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Marxism, the determining contradiction in present-day soclety lies
the contradictory development of the social forces of production
ithin the existing relations of production, or, otherwise expressed,
ween the increasingly socialized character of the productive pro-
S itself and tae persisting property relaticns. In all forms of
iety, the general advance of humanity has been expressed in the de-
elopment of the productive forces, i.e. of the means and methods of
duction, enabling ever greater amounts of use articles to be pro-
iced with an ever diminishing amount of direct human labor.This pro-
8S is divisible into historical periods. In it, each stage simply
irrors the attained level of the continuously increasing forces of
Production and develops for them corresponding social relations. And
as soon as a given set of social conditions no longer sufficed, with-
it giving rise to great maladjustments in the social, economic and
dlitical spheres, to satisfy the demands of the new and growing
rees of production, those conditions were overcome through revolu-
nary action.

1l social development is based in the last instance on the process of
\Ateraction between social man and nature. The contradiction arising
rough human labor between being and consciousness, nature and man,
“€ads to further and further development and change in nature, society,
@R and consciousness. Within this great contradiction evolve, 1in the

L 10Cess of development, narrower social contradictions, which in their
uérn Propel the progressive social movement aleng the path of revslutig:

Nce the development of the productive forces has throughout the past
:n bound up with the rise and decline of classes, past history must
,.messarily be regarded as a history of class struggle. Thus the devel=-
L :nt of manufacture under feudalism had to lead, at a certain level,
‘0 the overcoming of feudalism and to the birth of capitalist society;

‘ t::g:ition which took a revolutionary expression in all the social
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The statement of contradiction, the materialist dialectic, the phile-
sophic theory of Marxism and at the same time the law ef all real move-
ment, seeks in all contradictions their unity - without, however, for
that reason, confusing those contradictions - and sees in the spontan-
eous movement of contradictions their abolition, i.e. yhelr resolution
in a third form, which egain produces and must evercome its centradic-
tion. Since the Marxist analysis takes capital as its starting point,
sapital becomes the thesis, of which the proletariat is the antithesis.
The dialectical law of the negation of the negation leads to the syn-
thesis. This can only be the communist society, which knews neither
capital nor proletariat, sinve 1t has teken up or resolved them both
in their concrete forms. This is merely the falling off of a social
husk, and, being a product of historical property relations, it is onl;
in capitalism that this husk can possess concrete reality.History, lik:
all reality, is dialectical, hence limitless. Each problem possesses no
morc than historical character. Marxism does not present itself as some-
thing absolute, but as the theory cof the class struggle within capital-
ist society.

Not only, from the standpoint of Marxism, is the contradiction bctween
capitnl and lubor the beginning as well as the end of present-day soc-
iety, but thc progressive development of that society is to be scen
only in the growth and sharpening of that contradictien. Capital being
the result of thc exploitation of labor power, 80 with the growth of
capital, that is, in the course of the human progrecss under way in this
historical pcriod, the cexploitation of the workers must of neccessity bc
morc and more intonsificd. If the possibilities of the exploitation of
lcbor power in the prescnt system were unlimited, thcre would be no
reason to cxpect a2n cnd of capitalist society. But with the growth of
the proletariat, thc class struggle also increases, since at a certain
point of development the productive forces of the workers can no longer
be appliod capitalistically. At that point, the prolctariat, of its own
accerd, decvelops into a revolutionary force, which strives for and
brings about an overthrow of the existing social reclations.

Marxism, which perceives in the cxistcnce of the proletariat the rcal-
ization of the dialcctical movement of socicty, bases its theorotical
Justification mainly-on the laws of cconomic development in generel,
and of capitalism in particular. Capitalist relatlons of production
are not solely determined by nature (land as a basis for labor) and
human activity, but these natural conditions are also subordinate te
the capitalistic social relations. The concerns of human beings are
not rcgulated from the point of view of their needs as human beings,
but from the point of view of capitalist nceds for profits.The decl-
gtze :ac§or in c.pitalist socicty is not the producticn of use ¥alues
u h0 capital; the latter is thc motive power of the productive

ag incry. This dependence of human welfare upon the private inter-
:: 8 of the capitalists is made possible through the separation of
cootvzgkera from the means of production. The workers cannot live ox-
whg ¥ rough the sale of their labor power. The buyers of labcr power,
this*rc ut thc samo timec the owners of the means of production, buy
tali power only in order te furthor their privatc interests as capi-
alists, without regard to social consequences.

We have seen that in all forms ef soolety
progressive development
:; dlllgl:trat.d in the conginual growth and improvement ¢f the means
metheds of preduotion, cnabling the cutput sof an ever greater
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- guantity of products with ever less labor. In capitaliem, this same
rocess expresses itsclf in a morc rapid growth ef the capital in-
vested in means of productien as cempared with the capital invested
jn labor power. That part of the capital which 1is invested in mecans
. of production we call constant capital, since as such it cnables ne

. changoes of magnitude; and that portion which goes in the form of
wages to thc workers we call the variable capital, since it adds,
hrough labor itself, new values te those already present. In this

y it is shown that thc development ef the sccial forces of produc-
. tion under capitalism is oxpressed in a mere rapid growth ef the
 constant capital relatively to tho variable.

. capital, and hence its material form, the means of preduction and la=
. bor power, can, however, as alrcady stated, function capitalistically
nly so long as this may appear profitable to the owners of the mcans
production. Coming into action only as capital, they must repreduce
themsclves as capital, & thing which is possible, on the capitalistic
" basis, only by way of accumulation. The surplus value, from which are
derived the funds for accumulation, the additienal means ef produc-
ion amd labor power as well as thc capitalists' prefit, is, however,
thing but unpaid labor., It is that part of the workers products
jch is not consumed by them but was taken from them. Now since the
surplus value is derived exclusively from the variable part of cari-
1, and if this variable part must continually diminish relatively
o the advance of accumulation, then the surplus value must, with
thematical certainty, continually diminish relatively to accumulation,.

en though it increases absolutely. This contraalctory movement, by
ich with advancing accumulation the capitalistic rate of profit falls
e rate of profit is computed on the total capital, constant and var-
iable), --a process denoted as the growth of the organic composition of
pital,--is, however, up to a certain point of capitalist development,
t at all dangerous, since at a rather low stage of developrment the
ystem is capablé of accumulating faster then the rate of profit falls,
r, in other words, to compensate for the fall af the profit rate by
he growth ef the actual profit mass. This possibility is, however, no
Le88 historical than all other matters.

cumulation there must be, and the lawer the rate of profit falls as
& result of this accumulation, the greater must the accumulation be.
When accumulation goes out, the crisis comes in; the solving ef the
iﬁais is possible only through further accumulation, and necessarily
a2 continually accelerated rate. At a rather high level of capital-
t development, when the tempo inherent in accumulation requires the
rther advanee of accumulation in such measure that the absolutely
llen mnss of profit is too small in relation to thosc demands for
rther accumulation, then accumulation must of necessity come te 2
0p, ~nd thc boom turns to crisis. In other words, capitalist .ccumu-
ggﬁion devours for its own purposcs, by which all soci:ty is condi-
"'°“ed. an increasingly large part of the surplus value preduced by
u%: workors; and in spitc of the growth of this surplus veclue, it must
,}cgrthcloss, at 2 high point of development, prove insufficient to
Bt o the doemands of accumulation. This law of capitalist accumulation,
”-ohprimary cause of which is te be seen in the contradiction between
ange value and use value, between capital and labor, 1s confirmed
an actual law by all ‘empirical factors involved. If accumulation
Mes to a standstill, by reason of the fact that there is not enough
h{Plu§ value at hand fér its continuance, then that part of capital
Miich is destined for but is at the same t.°: insufficient to meet
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the needs of accumulation, lies idle and secks in vain for profitable
possibilities of investment. We are faced with the paradoxical truth-
that a shortage of capitel gives risc to a superfluity of capital
lacking room for investment. There is no lack of purchasing power,yet,
in the capitalist sense, no usc can be made of this purchasing power,
since from this point of view it is meaningless, because unprofitable.

If accumulation is not .continuecd, the situation must of necessity
give rise to a general tie-up of human activity. The commodities des-
tined for further ‘accumulation can find no buyers. They lie unused,
and from the over-accumulation rcsults the general over-production of
commodities;a circumstance which cxpresscs itself in the closing and
paralyzing of enterprises in all spheres of sccial life and hence in
an enormous increase of unemployment.

The crisis also brings with it certain tendencies working to overcome
it, The organic composition of capital is lowered by capital being de-
stroyed through bankruptcies and develuation. Through the export of
capital and intensified imperialistic ventures, new sources of addi-
tional surplus value are created. Through gemeral rationalization of
working methods, further technical innovations in the productive pro-
cess, chcaper sources of raw materials, as well as through the pauper=-
ization of the workers and the expreopriation 5f the middle classes,
etc., the quantity of surplus value is adapted to meet the demands of
further accumulation. All efforts during the crisis serve to revive
profitable capitalist opcration on a lower price and value level. If
this occurs, nothing stands in the way of a ncw upswing, which, however,
after a certain time, as a result of renewed over-accumulation, neces-
sarily turns off into a new crisis. These factors we call the counter-
tendencies directed against the collapse of capitalism.

Like everything else, however, these counter-tendencies are of an his-
torical nature. At a certain point of capitalist development, their
effectiveness as factors if overcoming crises ceases. They become too
weak in relation to the further demands of accumulation, or are alrea-
dy completely exhausted as a result of previous accumulation. (For ex-
ample, capitalist expansion meets its objective limits long before 158
completes its march over the globe.) Furthermore, capitalist retion-
allzatign leads, as has been shown, to mis-rationalization, and the
revolutionizing of technic, too, has its capitalistic limits. Neither
can wages in the long run be kept below the workers! cost of reproduc-
ing themselves, nor can the middle-class elements be completely expro-
priated. Monopolization further lowers the possibility for capital
expansion, and imperialistic ventures grow more and more dubious. But
regardless of how or when the counter-tendencies are neutralized, it
is clear to the Marxist that capitalism must of necessity reach a
point where the past cycle of crises gives way to the permanent crisis
which capitalism is powerless to overcome. it

This permanent crisis, or the death crisis, of capitalism is a crisis
20 longer restricted by any counter-tendencies--a crisis in which the
endency toward collapse runs its course. But even here we are not
presented with a single act, but with a process, a whole historical
gsriod. In such an economic condition, the relative pauperization of
. e proletariat, which goes with the whole of capitalist development,
s bound to become absolute, general and rermanent. During the upgrade
period of capitalism, wages rose, since the cost of reproducing the
workers continually increased also, thcugh in relation to what they
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produced, their portion was less and less. In the permanent crisis,
their real living conditions are bound to grow worse, absolutely and
uninterruptedly.

The condition of permanent crisis forms the objective basis of the
revolutionary labor movement. The class struggle grows sharper and
assumes more naked forms. On the other hand, the means of suppression
employed by the ruling class are adapted to this new condition. While
in the upgrade period of capitalism, "formal democracy" sufficed to
ermit the smooth operation of the social mechanism, in the permanent
crisis capitalism has to take up with open dictatorship. In the place
of "democracy" there arises, at a rather high stage of development, a
political condition which today is called fascism. The fact that the
ideological basis of fascism is formed by the impoverished middle
class does not alter the fact that the fascist movement operates only
in the interest of the now monopoized €apital. Capitalist concentra-
tion, which goes on even in the permanent crisis, necessarily impovere
jshes also the middle strata of capitalists. The energies thus aroused
within the middle class are engaged by monopoly capital for its own
purposcs. Parts of the petty bourgeoisie are granted concessions at

-} the expense of the workers, though these concessions are only of tem-
~ porary character.

. By destroying the organizations and doing away with the limited "demo-

cratic" political liberties of the workers with the aid of the corrup-

B fed middle-class gunmen and the part of the workers under their ideo-
r:*ﬂgical }nfluence, capitalism thinks to secure its continued existence
. even during the permanent crisis. But even though, through terrorism,

the workers can be politically atemized, their congregation in large

.i mgSses is still necessary for industrial production. With the destruc-
tion of the old form of the labor movement, new forms necessarily arise;

ané since these forms are deprived of other means of expression, they

| must express themselves on the job itself, whereby their strength is

increased a thousandfold. The workers-council movement, the organiza-

13910n§1_form of the revolution, thus arises naturally out of the very

. Conditions which capitalism has created. The permanent terrer is at

J the same time the political schooling of the workers. So that in the
:‘proletariat capitalism not only produces its own grave-diggers;it has
8180 to demonstrate to the proletariat how they can fight successfully.

Even though the workers in great masses may never attain a revolution-

p ?{y consciousness, in order to live they are forced to take up the
-_thght against capital. And when they fight for their existence under
L ;°"§1t1°ns of the permanent crisis, this fight, regardless of its
~ 1deological quality, is a fight which can only turn in the direction

Of overcoming the capitalist system. Until the successful revolution-

. ATy overthrow, the proletariat lives in barbarous, constantly worsen-

ing conditions, and the only possibility of getting away from that is

L c fans :
; ti:ﬁunlsm, that is, the overcoming of capitalist relations of produc-
» , the abolition of private property in the means of production,

Which is identical with the abolition ef wage labor.

E'Marxism is not only a theory which sprung from the existence of the

Proletariat and its position in society; Marxism is the actual class

]

,:'ggzgg%e between capital and labor, that is, a social condition in
'ﬁséio he yorkers, whether they will or not, whether they are con-

i us of it or not, whether they know Marx or not, are unable-te act
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otherwise than in accordance with Marxism, if they wish to maintoin
themselves and thereby at the same time to serve the general progress
of menkind. While ilarx himself actualized the Hegelian dialectic, that
is, recognized the real, concrete movement as dialectical, Marxism can
be actualized only by means of the fighting proletariat. A Marxist is
not one who has mastered the Marxian theories; a Marxist is one whe
strives to actualize those theories. In o word: Marxism is not only =
view of the world; iarxism is the living, fighting proletariat.

The article above will be available in printed pamphlet foerm after
icay 1, 1935. It is being printed by the Council Communist Press of
Chicago. Order from the United Workers' Party.

‘Ye are pleased to announce that the pamphlet cn the

"OUTLINE OF PRODUCTION AND DISTRIBUTION IN COMUNISM"
by The Group of International Communists of Hclland

is now in the print shop'and will be announced for sale soon.

"THE BOURGZ0IS ROLE OF BCLSHEVISM"
32 pages 15¢ postage paid
Order from United "lorkers' Party.

The Anti-parliamentary Communist Press of Glasgow are gcing to print
the Rosa Luxemburg pamphlet "Leninism or Marxism?" It will be an-
nounced for sale in a future issue of Council Ccrrespondence.

NCTICE.

ie are planning to enlarge the Council Correspondence somewhat and
with the added expense of a larger issue we may have to raise the
price of subscriptions. Council Correspondence has correspondents,
revglutionary workers and writers in almost every country, and in
addition to publishing the articles from these sources, it will also
present the never-mentioned opinions of such Marxists as Rosa Luxem-
burg, Franz siehring, Karl Liebnecht, Anton Pannekoek, Herman Gorter
and many others. We will have articles from Henryk Grossmann, KXarl
Korsch and £dw.Conze in future issues. There will also be English
translations from "Raetekorrespondenz" published by the Group of In-

ternational Communists of Holland. Every Marxist needs the Council
Correspondence.

T —————
FINAL OFFER OF ONZ YEAR SUBSCRIPTION FOR ONE DOLLAR WILL CLOSE SOON

Send $1.00 with your name and address to:

United Workers' Farty
1604 N. California Ave., Chicago, Ill.

i
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THE NEXT WORLD CRISIS, THE SECOND WORLD WAR
AND THE WCRLD REVOLUTION.

(Theses)

(The following Theses are written by
a comrade not belonging to our groug
Without completely approving them irn
their present form, we find them in-
teresting and important enough to
bring them up for discussion. our
readers are invited to take part in
this discussion, which is begun - in
the present issue with a contribu-
tion by Karl Korsch.We shall closs
the matter with a statement of our
own pcsition in one of the following
numbers of Council Correspondence.)

- Editorial Board =~

« = The next world crisis is very likely to coincide with the second
L.norld war. We must at any rate be prepared for this possibility.

‘2. - The second world war will again place the working class face to
ace with a world-revolutionary situation. We are shocked to realize
hat the forces of revolution assembled in the revolutionary cycle of
850-1917 are used up and that the new efforts in that direction are
eak. It is our task to promote the organizational and ideational pre-
| paredness for the world revolution, to make clear what steps in this
~Connection are ineffectual, which activities are merely action for

" tne sake of action (Scheinaktionen), and what possibilities of action
are really open under the new conditions, and for our part to really
make the most of each of these possibilities.

Wa' - We have been able since the beginning of this century to gain

- ample experience with regard to capitalist crises, capitalist wars and
. revolutionary convulsions of the capitalist world-system in its entire-
Ly. It is high time to bring order into this experience. e have mostly
fontented ourselves with explaining the cagses of capitalist wars; an
f@?ﬁempt must be made, however, to understand the capitalist structure
IPI the world War, i}s function in the whole social process, in order

Hg:at the process itself, its course, its action, its result:may become
*lear.

'£E§ world-war crisis of 1913-1919 represents a combination of world
1i£1815, worla war and world revolution. It was shown that between cap-
qi{alist States the immemorial alternation of war and peace--which in

§ 8elf goes on in other connections--is involved in the industrial
fycle. The industrializing of warfare brought it about that the in-
wﬁ?str§al war has become a special form of crisis: the world-war crisis.
&t is true of any capitalist crisis whatsoever, namely, that it lays
P8re the disorderly and inhuman character of bourgeois society and

-7 -
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thus promotes the revolutionary tendency of the workers' class strug-
gle aiming at the world order of labor, helds in higher degree of
such a world-war crisis. At the beginning of the first world war
stands the crisis, at its end the attempt at world-revolutionary ac-
tion on the part of the working class.

The first world-war crisis forms  the close of the upgrade period 1895-
1913 ('long wave') and ushers in the present period; the distinguish-
ing warks of that crisis make clear the special character of the
present ('long') period of depression. In the world-war crisis de-
struction was t.e aim of a production intensified beyond its own
measure. Since industry was converted to war industry, the presup-
position for crisis was set once more within the crisis, overproduc-
tion occurred once more as production of materials of destruction and
performed the special work of any crisis: destruction of value which
cannot be turned to account. In this way the crisis overleaped itself.
The over-production, in that it produced war, had apparently become
profitable production. It had accordingly all at once gained a mean-
ing, like the dying in the wire entanglements and the hunger back
home, --an inhuman, capitalistic meaning. Fantastic war profits flow-
ed into the pockets of individual capitalists. On the fronts, the
competition assumed an heroic Character. Literally cut-throat com-
petition urged on to the extreme limits of performance and revolu-
tionized technics and organization. Industry, in the form of war
industry, experienced a feverish and deceptive upswing.In the mean-
time, however, there exploded in the steel tempests of the material
battles and there flew away with the gas clauds over the shell-torn
fields, the lucrative idyll of the two pre-war decades--for victors
and for vanguished and beyond recall. Thus there followed upon the
mild "trade crises" of 1901 and 1907--mostly signs which were not
comprehended--the great world-crisis, and made an epoch. In this
crisis it became plain what mighty productive forces had been con-
cealed behind the capitalist -business of peace-time. But once un-
fettered by war, the productive forces threatened to blow up the
national-state system resting on wage labor and capital. This break-
through of the productive forces taking place with the blind elemen-
tary power of a natural catastrophe has often been interpreted as

the world revolution itself., There is no need for such arts of in-
terpretation, which do away with the clear distinctions. For after
the exhaustion of the military energies of capital, there came for-
ward the true bearer of the productive forces, the working class it-
self, with the attempt at a world-revolutionary action. And it was
only after the unvictorious exhaustion of the revolutionary energies
of the working class that the gigantic efforts undertaken in this
c¢risis, in this war, in this revolution, had again lost both their
pourgeois and their proletarian meaning. To the capitalist class it
became plain that the question had merely been one of over-production
and destruction of value which could not be turned to account;to the
working class, that the world-war crisis could be met only by world-
revolutionary action, that when anything less is attempted in such a
Situation the class, as an army of millions, simply ceases to func-
tion in its history-making role.

It was only with difficulty that the new productive forces could
again be forced into the capitalist world system for geaceful busi-
ness .purposes. As soon as the productive forces assembled up to 1913,
destructively let loose in the first world war and since that time
further increased, had been in'motion after a fashion for a few years:

-
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it came to light in the great world crises of the present time that
the framework of the national-state social system resting on wage la-
bor and capital has alrcecady become a crushing fettcr upon those
forces. To be sure, the effort made in the post-war crises to bind
those forces once more to the production relation of wage labor and
capital, and to the capitalist process of accumulation and to fit

them into the framework of the national State was attended with suc-
cess, but the capacity of the industrial apparatus cannct be complete-
ly utilized even in prosperity. National restriction of production be-
comes a method of overcoming crises.

Flatly contradictory judgments have been possible regarding the pre-
sent period: "Decline period of capitalism® (Sombart, Varga, Corey),
"Second industrial revolution" (0.Bauer, Boris). Judgments which hold
to one side of the process Jjust as abstractly as in the previous per-
iod the diffcrent theorics of impcrialism and their more or less be-
lated progeny. The special charactcr of thc present ('long') depres-
sion period com:s to light in thc character of the world war crisis
and of the post-war crises (1921, 1929). They arc crises of the sys-
tem. Onc is justified in expeccting that thc next world crisis will
have th: samc¢ character.

4. - Today, now that the passage from the acute crisis into the de-
pression is accomplished (cf. mounting production figurcs in U.S.A.,
England, France, Germany, 1933; japancsc cxport offensive, american
strike wavc), the prognosis may bc made that once the general trade
war which i1s now on has led to half-way useful results the severe and
long-drawn-out depression will be folluwed by a breathing spell whith
will end in the next world crisis. There are no grounds by which we
could be moved not to count upon the next world crisis around 1940 ac
upon a reliable anticipation, and tec take our measures accordingly.

The new monopolistic forms of State and Capital--children of the great
Contemporary crises--fulfill the special task of political economy in
the present period: tc atvtain av least the highest measure of expan-
8lon of the transcending productive forces within the given framework
Capital and State--those two sides of the basic social relation, wage-
Workers vs. capitalists--have been smelted together by the world
Crises into a single armor-plating, to the end of assuring their con-
tinued existence. From the automatic subject Capital with the sponsor
State as a special organ there Las grown the unified state-subjcct
Capital. The State today is morc than the mercly 'ideaticnal' total
Sapitalist, us may be secn from its multiplied functions. Through an
injection of frssh blood from the middle class, the ruling class has
baken on a new aspect and, with thc means of poliitical revolution and
Social rcform, subjects the working class and all other elements to
far-going changes. The state-subject Capital seizes the monopoly cn

Class struggle. The breaking up of all class érgans of the workers is

its first accomplishment. A ruthless social-pacification process is in-
troduced with the aim of 'organically' incorporating that part of cap-
ital represented by wage labor into the new State. At the same time a
f&r-flung reorganization of the capitalist class is undertaken for the
Purpose of adapting it to the special task of rolitical eccnomy in the
Present pecriod. There is today a wholc scale of degrees of the fusion
of State and Capital. The diffcrecnces have their root in differences

in the history of the various nations, and are not of a fundamental
Nature. (1. Identity of State and Carital, centralized planned economy
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under individual responsibility of the various shop leaders:bolshevist
state capitalism. 2. Creation cf special authoritarian organs of_pol—
jtical eccnomy, to which the individual independent entrepreneur 1S re-
quired %o conform: national-socialist "econcmy steering" (Wirtschafts-
steuerung). 3. Corporative self-discipline of the capitalists under
state control: fascist "systematic intervention". 4. The amecrican N.R.
also, though on the whole of a different scrt, reveals rclated featurce
Etc., etc. In the place of private-cconemy profitability there cenber
national-cconomy profitahility. The statc-subjcct Cepital orgenizes th
domcstic markzt, regulates (a national "general cartel") the prices an-
tharcby at th: same time sharpens the international competition.The in-
ternatiopal trade policy has become the vital question of the States,
("Twilight of Autarchy"). The new monopolistic forms have accordingly
rnot cnly not held up the cyclical course of world economy, they also
fail to withdraw their own sphere of influence frem the "netural law"
of capitalism. A5 regards crises, those forms can only bring about with
in the state eccnomy (insofar as they do away with the automatic nature
of the process) a different distribution of the over-production period-
ically setting in and of the hunger with which it is bound up, (cf.
Italy and Russia in the latest crisis).

5. - The productive forces released in war at the beginning of the pre-
sent period and since then further increased, can nn longer comc to un-
foldment in thc given framework of politics and economics otherwise
than by way of crisis in a sccond world war. That is what is at the
bottom of thc prcsent werld unrest. It becomes cver clcarer that the
anti-crisis campaigns of the ncw monopelistic state cconomies have at
the sam: timc the character of preparedness measures. More and more is
military preparedness the essense of that very industrial energy by
which the world is driven forward (motorization, aviation, chemistry,
etc.). In long-term production plans, explosive material is being -
heaped up and stored on a large scale. Likewise the social pacifica-
tion policy is preparation for war. The disarmament ideology is being
replaced by vita militante, soldierly spirit and security. (The Labor
Party. in its "Memcrial", wheels into the war front: "punitive war a-
gainst peace breakers" packed in the sepulchral ideology of the League
of Nations. The Comintern is entered in the war preparations through
the franco-russian slliance.) The incentives to conflict are numberless,
the most important being the japanese cxpansion in the Far East, the
central focus of the second world war. Thus this war is being prepared
Pﬁrtly in conscious planning, partly behind the backs of the partici-
pants.

And here we have thc contradictory drama that those very forms cf
stat . and ‘ccgnomy.which are characteristic of the present epoch act-
ually need and want pcace--in part because their preparation for war
1§ incomplote, in part becausc they are frightened by thc vaguc sus-
picion that thc state system rcsting on wage labar and capital will
not, even in its most modern form, outlast the second world war--and
that it is precisely these States which are preparing the war most ef-
fectually. They reveal themselves more and more as transitionel ferms
tp this second world war, which in all prebability will coincide with
the next world crisis.

6. - It must be understood to what extent the new moncpelistic forms
render the workers' world revolution easier and what are the real dif-
ficulties of the new situaticn.
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The series of national, political revolutions resulting from the post-
war crises, opce the revolutionary force of action of the working class
was exhausted, has created on a national scale a new order which inter-
nationally is much of a kind, an order which in thc second world-war
crisis will rcveal itself as dangerous disorder of the world. In the
second world war it will become plain that there is only one convinc-
ing program: the world order of labor, and that the liberation of the
workers is the precondition for its actualization. If, however, the
workers then fail to win their freedom, the new means of mastery which
. the ruling class has today constructed on a national scale will be ex-
. tended by it internationally on ruins and blood and the productive
forces subjected to a still sharper discipline. That will be the es-
. sence of the new world-revolutionary struggles. The free unfoldment of
4 ghe productive forces is assured only through the action of the pro-
& ducers.

That sluggishness which settled over the labor movement and which was
. the precondition for the victory of national revolutions was not so
- much the consequence of individual revolutionary defeats, but above
- all the consequence of the paralyzation and disintegration which was
- brought about by the actual tying up of the labor movement with social-
- reformist and politico-revolutionary tasks, hence the actual tying up
- of bourgeois and proletarian revolution. Since the labor movement down
- to 1914, engaged in wage struggles, pay-rate negotiations, ballot
battles and social politics, had actually not taken steps to break
through at any point the framework of the form of state and society
resting on wage labor and capital; since by the side of this actual
"day-to-day struggle" the "final goal" (as it was called) embraced, as
' its accompanying ideology, at most the idea of "political revolution",
byand since the proletarian-revolutionary minorities, transcendant uto-
 pian under-currents, could themselves under these circumstances furnish
- no more than a further ideological supplement to the actual intra-capi-
:?tallst wage-worker movemecnts--in a word, since the revolutionary cner-
. Biecs assombled in the cycle of 1850-1917 werc concerned with national
. tasks--thc workers entered wholly unpreparcd into a situation in which
- they could win only on a world-revolutionary scale. It remains to the
~ Undying credit of the russian October revolution that in its first,
heroic phase the russian revolutionists still made the attempt to push
forward their russian revolution as the incipient world revolution.The
:ﬂ!orking class failed, as it showed, to keep pace with the tempo of the
. material battles. The destructive work of the World War had created
~ Conditions with which the available energies of the labor movement
.Jfﬁ11e§ to cope. The workers "drew back before the enormousness of their
*%;?cﬁlms"' For the moment, there followed inexorably that sluggishness
. prevailed for ycars. Of thc Comintern there remained only a mut-

latcd and crumbling fossil.
;]It appcared that at many places there was still nced of a national re-
ﬂk::?:{?tion in order to crcate the presuppositions for the workers' re-
b ¢ £ elz:;nfo:rtZ;znzcason egen.the national revolution of 1917 contains
e tocrceo: s reVOluE;-revo ution. The vietory was won not simply by
B i tation ot t:z ?ga1?s: the workers' revolution, but the na-
At n.) evolutionary struggles, their pervasively

N genesis and task branded in advance even the "russian" revo-

}0? ion with the element of counter-revolution. Each national victo
‘thi:hgsreyzlution was, as such, already counter-revolutisnary. Anéy
0 r:;*ligifg: iga:;ealtered when one interprets the series of na-
A 3 2 present period as the "permancnt revcluticn®
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and pours over them the ideslogical camsuflage »f the proletarian wo rlc
revolutin.

This statc »f things serves to oxplain the peculiar b:lshevist-fascist
twilight lying :ver the w:rld today. Rev-lutions win counter-reviluti:
arily, ccunter-rev:luticns reveluticnarily. S~cmething ccmpletely unex

edted occurred: the workers having been .worn out in the struggle, the
bourgsoisie shaken in its self-confidence through unexampled world
crises, the Third Estate, roused up by war and crisis, "awoke". To it,
the twilight between the great decisicns is the most becoming illumins-
ticn. It develeps the "new activism", has visions, speaks in tongues.It
discovers that one really belongs to no class at all, but to an estate
With good reason it evokes the military spirit for the cranking up ang
serving of the industrial apparatus, which.still bears on itself the
easily legible trade-mark "World War". It becomes the preacher and
banncr-bearcr of the only thing pessible in the giver framework: the
new monopolistic resrganization of capital, which corresponds to the
special task of politicel economy in the prcsent period. With the aid
of the insurrcction of the middle clements it rises in great numbers
into state positions, =and thus in part inccrperates itself personally
with the state-subject Capital.

To moncpolistic capital this personnel supplement comes in very nhandy.
For the worker revolutionists the new condition is gratifying: the
faséist third estateras chancellor cr minister of mcnopoly capital is
better than the Sccialist a la Severing cr Norman Thomas. Now that the
political revoluticn and the only pessible social reform hes won a-
gainst the workers, and turns cut to be their complete lack of free-
dom, the workers have at least won the regative freedom for their own
gigantic ends. No Kautsky and none ¢f his russian disciples can still
entertain the notion of whispering to “hem "ifrem the outside" what
their "historical mission" truly is. No Bernstein and none of his eng-
lish teachers can still make it appear to *the workers that taking up
places in ‘the state apparatus is a "growing into socialism!. Cne has
only to bring out the dusty pertraits of tiae marxist twins and the
change becomes clear at once. The urbilical ccrd between bourgeois and.
proletarian revolution is severed. The world-recvolutlionary overthrow
of Capital and State has become a palpably concrete task.

The genuine difticulties nf the new situation, however, all spring
from the circumstarice. that the revolutionary movements of the wor-
king class, in spitc of embittered struggles in all countries through-
out the world, must on the whcle begin all over again at the beginning
while at the sams time, with the approach of the second world war, a
world-revolutionary situation already enters the range of vision.

Council Correspondence.

REMARKS ON THE THESES REGARDING THE NEXT WCRLD CRISIS,
SECOND WORLD WAR AND THE WORLD REVOLUTION.

By Karl Korsch.

In analyzing these theses, one will do well to leave out entirely the
first three paragraphs (i.e. Theses 1 and 2, the first paragraph of
Thesis 3). They contain in part unsupported assertions (the 'likely'
coinciding of the next world crisis with the second world war), in
part subjective experiences of the author, (his 'shock' at noting
that the forces of revolution previously assembled are used up), in
part an enumeration of the points to be clarified and defined in the
Theses themselves. It is not until we come to the last sentence of
this section ("We have mostly contented ourselves with explaining the
causes of capitalist wars", etc.) that we get something which serves
as a real introduction to the analysis of the World War beginning im-
mediately thereafter.

With this omission, the structure of the Theses beccmes quite clear.
In the first part (remainder of Thesis 3) is discussed the pre-history
and history of the present crisis period setting in with the World War;
in the second part (Theses 4 and 5) the further development after the
"trarsition from the acute crisis into the depression" and the pros-
pects for the next world crisis coinciding with the second world war.
Thereupon follows as third part (Thesis 6) the exposition of the "sat-
isfactions" and "difficulties" arising from the new state of affairs
and the tendencies revealed therein for the workers' world revclution,
together with a backward glance at the "sluggishness which settled
over the labor movement" prior to the present state of affairs, the
:ause of that sluggishness and the now visible overcoming of those
auses.

This genczral glance of itself brings out a peculiarity of these Theses

. The present world cconomic crisis which has lasted since 1929 and which

at least in some respects has kept on growing deeper and sharper,and in
& certain scnsc even the "present" in general, in this analysis of the

. total situation of the labor movement of our time is quite left out of

00nsiderat?on. It is not with relation to this present-day crisis, but
:ith relation to "the post~war crises", or the "great world crises of
he present time", of which therefore the present crisis forms only a

-_A;gec§a1 example{ that it is stated (in next to the last paragraph of
- Thesis 3) that in them, to be sure, there came to light, on the one hanc

the fettering character of the national-state social system resting on

l::ge-labor and capital, but that on the other hand the effort to bind
€ productive forces once more to the production relation wage-labor

and capital and to the capitalistic process of accumulation and to fit

-"t?im @nto the framework of the national state was "attended with succens
~ »lXewlse in the last paragraph of Thesis 3, the "post-war erises (1921,

1259)" are, to be sure, on the one hand (in connection with the "pres-
depression period", following, in the cycle of the "leng wave", u-

4 Pon the "upgrade period 1895-1913") denoted as "crises of the system",

SUt on thg other hand the idea of final crisis which such an expression
eems to imply is forthwith dismissed by way of the following "expecta-

~ tion" that "thc next world crisis will have the same character."In the
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next sentence (Thesis 4) the "acute crisis" has already become no more
than a thing of qhe past, from which the transition into the "depres-

sion period", with 'a "breathing spell" following at the latest within

a few years, is said to be already accomplished.

In the same way, everything that is said in these Theses regarding the
situation, tasks, prospects and difficulties of the labor movement of
our time is nowhere related to the present, but to the "next world
crisis", the "second world war", (closing sentence of Thesis 5), and
the therewith approaching "second world-refolutionary situation" (clos-
ing sentence of Thesis 6%. The Theses deal, that is, practically not
at all withi the actual present, which is passed over as quite uncertair
and undeterminable, but with a future computed, without any apparent
basis, with complete certainty in terms of years: "There are no groundr
by wiiich we could be induced not te count upon the next world crisis a-
round 1940 as upon a-certain anticipation and to take our measures ac-
cordingly". In reality, the author of the Theses could say at most, in
view of his previous very general disquisitions, that if we have speci-
al positive grounds for enticipating the world crisis "aréund 1940", nc
counter-reasons come forth from the presently visible general tenden-
cies of economic development. But even apart from such special defects
in the formulation and support of individual assertions, this actual
disrepard of the real present and fictitious actualization of a "like-
ly" revolutionary situation in the future is a blow at the very foun-
dations of these Theses as regards bheir materialistic-practical char-
acter. The place of such a character is taken, on the one hand, by pure
idealism and idealistic subjectivism, which sets its standpoint "over
against" objective reality, and on the other hand,as the unavoidable
polar supplement, by that pseudo-materialistic objectivism which

Sspeaks of the necessity ¢f given historical precesses in a too gener=
al manner, without "thereby" determining its standpoint.

While the connection between such hitherto always too isolatedly re-
garded phenomena as world crisis, war and revolution, or Capital and
State, in modern monopoly-capitalist society, has been demonstrated

in these Theses with much force from the gbjective side and represen-
ted in striking and sometimes new and original formulations, the prac-
tical task springing from this ebjective connection for the working
class has been proclaimed only in abstract manner. The author contents
himself in this respcct with the simple repetition of the one phrase,
"world revolution", which now, however, from this subjective side, re-
mains quite indeterminate and without content. We lTearn from him posi-
tively only one thing, namely, that as & revolutionary activity of the
workers in the present epoch nothing less can avail "us" than this
"world-revolutionary action ef the working class", to be carried out
directly and as a whole, and the organizational and ideational prepar-
edness directed immediately to this goal(Theses 2,3,4,6). It is only
this direct "world revolution", he says, which at all deserves the
name of a "working-class revolution". When "anything less is attempted"
--a8 already shown by the movement in the pericd following the late war

and which in victory and defeat failed as revolution--"the class, as an

ammy ef millions, simply ceases to function in its history-making role"

Every revolutien which either at its very beginning or in its further
course 1s limited to & single country is said to contain unavoidably
"the element of counter-revolution", and this holds in particular ef
the "russian" revolution of 1917. (Beside this cne, the author of the
Theses is aware of still others, .a whole "series" of national politi-
cal revolutions flowing from the post-war crisis and for the "victory"

g &

of which the preceding "sluggishness which had settled over the labor
movement" had formed the precondition. What other victerious natiunsl
revolutions zre mcant by this does not become clear). The attemph of
Trotskism to set in place of the real world revolution its mere "ldeo-
logical camouflage" by interpreting the series of national revolutions
of the present period’'as the 'permanent revoluticn'"is expressly waved
aside. And all those "proletarian-revolutionary under-currents" which
in the previous perind "transcended" the limited character of the then
labor movement, "tied up with social-reformist and (only) pclitical-
revolutionary tasks", are denoted without exception as mere "utopian"
tendencies which leave unchanged the actually intra-capitalist wage-
worker movements of that time, but were able to furnish them "merely a
furtiier ideological supplement". So that the "workers' world revolutior
proclaimed in these Theses remains a pure dream of the future (Zukunft.
gusik) for which in the past and present, apart from a few attempts
undertaken at the end of the "first world war" but in the meanwhile
completely cxhausted and 'decayed'(among them particularly the 'heroic
attempt of the russian october revolutionists to push forward their
russian revolution as the incipient world revolution), in the actual
movement and development of the working class there is still no real
beginning. Though in Thesis 2, after the constatation of the used-up
character of all the "energies of revolution assembled in the revolu-
tionary cycle of 1850-1917", we at first still have a reference to
certain, though 'weak' new beginnings, still at the end of the Theses
i1t 1s expressly stated that "the revolutionary actions of the working
class must, on the whole, begin all over again from the beginning".
This state of affairs is, to be sure, on the one hand denoted as a
'difficulty' (the only "genuine difficulty of the new sitiation"), but
on the other hand also celebrated as the final "severing of the um-
bilical cord between bourgeois and proletarian revolution" and hence
a8s a "gratifying state of affairs for the worker revolutionists".The
workers--we might briefly express the sense of this closing part of
the Theses--at that zero point of their revolutionary action at which
they have now finally arrived, have "at least won the negative free-
dom for their own enormous ends".

Against this assertion there is first to be objected that as a mattcr
o0f fact it is not true. When the Theses state, among other things,

that now rnonc of their old dilapidated and bankrupt leaders can no
longer presume to whisper to the workers what their "historical mission

i8: the sad reality shows rather the contrary. They can so presume, they

¢an do it and they do ectually do it, and the workers also listen to
them, not only in England and other extra-german countries, but also in
Germany, and again today more than in the first period after the unre-
Sisting capitulation of both the old social-democratic-communist par-
ty leaderships before the hitlerian "national and socialist revolution®
Secondly, however, this "negative freedom" of the workers from all the

influences through which they have hitherto been "diverted" from their

;wn. ex hypothesi "enormous" (i.e. still completely undefined and un-
?1£mg;) ends--such frecedom would be at the same time their "freccdom"
rgﬁ taelr whole previous history, inclusive of all the fighting ex-
gztAences won in this history, and the reversion of the working class
me;tc{ that depermlna}eness which it has won 1n its previous develop-
er;; g the initial state (g;ven through their mere economic exist-
t{; "&c suppressed and exploited class within capitalist society) cof
§ class in itself", It is impossible to conceive how it could pass
Ver all at once and without a new "drawing back befere the undefined

- 8normousriess of its own tasks" out of this condition of an absolute
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freedom, l1.e. of an absolute nothingness, through the mere "approach
of the second world war" and the "second world-revolutionary situatior
to which it gives rise, to that highest reality and determinateness of
a direct and total truly proletarian, truly class-befitting, truly
world-embracing genuine workers' revolution for which alone, in the
view of the author of these Theses, the thrcwing in of the proletarian
forces, after the bitter expericnces of the past, is still at all
worth while and without the full attainment of which any new militant
activity of the workei's must lead merely 1o another and still worse
decline into sluggishness. As a matter of fact, it is not the rousing
call to action (that is to say, to the directly world-revolutionary eac
tion of the workers in connection with the next world-war crisis "a-
round 1940") but the feartul punishment set on the failure to follow
this last warning--it is this punisament which forms the real content
of the prospects expressed in these Theses. The author says in effect:
there is offered to the workers once mecre--at a period now lying only
a few years in the future--that incomparable opportunity of which they
failed o make full use at the end of .the "first world war". "In the
second world war it will become evident that there is only one convinc-
ing progrem: the world order of labor, and that the emancipation of th:
fail, however, to win their freedom, then the new meuns of masiery
which the ruling class todey has constructed on a national scale will
be extended by it internationally on ruine and blood and the productive
forces subjected to a still saa:per discipline. That will be the essen-
ce of the new werld-revsintionery shtruggles." Here in the very formila
tion it remains undecicad whether, after all, these new "world-revolu-
tionary struggles of tae nesr future as well will not in their actual
result leead rather to tae "international extension" of the "new (fas-
cist) means of mastery" then to tae "emancipation of the workers" and
rather to a "still sharper (fascist) discipline" than te the "free un-
foldment of the productive forces".

At this place we come up against a point from which it becomes impera-
tive to attack not only tae subjectively practical content of these
Thes¢s, but at the same time their nheoretically objective content;
that is, the theoretical nnalysis which taey give cf tne historical
development and of the objective developmental tendencies coming to
lighv thercin. The question arises vhother there is not concealed even
in the odjective combination of world crisis, war and revelution, as
it 18 given in these Theses twice (once rstrospectively for the first
worlc-war crisis 1913-19'9, the other time prospe:t.vely for the im-
peading new world-war crisis of a near future), some capitulation or
othei before the violent attack of the capitalist-fascist opponent, z2n
attack which at the present moment is obvwicusly felt as over-powerful.
With such capitulations, defeatist states of mind and prison ideolo-
€ics the entire european labor movement is teeming today, and even the
revolutionary tendency within the labor movement shows some of the
Same affliction.

If from this critical point of view one examines the objective theor-
etical content of the present Theses, at first everything appears
here in the best, revolutionary order. It is a revolutionary attack
on the enemy .osition, and no capitulation, when the "immemwrial(?)
alternation of war and peace"--wanich apparently (not, as stated in
the Theses with a too far-going esdaptation to the opponent's ideas,
"in itself") "goes on in other connections"--is recognized as "in-

gl
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volved in the industrial cycle" and modern "industrial warfare" is
recognized as a special form of capitalist crisis. To be sure, this
new and revolutionary insight is presupposed in the Theses as a
directly obvious state of affairs rather than supported and proved,
and the characterization of war as a form of capitalist crisis which
in its very course becomes intensified once more to crisis still con-
tains in this unmediated form a metaphorical and mystifying character.
The equating of war to crisis loses, however, even this final remnant
of apparent mystification when one adds the plain and in no sense meta
phorical observation that the specigl mode of production of modern war
a mode of production which does not produce products and means of pro-
duction, but destruction and means of destruction--represents nething
more than a normal manifestation of capitalist production. The capi-
talist mode of production has constantly contained and contains in it-
self at all its stages of development both kinds of production, that
of the creation and that of the destruction of products. Both form in-
Separable components of capitalist producticn in its specific social
form as "commodity production", that is, as production not simply of
products, but of products as commodities, and this hisporical mode of
production is not complete until we have both together. What comes up
newly today is simply this, that now even certain formal distinctions
which hitherto have ever existed between the two phencmenal forms of
capitalist production (the so-called normal production for peace, and
the other--in reality no less normal--production for war and in war)
are being more and more eradicated “hrough a process of mutual assimi-

- lation and theat thereby the inner identity of these two equally legit-

imate branches of capitalist production is made manifest. In an epoch
when a part of the "normal" production in peace-times consists in the
conscious and "planful" mass destruction of products, means of produc-

- tion, productive forces and producers, when at the same time the rela-

tive weight of the so-called "war industry" even in peace exceeds by
far and in rapidly increasing measure that of any other single branch
of production, and each special branch of production in its turn is
treated potentially even in peace and on the approach of war then also
actually as a mere subordinate department of the one unified war in-
dustry, --in such conditions it appear only logical that war itself,

which according to aim and mode of existence is no loenger to be .dis-

tinguished from war industry and peace industry, should finally no
longer bec distinguished from these other branches of capitalist com-
modity production, even in thought. If one has taken this step, then
that paradoxical sentence in which war itself is regarded as a mere

~ Special form of the crises unavoidably occurring periodically in the

course of capitalist production, that is, as a crisis which in an-
Other, more direct and more simple manner - "performs the special work
Of any crisis, destruction of value which cannot be turned to account™
~-this sentence of the Theses thus becomes not only understandable as

@ plain, matter-of-fact observation. Rather it also becomes clear

forthwi@h why in the process of war now going on even in the forms of
°?pitallst production "the presupposition of crisis is set once more
Within the crisis", in that. the "over-production" occurring in every
Crisi§ occurs- here also in the form of a "production intensified be-
%Ond 1ts.own mecasure"--nroduction of materials of destruction and of
estruction itself. This intcnsification of the crisis to a new crisis

- 9ccurring in the crisis i*self is in fact the unavoidable tendency

?{eaking through in war and peace, a tendency which came clearly to
8ht in the late World War and which by reason of the further devel-

-‘Opment of the capitalist forms of production (in their now recognized
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double mode of cxistence 1s genuine forms of production and forms of
destruction, botn of which undar capitalistic relations combine to
form an indivisible whole and of which only the two together repre-
sent the concrete reality of capitalist commodity production) has
kept on growing stronger and must continue to grow still stronger in
the future. The present development of the capitalist mode of produc-
tion is thus heading, in one and the same process, both toward the
new crisis and the new war, and toward the combining of both in a
new world-war crisis though which, for the class of real producers
uniformly suppressed and exploited in war and peace, the presupposi-
tions for a ncw world-revolutionary situation are from the objective
side being actually fulfilled. The masterly (in spite of its brevity)
clarification of this objectively revolutionary situation is tanta-
mount to a genuine, and in its consequences for the preparation and
carrying out of the revolutionary struggle of the workers, also prac-
tically important further development of our insight into proletarian
revolution.

And it is likewise a revolutionary attack on the enemy position, and
no capitulation, when in the Theses the line of separation sharply
drawn by the old marxist theory between economics and politics, Capi-
tal and State, is in tendency blotted out and the "State" converted
from the merely 'ideational' to the actual "Totel Capitalist", and the
automatic subject "Capital" with the sponsor "State" as special organ
is smelted to & "unified total-subject Capital". The struggle against
the capitalist State has today, as a matter of fact, become in a quite
different, more direct manner a component of the revolutionary prole-
tarian class struggle against capitalist mastery than it was in the
earlier period when the socialist labor movement actually (as admirably
represented in the Theses) continually moved about within the (on both
sides unsatisfying) contradiction of social reform and (only) politica:
revolution and consequently the workers were unable on either field to
arrive at the full concrete reality of their social-revolutionary strug
gle. It is also a revolutionary criticism which strikes at the heart
not only of the present-day enemy,.but also of the earlier and present-
day false friends of the labor movement, when it is stated in the The- .
Ses that through the seizure of power by the hitlerian National Social-
ism "the political revolution and the only possible social reform
against the workers has won" simultaneously and hence at the same time
the (in result) counter-revolutionary character of both these osten-
S8ibly progressive goals of the now surpassed forms of the labor move-
ment has become manifest.

By the side of these real revolutionary intensifications of the prole-
tarian attack on all the old and new forms of incorporation of the
Capitalist state and economic power there is, however, in these The-
S8es also a series of formulations through which the one struggle which
lies open to the workers in Germany, the struggle against what there
today is the only incorporation of the capitalist class rule, is ren-
dered vague and ambiguous. It is a dangerous tendency, in its conse-
quence for the revolutionary anfoldment of the proletarian force of
attack in the present historical period of development, when in these
Theses the lapidary statement is made that through the néw monopolis-
tic forms of State and Capital the task of attaining "at least:the
highest measure (!) of unfoldment (!) of the transcending (?) produc-
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tive forces in the given framework" is in the present being fulfilled.
Let us rccall in this connection also the preceding thesis in which
the prcseat world economic crisis was proclaimed as a thing of the
past, now overcome, and thc transition into the depression with the
prospect of a "brecathing spell” soon setting in and coming to a close
in “the next world crisis" was announced. Let us recall, further, the
peculiar form with which, later on ih these Thescs, there was denoted
as anothcr, and in reality perhaps more probable prospect for the in-
ternitional further dcvelopment of the present world condition,by the
side of the complete unfoldment through the proletarian revolution of
the productive forces tied up in the inadequate "national" framework,
also the mcrely "still sharper discipline" cof these productive forces
through thc cxtension of fascist mastery on an internaticnal scale as
well It is seen that thesc three formulations taken together--the
crisis alrcady belonging to the past, the solution of those tasks
whos. continuing solution according to the marxist doctrine forms the
real material content of the whole world-historical devclopment, but
at thc present time being accomplished by victorious fascism on a nat-
ional scale, 2nd in future perhaps to be accomplished by it still fur-
ther on an intsrnational scale--these three fcrmulations result in a
way aof future historical,development on which, between world crisis,
world war ahd worlHl revolition a quite different; exactly opposite

- form of union may be brought about tham'tHe éne’which .the author of

these Theses has in his subjective consciousness and would like to pro-
claim as a fighting slogan for the revolutionary proletariat. In the
place of the bursting of the capitalistic fetters and of the unfettered

. free development of the productive forces, there comes first in the

national and thereafter pcssibly also in the international framework
their maximal unfoldment (violently 'attained' by victopious fascism
without the bursting of their present capitalist form) in the way of

a still further sharpened "discipline". First attacking nationally, and
then extending the captured positions on an international scale, Fascism
accomplishes its "historicel task", in that it shows to capitalist so-
ciety, menaced on the one hand by the social revolution, and cn the
other by its own dissolution, an heroic way out and forces upon it the
choice of this hercic way. With this perspective, however, the social
revolution of the proletariat is converted from a general necessity

of the development of human society into the private affalr of an is-
olated class or even only of an interested band of Jjewish or other
racially foreign agitators.

; The ambiguity brought inte the Theses through this formulation regard-

ing the presently given economic possibilities of social development
is still further strengthened by way of an equally ambiguous political

;ﬂ formula occurring in the same connection: "The state-subject capital

Seizes the monopoly on class struggle". That may mean, and does in
act mean according to its first and most obvious sense, that the fas-

cist State suppresses the whole previous class struggle of the wage-

Workers against capital. "The breaking up of all class organs of the
workers is its first accomplishment". To the quite correct observation
tontained in this first sentence there would only remain to be added,
from the standpoint of a clear marxist conception based on the fact

of tf? class struggle, a further statement throwing light on the point
85 t§°"what chahge is experienced, as a result of this "monopolization"
through the fascist State, by the other:sidesof-the class struggle
hitherto carried on under capitalist society, the class strugele of

Sapital against the wage-workers. This statement would have to

T
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te, say, that the fascist State--bound up in the closest man-
g:¢o:§:§ala}ge %;pital and, ‘though formal}y set over the individual
capitalist, yet in its general material exzstencg unconditionally de-
pcndent on capital--continucs to carry on, in this other, expan?ed §
and sharpenced form, "on bchalf on the State", that 'mqnopolized class
struggle against the workers. Finally, from a truly dlalectical,té.e.
practically materialistic and revolutionary marxist conception, ere
would have to be added that the fascist State, by reason of th;s son-
tinuing, expanding and sharpening of the class struggle which it has
"monopolized”, is at thc same time on its own part exposed to the con-
tinued, oxpanded and sharpened class struggle of the workers. Instead
of tnis class-befitting, dialectical and revolutionary conceptiop,the
formula of the "monopolization of the class struggle by the fascist
state" is based on a different conception, as the very next following
sentences prove. The author of the Theses entertains the idea that in
this "monopolization of the class struggle" in its two antagqnistic
forms as a struggle of wage-labor against capital and of capital
agninst wage labor, the fascist State is, as a motter of r?cﬁ, at
lexst temporarily and on = national scale being successful: IA ruth-
less social-pacification action with the aim of the 'organic' fitting
of that part of cuapital represented by wage labor into the new State
is introduccd. At the same time, a far-flung reorganization of the
capitalist class is undertaken, in order to adapt it to the special
task of political economy in the present period. . . . In the place
of private-cconomy profitability there arises national-economy pro-
fitability. The statc-subject cupital organizes the domestic market,
regulstes (o nctional gencral cartel) the prices...."

All these tusks, then, according to the statements here quoted from A
the Theses, are fundamentally being accomplished by the fascist State
in exactly the one manner in which they could be accomplished ?y a
revolutionary workers' state proceeding from a genuine workers' revo-
lution, insofar as this State should remain limited to the national
framework, or should later on become so limited. It is expressly de-
clared that between such different forms and degrees of the fusion

of State and Capital as, on the onc hend, "bolshcvist state c%p1tal-
ism", and, on the other, the fascist "systematic intervention and
the national-socialist "economy steering" therc is no differg?Ce.oﬁ
a_fundamental naturg. In rcality, with this failure to make distinc-
tion between historically oppositely directed dcvelopments, and wit?_
the whole supporting undialectical appraisal of the economic and po
itical possibilitics of a fascist or national-socialist State recmain-
ing fund.mcntally in the capitalist framework, the historical accom-
plishment und c.pacity of accomplishment, hence also the force of
attuck .nd defense of the at present triumphant foscist-national-
socialist counter-revolution is monstrously and, for the development
of the proletarian counter-movemsht, edamagingly overrated. In order
to make clear the measure of this over-rating, we may recall that
such a monopoly on the class struggle as, according to these Theses,
the hitlerian National Socialism and the mussolinian Fascism have to-
day 'seized' wus not laid claim to even by the revolutionary dictﬁtor
Lenin for his revolutionary "workers and peasants' State" in the "war
communist" development of the year 1920. In the disputes waged at
that time, prior to the transition to "NEP", regarding the future "
character of thc soviet-russian trude unions, the mest that Lenin ha
venturcd to suggest was in substance that thc trzde unions should re-
strict themselves in future to the ordinary class struggle for the
purpose of safeguarding thc workers' dircet interests within the
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fromework of the soviet cconomic :nd state system und should hcnce-
forth rcnounce the revolution.ry intensification of this struggle, now
th=t the further extension of thc revolution had become the immediate
tiask of thc soviet State. In the later development of russian state
[ it socinlism znd state cuapitalism, in the forms of NEP and Neo-Nep, even
= this right, 2t first granted by Lenin, to the ordinary class struggle
 for the workers' immediatc interests was, as we know, again denied to
~ the trade unions. The prescnt-day stzlinist state capitalism has, that
I is, just us did the dictutorial state of Hitler and Mussolini, com-
pletely conferred upon itself the "monopely of .the class struggle".
But neither in the one case nor in the other (and in the latter case,
if only because of the incomparably weaker position c¢f these capital-
istic counter-revolutionary "dictatorships" as against the claim to
profit on the part of private capital--a claim which was never funda-
o mentally or tctually broken--much less than in the Lenin-Stalinist

S dictatorship) has this ideological "monopolization" of the cliss strug-
gle in the h.nds of the State even for a time and within the national
framework been actually realized. Just as according to the internation-
. al principle of revolutionary Marxism, proletarian socialism cannot be

constructed "in one country" either wholly or in part, either perma-
nently or for a time, so also according te the same principle the
P class struggle in its two antagenistic manifestations cannot be done

- away with "in one cauntry" or converted into a simple component of

the economic and pélitical ruling functions exercised--without contra-
diction within the national boundaries--by the State.

‘To the two tasks of the fascist economic and state power which in these
Theses are recognized as capable of accomplishment within the national
framework, the author himself sets a limit. In the single place where
~he thinks "dialectically", i.e. truly materialistically and practical-
j ly revolutionarily, hec declares. that "the state-subject Capital", in
‘that us a general cartel it regulates the prices, "thereby at the same
} %ime (!)sharpens_the international competition". "The international

i

de policy h-s become the vital question of States ('Twilight of

t,Aut rchy'), Thc new monopolistic forms have therefore not only failed
to hold up the cyclical course of world cccnomy; they fail also to
#ithdraw thelr own sphere of action from the 'matural low' .of capitalisa

;?Ut.cVQn apart from the fact that the--here direcctly geographical--
- limit sct for ths accomplishment of the economic und political tasks
~ 9f the present world development by means of Fascism is later, after
1], r;g;rQQd %S not entirely insuperable, but rather that thc possi-
1lity of its being crossed by a Fascism extending internationally its
lCW mcuns of mistery is cxpressly admitted, this final introduction of
e dialectical manner of looking at things, through which a pesitive
2igtion of the tasks set by the present development of the productive
B fstand productive relations is in the fascist framework nationally
"'ball nternationally precluded, comes much too late. Just as dialecti-
-'Btaty as @he regulating of the domestic market through the fascist
3 She-subgect Capital actualizes itself on an international scale as
&rkzgpeneq competition which very quickly recoils upon the domestic
+ gaazs wgll, 80 the allegeg 'solution' of the economic and politi-
. i of Fascism becomes involved in advance, within the produc-
e gro,ess itself on the purely national scale, and from the first
ugd ﬁward, il ever new and sharper tontradictions. At this place it
ave been in order to take up a truly marxist, materialistically
. lysis of the present and future combinations of world
» world war and world révolution, and to proclaim the present
I - 3 S
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struggle of the proletariat in each country and on an international
scale against the here and now present form of capitalist mastery,
and all its expressions, as the single genuine content of the prole-
tarian "world revolution."
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CAPTURING THE A. F. of L.

The developgient of the American labor movement has been different from
that of Europe and England in several respects. The trade union move=
ment here not only refrains from independent political action, but ac-
tively supports the capitglist parties. Repeatedly the socialist and
communist movements have tried either to capture or to destroy the
American Federation of Labor. These tactics have fluctuated between
"boring from within" to outright orgenization of dual unions. The his-
tory of these efforts is interesting.

The developments of trade unions during and since the world war neces-
sitate a complete revision of the earlier conceptions by Marxians. The
expectations of the Communist Manifesto have not been fulfilled: Hope-
fully as the unions were greeted in 1848 and as lately as 1870 in the
days of the First International, they have now definitely assumed a
reactionary character.

Although the Amcrican movemont shows considerable differences in de-
velopment from that of Europe, the trade unions of Europe and America
alikc demonstrated their regctionary character. The Socialist unions
of Europe were no less enthusiastic in their support of the mass
slaughter than Gompers and his cohorts in America. The reaction of
both sprang out of their inherent qualities, from their preferred pos-
itions in capitalist society,from their fear of losing their treasur-
ies and "achievements", from their general satisfaction with the
status quo.

The trade unions of Germany were as conservative an influence on the
German labor movement as were the revisionist Bernstein, and the ag-
rarian Vollmar. They insisted on and established the principle that
they be not expected to come into action for any revolutionary pur-
pose, and werc as autonomous of the German workers' political move-
ment as thc A.F. of L. was of the American Socialist movement. The
opportunism of the German Social Democracy winked at and even encour-
aged the reactien of the unions. The Socialist concessions to the
unions cnsured Pyrrhic parliamentary victories, and the lesson so
clear to American revolutionists at an early date--that the predomi-
nant unions wcre rcactionary and hopeless--wam not learned by the

few revolutionists in the European movements until too late. As a
consequence, the German unions paved the way for Hitler. They were un
willing to risk their existence on "revolutionary adventures". They
actually preferred Hitlerism to communism, for they were much more a8~
gressive against communism than against Hitlerism.
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lirhe Austrian trade unions likewise hesitated and temporized, and like
" the Germans paved the wey for the politicians who finelly destroyed
- them.

. The British trade unions, unwillingly were precipitated into the 1926
general strike and°then recoiled in horror at their own temerity. Now
they uarc passive whilc dole and wage cuts are proceeding apacc.

A review of American trade union history will show the development of
" this reactionary tendency to a point where it becomes obvious that the
. American Federation of Labor--the junction of unions under the consti-
S tution and laws of that federated body--must be destroyed as a defin-
“ﬁtely counter-revolutionary force. Its form of organization is not
usceptible to change. It is so removed from rank and file control

L that even a severe crisis arousing the members of the unions composing
it would keep them helpless and powerless. It is essentially an organ-
"ization of officials whose comfortable, well paid jobs and political
nnections have reconciled them to the capitalist system, and who

uld fight to the bitter end against proletarian victory as a direct
reat to their positions. A real proletarian victory is pessible only
fter this bulwark of reaction has been destroyed.

hile history is but the recounting of the dead past, the history of

e atteapts to change, reform, and displace the A.F. of L. will en-
ble us to form a correct eStimate of the A.F. of L. and to formulate
e position of revolutionary workers in relation to it.

ese attempts may be roughly divided into four major actions: first,

5 e organization of the Socialist Trade and Labor Alliance, 1895;
'Second, the organization of the I.¥.W., 1905; third, the Great Steel

trike, 1919, and the subsequent orgenization of the Trade Union Edu-

Cational League; and fourth, the organization of dual unions by the
ommunist Party froin 1928 onwards.

e first major conflict between the A.F. of L. and the Socialist
OVeient occurred in 1890. At the Detroit convention of the A.F. of L.
in that year, the Central Federated Union of New York was refused a
larter becausc it admitted delegates of the Socialist Labor Party to
ts delibcerations. Bitter conflicts continued at stcceeding conven-
lons until 1895 when the Socialist Trade and Labor Alliance was or-
ized. This was in effect a dual union in opposition to the A.F. of
i but it never prospered. It never developed beyond the stages of a
fOpaganda organization. Within the S.L.P. it engendered a conflict
at split it in 1899 and resulted in the organization of the Social-
t party in 1901. The S.L.P. (De Leon) carried on a vigorous campaign
8ainst the A.F. of L. while the Socialist Party (Hillquit, Berger,
bs) hoped to win over the fiederation by education:and propaganda.

was believed at first that the corruption of the'(thendeclining)
ghts of Labor was a main factor in the organization of the S. T.

* A. The Socialist Labor Party's National Executive Committee's

Port at the 1896 convention, however, already had framed the "politi-

*=economic" dualism that ever after stamped the De Leonite S. L. P.
8 declaration reads in part:

Kni

It

"The pure and simple union is no longer an organization that
€ven pretends to better the condition of its members by
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fighting the boss, . it is content to fight the poor
devil of a fcllow worker who happens to be out of work. . .

"But the class antagonisms in modern capitalist society
will socwmetimes bring about collisions betwecn the opposing
forces . . . when they do, thc political supremacy of the
capitalist class created and backed up by the votes of the
workers soon gsserts itself with disastrous effect . . .

"But there has appearcd a silver lining in these black
clouds; thec Socialist Trade and Labor Alliance is born.To
the superficial obscrver it may seem that this organization
was formed only because of the reeking corruption among the
general officers of the once powerful Order of the Knights
of Labor.

"Yet this was only an incident, the lever, as it were, to re-
lieve and set free the pent-up disgust of so many workers
with the inactivity, the impotence of the fakir-ridden older
organizations.

"It is to be hoped . . . our party will give notice to the
labor fakir that he had better stand from under, thus making
it clear to all that the Socialists and new trade unionists
have joined hands and are coming . . . to put an end to . .
that artificial barrier between the economic and political
phase of the American labor movement . . ."

The Socialist Trade and Labor Alliance was endorsed in the following

resolution introduced by De Leon:

""HEREAS, Both the A.F. of L. and the K. of L.,or what is left
of them, have fallen hopelessly into the hands of dishonest
and ignorant leaders;

"WHEREAS, These bodies have taken shape as the buffers for cap-
italism, against whom every intelligent effort of the working

cless for emancipation has hitherto gone to plieces;

YWHERZAS, The policy of propitiating the leaders of these or-
ganizations has been tried long enough by the progressive

movement, and is, to a great extent, responsible for the power
which these leaders have wielded in the protection of capital-

ism and the selling out of the workers;

WHEREZAS, No organization of labor can accomplish anything for
the workers that does not proceed from the principle that an

irrepressible conflict rages betwecen the capitalist and the
working class, a conflict that can be settled only by the to-
tal overthrow of the former and the establishment of the So-
cialist Commonwealth; and

‘WHEREAS, This conflict is essentially a politlcal one, nceding
the combined political and economic .efforts of the working
class; therefore be it

Resolved, That we hail with unqualified joy the formation of
the Socialist Trade and Labor Alliance as a giant stride
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i towards throwing off the yoke of wage slavery and of the

“ robber class of capitalists. We call upon the Socialists
of the land to carry the revolutionary spirit of the S.T.
& L.A. into all the organizations of the workers and thus
consolidate and concentrate the proletariat of Amgrica in
one irresistible class-conscious army, equipped both with
the shield of the economic organization and the sword of
the Socialist Labor Party ballot™".

This action of the S.L.P. was the forerunner of the organization of
the I.W.W. The resolution laid down that peculiar and distorted in-
terpretation of political action that typifies the S.L.F. to this day-

- The overrated De Leon could never understand the class struggle as

. anything else than a ballot struggle reinforced by "economic action".

The comic-tragic element of his interpretation appears when it is

- realized that his "economic action" was adopted by the syndicalist

- wing of the I.W.W. later as being all sufficient--a direct reazction

.~ to confusing parliamentary action as the sole form of political action.

i}

- But it w2s not yet the time for the organization of the I.W.W. De
;;% Leon and Gompers both were stationed in New York. The center of in-
- dustrial activity was farther west. Both had their major followings

~ among the "genteel" trades. The horny handed, sweating and crude in-
- dustrial workers in mines, mills and other basic industries werc out-
- side the influence of either.

- The railroad brotherhoods were outside the A.F. of L. and Socialism
ybecame known to them considerably later.

- In 1877 Eugene Debs attended his first convention as delegate to the

Brotherhood of Locomotive firement. In 1880 he accepted the position

- of secretary-treasurer and editor-in-chief of the magazine at a time

yhen the order was so weak that no more conventions were expected by

" most: By 1892 he faced the B. of L. F. now a strong, vigorous organ-

?;izatlon,with his resignation. Despite a loyal following and a splen-

- did reputation as an organizer, he felt that organization was lacking
4n true solidarity and hampered by craft prejudices. He differed too
much with the organization to remain any longer at its head.

"
h

;gibllowing his resignation, Debs organized the American Railway Union.
‘ was to embrace all reilway workers, - engineers, firemen, switchmen,
:iggkggen, shopmen and track~walkers. Within one year the A.R.U. had
i.y e 0 members. In April, 1894 trouble broke out on Jim Hill's Great
Orthern Railroad and the A.R.U. had its first test. By May 1lst they
ad wrung practically all their demands from the road.

A‘gg(g%y_il, 1894 the workers in the Pullman shops at Chicago came out
R r; €. They called upon the A.R.U. for support and got it in the
7.ers of a boycott on Pgllman cars. Twenty railroads =znd 125,000 wor-
e :ere affected. Chicago-ward traffic w.s paralyzed. Grover Cleve-
Bt ., ent federal troops to break the strike, the federal courts

Jpas and sen@enced Debs to Jjail for contempt of court, and the A.R.U.
s Sed from view on the heels of this defeat.

Debs serveq si i

Y X months in jail and upon his release tried to restore
;oiewgecked A.R.U. He failed in this, but he was turning more and

b oward Socialism, By 1897 a convention of the A.R.U. wound up
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jts affairs and reorganized as the "Secial Democracy".

Debs' entry into the Socialist movement is significant because he
represented no white-gollared intelligentsia, but came frcsh from
contact with the workers of a basic indust1y. He carried into that
section of the Sccialist movement which had broken awey from De Leon
and the S.T. & L.A. the idea of fighting the old craft unions.Hardly
had the "safe and sane" socialists rid themselves of De Leon, than
they were saddled with Debs. And the latter was much more formidable
at that time then De Leon. He was illogical, sentimental ancd un-

scientific -- the direct opposite of De Leon. But he was fiery, ag- ; ; CO| ’NCIL

gressive, and had a tremendous reputation and following, The Social-

ist Party had %o reckon with him. | CORRESPONDENCE

It was a strange combination that later materialized in the I.W.W.- o |
Debs, De Leon, Haywood, A.M.Simons Mother Jones, Untermann, Hagerty |

Sherman and Bohn. It probably neve’r would have been organized but ' i DFERAL It
for Debs'! vencvure with the A.R.U. and De Leon's efforts %o fight the
A.F. of L. with the S.T. & L.A. These two efforts represent the pre- G | . .
lude to the I.7.W. The S.T. & L.A.represented the theoretical differ- ‘ ‘ For Theory and Discussion
ences of the Socialist movement with the A.F. of L., the realization | I
that the.limitations of craft unions and the narrow viewpoint arising ‘
therefrom were inimical to Socialist interests. Debs' movement repre- . |

sented the revolt of workers in industry who saw themselves betrayed B CONTENTSS
and forsaken by the labor aristocracy. Both elements fused for a time
in the organization of the I.W.W.

L8 % : i AMERICANIZING OF MARXISM.

(In future issues, the I.W.W., the T. U.E.L., and the ‘ INFLATION.
communist unions will be fliscussed. e
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