was the transfer-
ence of that division into the party itself.

In some ways French working-class politics before 1914 were a mirror image
of the Germans,, The split between the socialist party and the trades-union
movement, the Confédération Générale du Travail (CGT), was open; the
differences between the workers and the state, a republic and the heir of the
French Revolution, had less practical justification than in Germany; and
Internationalism, rather than widen these two divisions, had the effect of
narrowing them. It was this last point, the vitality of French support for
Internationalism, expressed above all in the rhetoric and personal commit-
ment of Jean Jaures, which gave French socialism a significance in July 1914 that
its other weaknesses might have appeared to have denied it.

Erom its formation in 1895 the CGT rejected parliamentary methods and
political parties as means by which to free the working class. Instead, the latter
was to liberate itself through strike action. This faith in revolutionary syndic-
alism was reaffirmed at the CGT conference in Amiens in 1906. But in repelling
the more intellectual, theoretical, and bourgeois approaches of political soci-
alism, the CGT increased its dependence on its own resources which were—
both in money and in members—slender. Its dilemmas were compounded by
its faith in Internationalism. Working-class solidarity across national frontiers
might have provided revolutionary syndicalism with the strength that it lacked
in any one country. In practice, the CGT had to reckon with the domination of
the German trades unions, committed to reformism and to an economic
rather than a political programme. Furthermore, in one respect at least France
grew more like Germany. Although the CGT did not forget the international
aspects of armed force, its anti-militarism focused increasingly on the use of
the army to break strikes. These threads—revolutionary action, internation-
alism, and anti-militarism—were pulled together by the resolution at the CGT
congress in Marseilles in 1908: ‘it is necesary, on an international level, to
educate workers so that in the event of war between nations the workers will
respond to the declaration of war with a declaration of the revolutionary
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general strike” Léon Jouhaux, appointed general secretary of the CGT in the
following year, used the occasion of the peace demonstration on 28 July 1911 to
affirm this policy.™

As the rhetoric waxed, effectiveness waned. The call of the 1908 resolution
was for education. The 1911 demonstrations encouraged the CGT to believe the
working class had indeed been alerted to the dangers of war. T hus, the task of
the CGT was to continue its proselytism so that the workers would react
spontaneously to the threat of war. Responsibility for the signal for the general
strike was passed from the CGT itself to its local branches and to the workers in
general. Its own statements on tactics became vague. Instead, it aimed to create
abroad front in favour of peace, designed to inhibit the actions of government.
On 16 December 1912 it called a general strike as a warning to the state: it
claimed 600,000 supporters, but in practice only 30,000 responded in Paris,
and a further 50,000 in the rest of France. Furthermore, its continuing inter-
national isolation made a mockery of its strategy, as well as tempting it into the
sort of attacks on German socialists and trades unionists which were not
suggestive of transnational solidarity.

Its anti-militarism meant that the CGT loomed large in the demonology of
the right. The growth in military absenteeism, which accounted for the
equivalent of two army corps between 1902 and 1912, was attributed to its
influence.’® In 1913 it was blamed for what were largely spontaneous demon-
strations within the army against the three-year service law. Its response to
these attacks was not greater militancy, but moderation. Revisionism and
reformism, already gaining ground from 1908-9, grew in strength as CGT
membership fell—by more than half between 1911 and 1914. In the latter year it
embraced only about 6 per cent of all employees, and no more than 14 per cent
of industrial workers.”” Even those unions still committed to revolution were
divided over tactics: Merrheim, the leader of the militant metalworkers’
federation, felt that the CGT’s anti-militarism was weakening it, and that it
should focus on economic issues—views which prompted a clash with the
hard-line Seine syndicate. The CGT in 1914 might still maintain the semblance
of revolutionary anti-militarism, not least thanks to the attacks of its oppon-
ents, but beneath that veneer genuine anti-patriotism had declined.

The retreat of the CGT did not betoken a setback for French working-class
politics as a whole. The gradual replacement of anti-patriotic pacifism by anti-
militarist defencism opened the way to greater co-operation between it and
the French socialist party. The leaders of both organizations, Jouhaux and
Jaurés, were anxious to mark out common ground, and the former recognized
full well the greater European influence exercised by the latter through the

55 Milner, Dilentmas of Internationalism, 146-7, 176-80; sce also 811, 60-3, 116-19.
% parch, March to the Marne, 111. 57 Renouvin, La Crise européenne, 73.
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International. The two staged a joint demonstration against war on 24 Sep-
tember 1911. Thereafter, the campaign against the three-year law gave them a
common domestic platform. The possibility of collaboration was already
evident before July 1914.”®

From 14 to 16 July 1914 the socialist party held an extraordinary meeting in
Paris to decide on its attitude to the Vaillant—Hardie proposal. Jules Guesde
wished to defuse the issue of pacifism, seeing it as an obstruction to, and
distraction from, the broader tasks of socialism in France, and recognizing the
practical impossibility of effecting a general strike in the event of war. Opposed
to him was Jean Jaures. Jaurées’s anti-militarism did not constitute anti-
patriotism. His objection to the three-year law was the specific one of opposi-
tion to a regular, professional army: in L’Armée nouvelle (1911) he presented the
classic case for a citizen militia committed to the defence of its own territorial
integrity. Jaures, for all his fervent Internationalism, was a French patriot, fired
by an idealized interpretation of the legacy of the French Revolution, and
convinced that in 1793 and again in 1871 citizen soldiers had rallied to save
republican France from foreign invasion. His support of the Vaillant-Hardie
proposal at the Paris congress was not, therefore, a reflection of the CGT’s 1908
resolution: the purpose of a general strike would not be to disrupt mobiliza-
tion, to sabotage France’s defence. Jaurés wanted a preventive strike, called
before the crisis turned to war, internationally organized so that the workers
would pressurize their governments into arbitration and away from hostilities.
The fact that his support of a general strike as an instrument against war bore a
superficial relationship to CGT policy was also not without its attractions.
Because such a strike depended on being international, Jaures believed that a
clear decision by the French patriots in Paris would send a signal to socialists
elsewhere, and above all in Germany, whose Internationalism he thought to be
waxing. Jaures’s policy was visionary rather than pragmatic: he was seeking a
target for the International, not dictating immediate tactics for socialism in
France. However, Jaures’s calculations were not without an element of realism:
it found its expression in his conviction that if the strike failed, if arbitration
did not lead to conciliation and war was declared, then the proletariat must
defend its nation’s independence. The Paris conference approved Jaures’s
motion by the convincing, but significantly not overwhelming, majority of
1,690 t0 1,174.”°

Both the CGTand the socialists in France had, therefore, provided sufficient
grounds to justify the belief that they would encourage opposition to the war.
Their public declarations obscured the fact that they lacked any tactics for

* Milner, Dilermmas of Internationalism, 179-80, 204-5.
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immediate implementation—that the CGT would not itself call a strike, and
that the socialists needed the CGT’s co-operation to be able to carry a strike
through—and also that for neither body did anti-militarism constitute anti-
patriotism. Both groups shared the widespread failure to appreciate the gravity
of the July crisis. On 26 July, when La Bataille syndicaliste, the CGT’s news-
paper, announced that the workers must respond to the declaration of war by
striking, Jouhaux was away in Brussels; the summons was that of the paper’s
editors rather than of the CGT itself. When the CGT committee did meet, on
28 July, and Jouhaux reported on his disappointing conversation with Legien,
itrapidly became clear that most syndicalists were fearful of arrest and of being
seen as traitors to France. On 29 July the CGT abandoned first the call for a
strike and then Internationalism, blaming Austria-Hungary rather than capit-
alism for the crisis. In the areas outside Paris a total of ninety-four meetings
and demonstrations against the coming war were arranged by both syndicalists
and socialists; seventy-nine of them took place, and they peaked between
28 and 31 July. In Paris, a big demonstration was held by the syndicalists on
the evening of 27 July, but the majority of protests thereafter (of the total of
sixty-seven) were organized by the socialists and, as in the provinces, inten-
sified at the end of the month. In general the protests were calm, and the
government’s response—although firmer with syndicalists than socialists—
restrained. Indeed, the greater danger of violence could be from neither
socialists nor gendarmes but from patriotic crowds incensed by anti-militar-
ism and bent on taking matters into their own hands.*’

Socialist behaviour in late July reflected the lack of urgency felt by Jaures. His
attention was on the efforts of the International; his belief was that the crisis
would be protracted. Furthermore, when he met Viviani on 30 July he was
convinced that the French government was doing everything possible to main-
tain peace, and that in the circumstances strike action was not appropriate.
Jaures’s greatest achievement in these last hours of his life was to convince the
CGT of his point of view, and so manage the fusion between the two major
working-class political groups. A joint socialist and syndicalist demonstration
in favour of peace was planned for 9 August. Jouhaux was persuaded by Jaures
that the date should not be brought forward to 2 August, that the emphasis on
calm and deliberation should be maintained. So the CGTwas persuaded to put
a higher premium on the unity of French socialism than on its opposition to
war. Thus, while socialism in Germany—despite its apparent unity—began to
fragment under the threat of war, in France it coalesced.

However, the CGT’s abandonment of a revolutionary strike in the event of
mobilization, and its espousal of pacifist demonstrations preceding war, was
also the product of necessity. On 30 July La Bataille syndicaliste reported the

50 Becker, 1914, 149—88; Pourcher, Les Jours de guerre, 21.
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remark to the Council of Ministers of Adolphe Messimy, the minister of war:
‘Laissez-moi la guillotine, et je garantis la victoire.®' In the following days
working-class leaders were to sound the tocsin of 1793, ‘la patrie en danger™:
they therefore needed little reminding that the defence of revolutionary France
had been accompanied by the drastic domestic measures of the Terror.

The consequent fear, that outright opposition to mobilization—which the
syndicalist press had openly discussed in the past—would invite such govern-
ment measures as would threaten the survival of the CGT itself, was totally
justified. The Ministry of War’s prgparatory measures for mobilization
included provision for the arrest of spies and, increasingly before 1914, anti-
militarists. About 2,500 names figured on the list, carnet B, of whom 710 were
associated with anti-militarism and 1,500 were French: thus, the majority of
those listed were representative figures of the French working class associated
with anti-militarism. The implementation of the arrests was in the hands of the
minister of the interior Louis Malvy, a radical. On 30 July Malvy told the
departmental prefects that they should act firmly against any syndicalist or
anarchist summons to a general strike, but that otherwise they could tolerate
socialist meetings in support of peace provided they were well ordered and
posed no threat to mobilization. On the following day Malvy suggested to the
council of ministers that he need not arrest the militant syndicalists named in
carnet B, and the council, on the advice of the director of the Streté Genérale,
agreed. However, before Malvy acted on the council’s decision he was visited
by Miguel Almereyda, the editor of Le Bonnet rouge, a newspaper of the
militant left, who was himself listed in carnet B. Almereyda, it was subsequently
argued, appealed to Malvy’s desire for political support from the left, and
urged him to exempt anarchists from arrest. On the evening of 1 August Malvy
instructed the prefects of departments that no arrests at all should be made
under the provisions of carnet B. In practice a few individuals had already been
arrested in response to the earlier order to mobilize. Particularly in the
departments of the Nord and Pas-de-Calais the detention of suspected an-
archists and anti-militarists was more frequent and more extended. The police,
the prefects, and the army, admittedly in a region conscious of its immediate
vulnerability to invasion, combined to thwart the government’s wishes.
Malvy’s interpretation of his fellow ministers’ views was perhaps more relaxed
than they intended. But in the circumstances of 1914, given the position
adopted by the CGT, the use of conciliation rather than coercion was totally
justified. The threat of the implementation of carnet B had been sufficient to
support the syndicalist conversion to the Jauresian approach.®

! Kriegel and Becker, 1914, 99.
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The realization that the government was not disposed to use repressive
measures helped give the CGT committee greater confidence when it met on
the evening of 31 July. It resolved to take all possible steps to prevent war, albeit
now limited to pacifist demonstrations and short of a general strike. It was too
late. Jaures, the pivot of the French peace movement and hence of the now-
united working-class parties, was reported dead as they deliberated. Mobiliza-
tion was declared a few hours later. On 2 August the CGT could do no more
than appeal to the workers of France for co-operation with the government.
Revolutionary syndicalism rejected its traditional hostility to the state. On 4
August Jouhaux, standing in front of Jaures’s coffin, affirmed his faith in the
justice of the French cause.

Thus, when later the same day Poincaré called on the chamber of deputies
for a union sacrée, he was formalizing what was already a fait accompli. Indeed,
Poincaré’s speech was simply read out on his behalf, as the constitution
forbade the president from directly addressing the chamber. All ninety-eight
socialist deputies supported the vote for war credits. The decision not to
implement carnet B had sent the first signal for fusion, and it had been
reciprocated in the CGT’s acceptance of collaboration rather than segregation.
But the really potent symbol of national unity was the death of Jaures.

In mid-July, after the socialists’ meeting in Paris, journalists on the right had
threatened to shoot Jaures: Jaures, ‘C’est I'’Allemagne’, wrote Charles Maurras
in Action fn:m.p::is.e.'f""ﬁ The left could therefore easily have held the right respons-
ible for Jaures’s death, and so made it the flashpoint for the divisions of the
Third Republic. Instead, the man who had symbolized internationalism and
pacifism before the war became the focus for defencism and patriotism at its
outbreak. The betrayal of his hopes of socialist solidarity by the vote of the SDP
in Germany consolidated and deepened this mood, but did not initiate it.
Gustav Hervé, who had initially favoured revolution as the proper response to
war, had already begun to moderate his position by 1912. On 1 August 1914 he
wrote in La Guerre sociale: “They have assasinated Jaures; we shall not assassin-
ate France.®* He enlisted the next day. More importantly, the grief of the left
was affirmed by the outrage of the right: recognition of the man’s worth
embraced the entire political spectrum. Therefore the union sacrée reflected
not a nationalism that suppressed political divergences, but one that embraced
the full range of a liberal society. Many Frenchmen went to war specifically for
Jaures’s ideals: they were fighting a war of defence, the successful conclusion to
which would lay the foundation for truly lasting Internationalism and even for
arepublican Germany. On the right the war was a vindication of their virulent
nationalism and of the three-year law. The union sacrée was thus an entirely
utilitarian formulation, with the single objective of defending France. Only as

® Becker, La France et la guerre, 11, &4 Duroselle, La Grande Guerre des frangais, 54-5.
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the war lengthened would the ideological differences underpinning it become
evident.”’

Efforts to give immediate political expression to the union sacree showed
that in practice, as in Germany, the war gave strength to the political status quo
rather than to change. However, in France, as opposed to Germany, the
existing government rested on the radicals and on the centre-right, and thus
represented a wider cross-section of opinion. On the most vital issue before the
war, the three-year law, the 1914 elections had produced no clear mandate.
Viviani’s cabinet contained only five ministers opposed to the law and ten who
favoured it. When Viviani reshuffled his ministry on 26 August he continued
to exclude the clerical and nationalist right, and the two socialists who now
entered the government (Guesde and Sembat) were balanced by the inclusion
of Delcassé (foreign office), Millerand (war ministry), Briand, and Ribot.
These four appointments were justified—and generally accepted—by the
wartime need for energy and expertise, but they also signified a consolidation
of the centre and of the influence of the president, Poincaré, rather than that of
the prime minister, Viviani. Even radical socialism, which provided four
ministers, and which in 1913 had threatened to form a left-wing bloc with the
socialists in opposition to the three-year law, was subsumed by this drift to the
right. Its leader, Caillaux, his credit forfeit to his pursuit of détente in 191,
found no place. Clemenceau, the maverick but Germanophobe spokesman of
radicalism, refused to serve.®® Political opposition was recognized, not by the
formation of a true coalition, but by the creation of innumerable committees,
which gave parliamentary figures a role in the war effort without entrusting
them with ministerial responsibility. Viviani’s governmental reshuffle was,
therefore, among the most tardy and incomplete reflections of the wunion
sacrée. More symbolic was the committee of national security, formed on 6
August to undertake relief work, and which included a cardinal, a Protestant
pastor, the chief rabbi, a freethinker, a royalist, a bourgeois, a socialist, and a
syndicalist.

The hopes of Jaures and his fellow Internationalists on 29 July rested in large
measure on Grey’s offer of arbitration. The fact that the British government
had so obviously agonized over its decision for war, and had in the process
made the only significant bid for peace, is perhaps a major contribution in
understanding what is otherwise a somewhat bizarre phenomenon. In both
France and Germany the left justified its eventual support of the war by the
need for national defence against a reactionary enemy. Britain faced no direct
danger to its territorial integrity or to its domestic political institutions; and

* On the meaning of union sacrée, see Becker in Revue historique CCLXIV (1980), 65-74; Vingtieme
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yet not only was the left effectively unanimous in its support of the war, it also
gave that support with barely a whimper.

British society was openly fragmented in 1914. The activities of the suffra-
gettes, the succession of major strikes between 1911 and 1914 (40 million
working days were lost in 1912), the opposition of the Ulster Unionists to
Irish home rule, were all challenges not only to the Liberal government but to
liberalism. Extra-parliamentary agitation had become a major means of poli-
tical expression. Even more worrying were the efforts on the right to under-
mine parliamentary sovereignty: in 1909-10 the Conservatives used the House
of Lords to block a Commons-approved budget, and in 1914 they condoned
Ulster loyalism to the point of backing the para-military Ulster Volunteer
Force and supporting the so-called ‘Curragh mutiny’, the refusal of the officers
of the 3rd cavalry brigade to enforce Irish home rule in Ulster.

Yet, despite these manifestations of class and regional division, the emotion
generated by the war in Britain did not contain that element of relief at new-
found unanimity across the classes which so characterized the fusion of left
and right in France and Germany. The nation was united when it voted for war
credits, and yet it did not give that moment of unity a title—the English
language coined no equivalent to the union sacrée or the Burgfrieden. The
acceptance of the war without the agonizing to be found across the Channel
is perhaps the best negative indicator of how little either liberalism or
parliamentary sovereignty was genuinely under threat—despite all the overt
divisions—in 1914. An elected Liberal government had genuinely and con-
scientiously grappled with the issues that confronted it, and had then decided
that war was the only possible step: both the Conservative and Labour parties
supported that decision.

To the underlying faith in parliament and the constitution must be added
another element—in itself a product of the first—in explaining the weakness
of anti-war sentiment in Britain. Intellectual socialism lacked the strength that
it had acquired in France and Germany. Indications of this were already
evident in 1911, during the second Moroccan crisis, when Lloyd George man-
aged to settle the railway strike by an appeal to the national interest. On 2
August 1914 the British section of the International staged a major demonstra-
tion against the war, and in particular against a war on behalf of tsarist Russia.
Ramsay MacDonald, the Labour party’s chairman, distinguished between the
behaviour of the German government and his sympathy for the German
people. That the war was a product of the arms race and of covert diplomacy
was a theme expressed by him and, on 5 August, by a majority of the national
executive of the party. But the themes in all this were not the revolutionary
ones of international working-class solidarity or of an absolute opposition to
war in itself. Indeed, although MacDonald resigned the party chairmanship
when it became clear that the party as a whole was more enthusiastic about the

22



132 WILLINGLY TO WAR

war than he was, his views were not very different from those of his successor,
Arthur Henderson, and both were agreed that the war should be fought until
Germany was defeated. MacDonald’s resignation led to his rapprochement
with the more Marxist and pacifist Independent Labour Party. The Labour
party itself was dominated by the trades unions: it followed that its concerns
were revisionist and economic, its priorities domestic, and its general senti-
ment patriotic. The Trades Union Congress had withdrawn from the Second
International after 1896, and resisted Legien’s suggestions that it become
involved in the work of the International Secretariat.”” Working-class culture,
at least in London, was determined less by socialism and more by recreation,
by football, by the music hall. Middle-class intellectuals had little influence,
and the Labour party itself was shown, during the pre-war strikes, to be lacking
in a clear, alternative political programme. On 29 August the party executive
decided to support the army’s recruiting campaign.®®

Part of the explanation for the weakness of Internationalism within the
Labour party was that pacifism was not its exclusive prerogative, but was
shared with elements of the Liberal party. The Gladstonian and nonconformist
heritage of nineteenth-century Liberalism, plus the addition of social reform-
ing elements in the 1890s, meant that Grey’s major worry in the domestic
accounting for his foreign policy was over the reactions of radicals within his
own party. Their principal journal, the Manchester Guardian, was particularly
vociferous: ‘Englishmen), it fulminated on 30 July 1914, ‘are not the guardians of
Servian well-being, or even of the peace of Europe. Their first duty is to
England and to the peace of England’ On that same day the parliamentary
Liberal party resolved that ‘on no account will this country be dragged into the
conflict’® But the strength of their case resided in their emphasis on Serbia
and on their rejection of such constructions as the balance of power. When
France was threatened, so was the security of Britain. Moreover, the demands
of self-preservation and of anti-war instincts were no longer incompatible, but
were rationalized by the claim that Britain fought to defend Belgian neutrality
and to uphold international law. Not fighting in 1914 could, therefore, be
interpreted as as great an affront to Liberal ideals as fighting. Thus, no
immediately effective opposition to the declaration of war emerged from
this quarter either. The two ministers who resigned from Asquith’s cabinet
retired from politics. Charles Trevelyan, a backbench MP, abandoned junior
office to oppose the war, and organized a group of about thirty Liberal MPs
committed to securing peace as soon as possible. On 17 November Trevelyan's

" Milner, Dilemmas of internationalism, 7, 768,

“ On Labour’s response to the war, see McKibbin, Evolution of the Labour party, ch. 5; Marquand,
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initiative resulted in the creation—with the support of the Independent
Labour Party—of the Union of Democratic Control: the four major objectives
of the union embraced a more open conduct of diplomacy, greater parliament-
ary accountability, national self-determination, and measures for disarma-
ment. Implicit within it was an acceptance of the current war.

The argument that the outbreak of the First World War somehow consti-
tuted a failure on the part of socialism is a point of view that only a minority of
socialists in 1914 would have accepted. ‘“War’, the British socialist historian R. H.
Tawney, wrote on 28 November 1914, ‘is not the reversal of the habits and ideals
we cultivate in peace. It is their concentration by a whole nation with all the
resources on an end as to which a whole nation can agree.” The emphasis of
Jauresian Internationalism was on the better management of foreign policy, on
the use of arbitration in the event of a crisis, rather than on outright pacifism.
In extremis war could be justified. And most socialists in Europe, presented
with the imminence of war, and enamoured of doctrinal debate and intellec-
tual clarity as ends in themselves, found little difficulty in producing a cogent
case for involving themselves in the events which overtook them. The will-
ingness to defend carried with it the expectation that the nation itself could
become a better society, and that the war might be the means to achieve that.
The union sacrée and the Burgfrieden could be interpreted as expressions of
socialist fraternity; the war—it was widely believed—would be an agent for
domestic social reform. But, on the plane of Internationalism, this was also the
last war, the war to end wars, the vehicle for establishing a lasting international
order. Through the war, French socialists argued, republicanism would be
introduced to the Central Powers; through the war, Kurt Renner of the
Austrian social democrats contended, imperialism and monopoly capitalism,
which were embodied in Britain, would be overcome. The First World War was
therefore not the sort of war against which socialism had aligned itself: it was a
war for justice and liberty, not of imperial aggrandizement.

THE IMAGININGS OF INTELLECTUALS

Furthermore, some socialists at least shared the view, common elsewhere
across the political spectrum, that war between nations was inevitable. Noth-
ing in Marx suggested that this was not true; a similar determination led the
ltalian philosopher Benedetto Croce to respond to war as part of the historical
process. Many of the leading statesmen in 1914, as the previous chapter has
shown, were led to comparable conclusions by their acceptance of social

U J. M. Winter, Socialism and the challenge of war, 155.
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