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For America, banning this political direction means - or would mean - excluding a certain 
political orientation, which is unheard of for America. Nevertheless, decisive legislative factors 
characterize communists as unwanted people, like the anarchists in the past. I deny, however, 
that followers of such radical political thinking, of such an extraordinarily logical, precise and 
detailed analysis as outlined in “Das Kapital” by Karl Marx, are really not desirable for America. 
On the contrary; for my part I would like the United States to have a powerful third party under 
all circumstances. 
 

However, if America makes such political analysis illegal, I believe - based on my years 
observing the political desolation and monotony of this country - that such a ban can only cause 
harm. Because until now, here in the USA we have never heard anything but the patriotic cries 
of the Republicans about their prosperity or the hysterical shrieks of the Democrats about 
corruption. The standard of these two parties has dropped so low that a fundamental 
discussion of social and national issues from any general standpoint is downright impossible 
now. 
 

The masses accept this state of affairs, albeit glumly. For them, every third political view is 
revolutionary and rebellious by definition, and its followers are branded as “Reds” and immoral 
people. 
 

The well-known inquiry committee of representative Fish - whose wisdom has already been 
admired throughout America and Europe in the case of the immigration ban - has actually 
proposed that in the future mere political opinions should constitute grounds for deportation. 
So far the only issue at hand has been the means of subsistence as it relates to the purpose of 
residency; in the future, however, all of these material discussions shall no longer apply 
exclusively. Those who are communist-minded shall find the door to America locked; this is not 
just a foolish attitude, it also weakens the future spiritual foundation of the country. 
 

Does America really not need a third (and indeed not a socialist) party? What would happen if 
socialism gained so much power that it occupied all important positions in the country? In the 
worst case scenario, the capital invested in industry would end up in the hands of the entire 
population, while today not even one percent of the prosperity benefits workers and 
employees. However, those governing the individual states want to maintain the latter 
situation based on their convictions - or also the convictions of those who elected them. 
 



According to the communist view, as is well known, the dictatorship of labor should serve to 
overcome the dictatorship of possession. I will now make the initial assumption - or is this not 
allowed? - that the United States government is such a dictatorship of possession. Then, I will 
assert that the working class makes up the majority of citizens. But what is the status of the 
workforce in the USA? Are they not deprived of exercising essentially all of their civil rights? 
First, because they do not know which rights they have, and second, because it takes time, 
money and power to exercise these rights. However, the politicians as well as the judges - the 
Legislative and the Executive branches - are exclusively owners or men with the mindset of 
owners. There is no need to discuss their personal inviolability, but no one will deny that they 
are among the owners by birth and position. 
 

Does communism have any prospects for us under such circumstances? First of all, there is 
absolutely no “class consciousness” in America. This is only found occasionally in times of 
decline or, indeed, among the communists; but usually the people quickly and easily forget 
their bigger worries by enjoying popular talk shows, cinema, radio, and RV trips. In addition, we 
must note the conscious tendency of the ownership to divide the workforce into hundreds of 
specialist organizations, with very superficial goals to keep hundreds of thousands of workers 
occupied. As well as the repeated hammering - through the press, the magazines, the movies - 
all putting forth catchphrases and facts intended to prove how perfect mankind is under the 
rule of capitalism. 
 

Thus, one can see: none of this is easy to dismiss. The actual situation doesn’t typically shed 
light on the political darkness. The masses are almost always crazed, busy with football, 
baseball, and ready for anything mentioned above. When having a calm chat with any group 
standing in a line somewhere, everything is fine as long as someone doesn’t mention the word 
communist. Then each and every one will step out of line to “persecute” the communists. This 
is because the average American is so stubborn and closed off against any unfamiliar line of 
reasoning that the very concept of communism, the word alone, puts an end to all his 
deliberations. For the American it means the downfall of society, sin and hell, loss of position, 
general upheaval, despair and every imaginable evil. 
 

The old socialist party of the USA, previously controversial and even powerful in individual 
states, has long since become divided and powerless. By bowing to the will of the agitators, 
every fundamental constitutional right would also be lost, as well as the sanctity of private life. 
Because according to them, the Department of Justice should receive special funds for a secret 
service to monitor the names, personalities and activities of all radicals in the country! Thus 
creating a blacklist - first on the socialists, then on all thinkers in general. In the past year alone, 
three times as many political trials were heard in American courts than before, and three-
quarters of them were directed against communists. I know of dozens of cases from California, 
Pennsylvania and elsewhere, where prison terms ranging from two to forty years were inflicted 
on people who were found to be in possession of communist writings, or who held meetings in 
which no acts of violence occurred. 
 



Our people simply find it impossible to imagine a communist in Congress. However, in Europe, 
communists can be found in parliaments and in autonomous administrative offices. Are their 
duties really that different from those in our administrations? And aren’t their members of 
parliament also part of a legislative branch? Would their laws or legislative proposals have to be 
treated differently here by our current members of Congress? In my opinion, the diverse points 
of view - in the occasional cooperation with several parties such as in England, Germany and 
France - is only beneficial. I maintain: The goal of the communists is that of complete popular 
rule, that is, a specific form of government, not mere destruction. Discussing these matters is 
certainly a constitutional right and, moreover, healthy in the political, sociological and in every 
other sense. 


