today
waltra-left" course of the C.P. shout/against its ultra-right course
because the Stalinists are still not resigned to setting them up
again with salaries. Trotsky founds for the second time the Fourth
International with members whom he has fertunately just brought to
shelter in the Second International. The bureaucrats quarrel over
the ever fewer paid posts and disguise their quarrel behind an
alleged struggle for this or that correct Leninist line. These
ridiculous half-and-half organizations, small parasites of the
greater spongers, are not the heirs of the Third International,nor
its carrion crows. They are going under with it, as they were only
capable of living off it. But for them also the revolutionary
workers have no tears to shed. To speak for once with the original
superman against all the present-day supermen of the C.P. and
its offal, the workers can only - and not without satisfaction --
say: " What falls shall furthermore be kicked."
R S S R
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" REVOLUTIONARY PARLIAMENTARISM "

Propagande against parliamentarism among the working class was
for a long while extremely difficult. The assumption that the worker
too, or his confidant, must take part in the work of law-making, in
order that the laws to be passed may have regard for the interests
of the class, has grown into a nice, comfor*able habit. And it is
quite as well known as regrettable that no one more than the worker
hangs on to old habits, conservatively and without insight--in fact,
he clings to them even long 2fter the bourgeoisie has thrown them
back into the lumber-room. This holds of all phenomena of society,
whether in the field of general culture, of custom and morality or
of politics. The special field of politics -- parliamentarism --
naturally forms no exception; for here there asserts itself not only
the lack of independent movement on the part of the working class,
but a quite imposing array of forces by which, when the social milieu
gives rise to such a movement, it is held up. Parliamentarism --
that is, the doctrine that the economic laws of a society eare
controlled by oratorieal battles -- is of course not only a doctrine,
& philosophy, but an eminently practical matter; practical, that is,
for those who conduct these oratorical battles - the members of
Parliament, Congress, or whatever the.law-making institution may be
czlled in the dif ferent countries. For them, the Parliament  is
exactly the same thing that Heaven and God are for a parson. As soon
as people refuse to believe in the existence of Heaven and God, the
parson's existence also collapses. Heaven and God are thus questions
involving the livelihood of a certain,gﬁoup of people; and just as
everyone is interested in the maintenance of his existence, so also

are the uniformed God-champions. Apply this example t9 parliamenta-
rism, and we have the whole truth.

The circumstance, however, that something is "true" is by no
means any assurance that this something will forthwith come inte
its own, without further ado. In the first place, this is prevented




by the fact that on the side of the deceived and misled the general
possibility of perception and hence the courage that goes with it

is too slight, while on the other side science, whose task it should
be to serve as a medium of perceptions, stands wholly in the service
of class rule. The more the possibility of perception developed in
our civilization and the story of heaven and God could be recognized
as a fairy tale, the greater was the amount of "science" put forth
in order to bring into question the fruits of this recognition.

The history of parliamentarism is, to be sure, younger and
briefer than that of thelogy, but resembles it in all its features.
And of course, in the last analysis, both - parliamentarism and
theology -.are children of the same mother; that is, children of the
belief that someone or other -- excepting ourselves -- will free us
from our present ills. Not at once, naturally, but, according to
theology, when we are dead; while parliamentarism offers us the
prospect of some day-after-tomorrow here on earth. For all this we
have nothing to do but vote for those who take the trouble to hold
continually before our eyes the beauties of a posthumous paradise
or of an earthly day-after-tamorrow, and . to support them in a
manner befitting their station --naturally, in so far as possible,
with paying in advance.

Just gs the clergy in the age of enlightenment had to resort
to much more refined means for keeping their little sheep in the
fold, so alsc in times of extreme economic distress and the
impossibility of a compromise between the ruling and the suppressed
class the champions of parliamentarism had to rack their brains
for extremely subtle proofs, which they set down in theses. The
establishment and propagation of these proofs fell to the histori-
cal lot of the Communist International, in its various sections.

The world stands in an epoch of advanced revolutions, a process
from which the communist parties were born. Their mission igthere-
with given: they must embrace the revolution. Since, however,embra-
cing the revolution and acting in accordance therewith does not
guarantee a full bourgeois existence, the functionaries of the
sestions must look for an occupation which they can find time to
carry on in addition to their party work and the exercise of which
does not conflict with their revolutionary profession of faith.

They become -- in addition to paltry editors and party secretaries--
parliamentarians. Now even tho it may be true that the professional
parliamentarians have enough time left over for performing their
party work, still it is not spuch an easy matter to avoid conflicts
arising from their revolutionary profession of faith and their
Earliamentary duties. In this extremity, none other than "science"
ad to spring to the rescue+ It first of all gave birth to the
most ridiculous word-monstrosity in the political thesaurus
" revolutionary parliamentarism".

No. great amount of philological knowledge is needed in order
to understand what an unmerited protective covering was acquired by
parliamentarism and what a calumny was perpetrated on the concept
"revolution" by this combining into a single phrase of two concepts
which in their essence are nothing short of mortal enemies. Naturallys
the reason for the invention and exploitation of this word-monstro-
sity was not that the beneficiaries of .the comamunist party movement
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would not have been content with plain arliamentaris ct-
tually assured themselves that thg "revglutionary p:rTi:;eE::r;:;"
would really lend ferce to the proletarian class movement. Rather
the invention was necessary for the reasen that the counter-revolﬁ-
tionary character of parlamentarism,se far as cencerned the class-
conscious part of the working class, was regarded as an established
fact,and therefore logically the parliamentarians were looked upon
as counper-revolutioniets. Now since ene cuuld not very well be a
revolutionist and a ceunter-revolutionist at :the same time, -- and
because especially ene did not want to be such, -- parliamentarism,
the counter-revolutionary institution,was given the predicate "re-
volutionary"., In other words, an attempt was made to juggle away the
essence of a device wth a well chosen qualifying word. And it can
not be disputed: the attempt was successful,

How could such an attempt succeed? To give a complete answer
to this question would be to unroll the whole problem of the labor
movement from A to Z, in order to observe in all its parts the in-
fluence which hassbeen exercised by the paid functionaries upon the
organized and unorganized mass, and which- has culminated unmistakab-
ly in the maintenance and consolidation of the bourgeois ideology.
"Somebody or other will do it for us who of course is more clever
than we are,and whom we are just too stupid to criticize; somebody
who knows everything and can do everything". Naturally, this some-
body can also revolutionize the Parliament op Congress, the counter-
revolution in actuality. This .state of fact -= that is the blind
belief in the most impossible capacities of seme ‘"great" man or
other -- is not so laughable as the mention of it appears; for it
was nothing less than a state of fact,and as such had enormous, di=
sastrous consequences for the working class.

.It might,of course,be objected -- and this has been dohe quite
frequently,-- that in itself it is quite a matter of indifference
what a revolutionist does just oh the side: whether he catches but-
terflies or belongs to a glee-club or casts a ballet into a box.

And if a revolutionist has goné~so far as to exercise the right te
¥ote, why should he not also exercise that of being voted for? Super-
ficially regarded,these objections appear quite logical. But they
will not bear thorough examination. It will probably not be denied
that the workers grow politically stale even when they engage, "just

_ on the side",in cultural and athletic clubs or other such erganiza-

tions not expressly revolutionary in their tendencies. Well, such
organizations can not even so much as be mentioned in the same
breath with parliamentarism. The most that those organizations do
to the worker is to take away his spare time,which he might employ
to better advantage. Since their tendency is neither expressly re-
Volutionary nor counter-revolutionary; they also demand no distinct
Profession of faith from their members. Otherwise with parliament-
arism. If one embraces it,and if one wants to obtain a seat in par-
liament or congress,one must turn to such people as believe in the
possibilities and capaoities of this institution. It is out of the
‘Question to read them theé.Communist Manifesto. Or rather: it can
be done if the object in view is exclusively political propaganda;
but it can not be done if one wants to win the votes of electorg.
For good or ill,one must then rely on the "illusions of the mgsges".
The question as to what sort of following a professedly revolutio-
Rary party-acquires through such sort of propaganda is best answe-
red by answering the question: What do the voterd,the "masses with
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the illusions", expect of a "revolutionary" party to which they have
given their votes? They expect from it that it will do what other
parties have not as yet been able to bring ‘about; namely: the liber-
ation from all ills., Its following consists therefore of pecple who
expect their liberation from anywhere excépt from their own action.
And this circumstance is not altered by the fact that the communist
sections have stamped their vomers as "professed revolutionists".

In order to cover up the fact that the leading "rewolutionists™", the
functionaries of the communist sections,had been traasferamed into
philistines; the philistine voters were transformed with a shout in
the communist press into revolutionists. And if the philistine vo-
ter could thus become so quickly and cheaply a revolutionist, then
why could the revolutionist,the ordinary worker,not alsoc be a phil-
istine voter? He had,of course,the guarantee that his enthusiasm

was not for parliamentarism without circumlocution,but for revolu-
tionary parliementarism. And so,from one "ballot battle" to the next,
the membership of the communist sections was and is being educated
to thé conception that one may embrace both revolution and parlia-
mentartsm. Matters went still farther,however, 50 that quite soon

the adhérents of the communist sections no longer embraced the one
as well as the other,but came to look upon "revolutionary parlia-
mentarism" as the solution. "Without revolutionary parliamentarism
no revolution!" What wonder that the communist:section of Germany,
for example,fell down so miserably: Hitler had actually,with a
single stroke,torn away the basis of its revolution--parliamentarism.
But before the good old institution had suffered this fate,it had
plenty of time to vent its fury,it was able to disintegrate the ide-
ologically best part of the working class.and to defame individual
revolutionists and groups thereof; in short: it was able to-do a
real job. Let us hold in further course to the german example. It
was here that "revolutionary parliamentarism" celebrated its grea-
test triumphs.

Like all the batts which were presented in "ballot battles"
for catching the little voting fish,so also "revolutionary parlia-
mentarism" was at first nothing wore than a theory in which the vo-
ters had to believe. Since the woter,as already stated,is just that
person who can have confidence in everything exept himself,in his
own knowledge and capacities,he therefore did not consider himself
capable ‘of te%ting the presented theories for their real value and

soundness. And so the voter just believed: at one time,that it would"

be a good thing if the german Kaiser came back, =-- for which he
settled in full with a ballot for the Conservatives -- at another
time, that it would be a good thing if a little more thought were
again directed to god,who in the confusion of revolutionary evgnts
had been losing his following, -- for which the voter settled in
full with a ballot for the catholic Center -~ and still another
time the voter had no particular belief about anything,and he voted
for the strategists ef "revolutionary" parliamentarism. Naturally,
he had previously,for the sake of caution,"thoroughly tested" all
the other promises put forth by the odd dozen political parties, and
for this he had been given plenty of opportunity by the thirty or
So parliamentary elections of the post-war period. The difference
between the theories expounded in the elections and the practice
followed in the parliaments was in 999 out of a thousand cases ex-
Plained in vulgar manner as being the result of the unwillingness
of the parties to keep their promises. That the promises ceuld not

be redeemed, that the whole parliamentary business rested.upon an
objeciive and not upon a subje.dive swindle -- such a realization
could not be expected from a person who had no confidence in him-
self.henoce also no confidence in his critical capacity.

He voted therefore -- before in final despair he landed with
the Nazis -- trevolutionary". And the number of those was not small
who in such manner received the commission to disrupt from their
seats in Parliament the present world economic erder. That number,
the number of the "revolutionary" parliamentarians, did not, to be
Sure,increase with the growing uncompromisingness of the communists
toward the capitalist world,but it increased in the same measure in
wnioh the communists unscrupulously took over unto themselves all
those election baits which had proved themselves highly effective
wh=n employed by the other parties. Until they finally came to the
contest with Hitler: a contest which turned sn:the point as to which
of the two parties was the real and only representative ‘'of "natio-
nal" interests. The one side gladly admitted that the rabbi stank,
while the other side was equally willing to reccgnize that the monk
stank; it appears,alas, that Heine's assertion of more than a hund-
red years ago, that they both stink,was all in vain.

Now it is extremely difficult to determine factually,on the
basis of certain particulars,in what the difference consisted be-
tween theory and practice in the case of '"revolutionary" parliamen-
tarism, because,of course,the theory was ‘an absurdity in itself, --
as absurd as dry water or cold fire or,as previcusly here defined:
revolutionary counter-revolution. One must therefore simply held to
what the communists themselves held forth in connection-with this
slogan. And so.it was learned that their theory represents practigyiy
two. concrete . .things:. exposure of the workers' enemies, and parlia-
mentary support of extra-parliamentary actions. The exposure was
suppcsed to proceed in this way: that from the vantage position of
the parliamentary- benches there should be made public all ‘the wrong
which the iruling class and its open and concealed lackeys have com-
mitted against the working class. The press was then to provide for
further dissemination; for all parliamentary speeches could be prin-
ted without fear: of punishment,without regard ror whether they were:
offensive or otherwice damaging to individuals or whole organiza-
tions, The second manner of parliamentary activity was thought of
in this way: that when the workers for some reasorsoi other come in-
to motion against the employers,the communists,witu spesches. from
the parliamentary benches,were to render assistsnce among the unde-
cided. Naturally,here again by means ef exposures. "Revaiutionary!
parliamentarism was therefore,as we see, exclusively a matter of ex-
posures.

Exposures are naturally something precious,and they have con-
stantly been employed in the workers' struggls against their explpi-
ters. But.strangely enough,they have been applied not on}y by. the
workers against the exploiters,but very frequently also the other.
way 'rouad -- and,as shown by Hitler's victory after a great' number
of parliamentary battles,with much greater success than by the com-
munists. The expesing tactic is accordingly not in itself a revolu-
tionary tactic, and, applied in Parliament,it does not loglcally
make Farliament revelutionary. Generally considered, parliamentarism
is simply nothing more than fifthy percent self-glorification --=
hence propaganda for the next election -- and.fifty percent exposure.
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That the success of the exposing was much slighter for the
communists ‘than for the Nazis'has already been mentioned. But of
course,this is still not to say how slight it was. Very probably,
it was equal to zero. The alternating successes which the cemmu-
nists saw in the increase of the number of seats they occupied in
the various Parliaments were certainly attained by way of the enor-
mous amount of individual propagandizing en the part of the army of
nameless proletarians in the shops and relief stations, But that
could not be confessed at any price; otherwise the burocracy cast-
ing furtive eyes on seats in Parliament would have lost every plau-
sible ground on which to stand for election.

But apart from such a question,which can not be answered in
a manner which. is wholly satisfactory,there yet still remains a ve-
ry essential question,namely: the cost of the questionable success
of the exposing. It is well known that the communists in their hey-
day -- that is,shortly before they gave over the field without a
struggle to Hitler -- had nearly a hundred seats in the Reichstag.
Hence from all parts of the country there came together in Berlin
the communist forces most highly trained in agitation and propagan-
da,in order to witness in Parliament the flat,stale and unprofitable
harangues of other parties. When things were running high, there was
occasion once a week for a communist,in a three-quarter-hour speech
to conduct communistic exposing. The number of times that the com-
munists took the floor and the length of their speaking time was
accordingly not left to their own discretion,but was governed in
painfully exact meanner in accordance with theiorder of business,
which was loyally adhered to by the communists as well. In case,
someone or other persisted in disregarding that order,he could be
excluded for one or more sittings. In and of itself,that would have
been no misfortune,if his pay had not been correspondingly cut.

Thus in order te deliver one three-quarter-hour exposimg
speech per week, there assembled in Berlin alone -- not to speak of
the odd dozen provincial Parliaments,which likewise swallewed a
large number of good agitators -- some hundred party functionaries
(mainly secretaries and editors),who were thus made unavailable for
any real party activity. If each of these functionaries had held
only one meeting each week and if each of these meetings had been
attended by only a hundred people -- certainly a modest figure for
Germany -- in that case all conceivable exposing could have been
conducted before ten thousand attentive listeners in speeches ex-
tending over one hour and thirty minutes. That is, the pgrformance
of each functionary would have been double that of the entire com-
munist fraction in the Reichstag. In o%hier words: the functionaries
‘0of the Reichstag fraction could have conducted two hundred times
the amount of exposing if they had shifted their field of acthn
from the Reichstag into the country. This numerical example may be
applied also,if one likes,to the other Parliaments. It would then
be seen how much time was squandered by the parliament-thirsty com-
munist burocracy; time which might have been employed in providing
a systematic revolutionary education of the working class.

It may be objected that certain exposures were in violation
of law and that the exposing conducted in Parliament, even %ftun- -
lawful, remained unpunished. Theoretically,that is correct,hu.t ;:
tically quite without significance; for precisely during the
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in which the communists were preaching the necessity of revolutio-
nary parliamentarism, from the end of the war to Hitler, the pro-
pagandistic opportunities in Germany were ample. In case, however,
a decisive exposing speech had once really been made, then the
bourgeoisie had only to cla.sp down on the newspapers in order to
deprive it of-any effect beyond the few listeners in parliament.

As a matter of fact, in the history of the german Reichstag there
was only one solitary exposing speech to which success was gene-
rally attributed. It was the speech of Karl Liebknecht (1912)
against the corruption which had arisen in the business connection
between the army and its cannon-furnisher Krupp.To this example
of exposing there might possibly be added the nicely memorized
pnrases that Philipp Scheidemann delivered in the Zabern military
scandal; but this exhausts the list of all the exposings wich the
bourgeoisie found painful. And the success? The ‘officérs invelved
were pensioned at the cost of the tax - payers or " fell up the
steps". And yet it was precisely in the year 1913, hence in the
midst of the exposing campaign, that the Soéial Democracy, by which
this later exposure was conducted, for the first time granted
financtel means to prussian-german militarism.

But of course, one may ‘say, the communists are not social-de-
mocrats. And that is correct. For while the social-democrats still
for a time shamefully opposed the war, among the communists this
false shame has already quite vanished. In proof of this, there
is no need to go back to the offer which Clara Zetkin at that time
made in the Reichstag to the german Reichswehr. e have only to
refer to the statement of the german delegate Wilhelm Piek some
Weeks ago on the occasion of .the world congress of the Comintern.
He said, verbally:" A war conducted by a country with democratic
government against a country with fascist government is a noble
war, and the communists should take part in it. " Perhaps the
comaunists want to have the opportunity, through voluntary and
active participation in capitalist wars, to .exposé the bad and
unpatriotic conduct of war on the part of the bourgeoisie. In the
csse of the comintern, one must of course-be prepared for every=
thing.

We might show; further, by way of a very pertinent example,
that the communists in ‘the parliaments by no means constantly
conducted that sort of exposing that borders on lese majesty or
high treason, and which might have been dangerous to the press or
to ordinary speakers at meetings. During the Ruhr occupation in
1923 a high official of the Ministry of Communications came to
the Communist Reichstag fraction and produced the most detailed data
regarding instructions of the government for blowing up blast fur-
naces, flooding shafts, disrupting canals and sluices -- in short,
for carrying out in the Ruhr district a "Hindenburg program".
Various dynamitings had already taken place on a number of tran-
sport routes by the workers there employed, on instruction from
"above". The conference at which the "Hindenburg program" was
decided upon was held in the rooms of a ministry of the Reich
and was attended, through delegates, by the following organizations:
Ministry of the Interior, Ministry of Communications, Social De-
mocratic Party, Democratic Party, Center, General=-German Trade-
Union League, Hirsch-Dunker Trade Unions, Christian Trade =-Union
League and the legal %hop councils concerned. All the data were
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first brought together in an article by a Reichstag member and
offered to the Rote Fahne for publication. The paper declined
publication on the ground that it would be prosecuted for high
treason. The offer of a Reichsteg member to take over the responsi-
bility for the Rote Fahhe the day on which the "exposure" was to
appear was likewise declined, without any reason being given.
Thereupon an attempt was made to lay bare the criminel beginning of
the Cuno government by way of a "Little Inquiry" adressed to the
Reichstag. The communist fraction, however, forbade the member in
question to present the "Little Inquiry". A few days later came

one of the "great discussions" frequent at the time. In the joint
session of the fraction and of the central committeee of the Com-
munist Party preceding this discussion it was decided, in spite of
the pressure of two deputies and against their votes, that the frac-
tiens speaker was not to mention the "Hindenburg program". And so
it was done. All which we feel in duty bound to expose in order
not only to show how 1itTTe effective parliamentary exposures are,
but also how lidtle subjective will is involved behind the objective
paltriness. “hat, then, still remains over of the bombastic theory
of exposing ? Nothing but a veil behind which those parliamentary
bourgois conceal themselves who need the votes of anti-capitalist
but still innocent prolets, or else the votes of those who had .
already tried all the other parties and been disappointed. This
latter sort, which unquestionably made up the majority of the
comiunist votes for parliament , finally landed with Hitler.

Let us now turn to the cases of "parliamentary support of extra-
parliamentary actions", which by the side of the exposures are to
furnish the justification for the entrance of communists into
bourgeois Parliaments. For this purpose, let us imegine that a
considerable part of the workers has for some reason or other come
into actions. It is not to be assumed that this happened because a
parliamentarian made a speech. Actions of the workers have a more
material basis than the mere effect of a speech. The reason, however,
which led to the action determines also its airection and its fate.
Actions in connection with a strike, for example, proceed in the
direction of winning the strike. They pass beyond their initial
character when the ruling class, through economic or political re-
prisals t" ' forces upon them other means of abttack or defense-
If in a strike the situation for the workers is favorable--that is,
if they have a good prospect of attaining the immediate goal =-
they will leave off with a mere strike, and the best parliamentary
speech ever delivered will not result in so much as the stirring of
a mouse~ On the other hand, when the prospects were bad, there has
never been a case in which the parliaementary speeches of the commu-
nists were able to convert such unpromising undertakings into
promisig ones. Here also let us take an example from the more
recent history of the labor movement. When in Marxh 1921 the upri-
sing which goes by the name of the "March action" took place in
Central Germany, it was in so far "supported" by the communist
Reichstag fraction as one of its speakers called on the workers to
"gseize arms wherever they can be found". Now it is well known that
this central-german uprising was strictly an armed affair, and
logically the workers took not only arms where they could find
them, but also other things which were necessary to the open
struggle with the white guardists. Naturally, the workers had the
arming action already long behind them at the time the .call for it
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came from the parliamentary field. Scope, cours
;ggising remained also absolutely unaf?eéted gyeCO;zgﬁiaEe of the
who latew gecd their nost attentive reading from the geppe PtcCheS)
e n:ts; se?t the insurrectionary workers to the penftgm§? Judges
oy t: of the uprising made 1t a sort of guerille St:u aries.
W nah rn diterm}ned its scope and course. The Buerill el
o yfre:u ted in group-forming, and these groups 1in : struggle
% coﬁldor h leaders who, thrown entirely upon thekr ownurn had
i 35 28 not pey the slightest attention to communist P i
e Reichstag. And because they could not, ang tn Speeches in

reasonably did not, they were dubbed bandit ringleererore ik g

party press. Sucn the nature of parliamentary supngfrifigxtﬁz

parliamentary actions. It reveals itself

; . exactl
as a'b}uff. the disingenouus nature of wEich is ﬁoéikzrghi b i
uncritical worker and for which he therefore falls., B

The working class must learn to .
ask: " What
%, OT congress )?" and not as hitherto: " ho el
rests in the Pparliament (or Congress) 2"

it : parliameat
esents my inte-
At best, the Parliament

taken a suitabl i =
bution of the sphere of power and interests between the i:dgiigzil

capitalistic rivals., In effect,then, an

the conflicts of interests within th; rul%zzt:gz:gtiiggl;ettléng
hence a means of strengthening the ruling class. To grant %oaghe
suppressed class, by way of parliament, any political or economic
Zi:gztagitggitsoev:r, W§UId :erely mean to give back to the working

, t a struggle, what the exploiting class

i;zm 1i.w1th much pains and no little ganger-gAnyone 3§§1go§§}é:§§s
% Fruft?g ilass'and especially its parliamentary sycophants to be
o so '1i et him calmly keep on voting. Anyone, however, who

6 bggg l1llusions regarding the essence of  capitalism, leaves the

a ing bgurgeois to themselves and forms with his class comrades
an army which doesn't treat with the bourgeoisie but brings it low.
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ANTI-PARLIAJENTARISM AND COUNCIL COMMUNISM

For many years the left communist groups have been referred to as
;::t$2§-p:§liamentariu§s because they were opposed to parliaasentary
. 1€g tlon and parliamentary activity. They are still designa-
mentai ma hame and even refer to themselves as the Anti-parlia-
correc{ ovg:enb- During the reformist era of capitalism this was
i o 1ag 1t differentiated them from the parliamentary socialists
B abgugrtgovement: The controversy between these two sections
ot ano t 1e question as to which was most effective in getting
gk eglslative'act}on in parliaments or direct action and
es on the economic field. The struggle between the opposing

ideas and t i i
firce before?ctics dates back to the first international, and

During the upswing period of ¢
end : ” apitalism, when it was expanding
developing, it was possible to grant concessions to the sorking-
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class because of the increase in productivity and the resulting
increase in profits. These reforms, however, were seldom granted
without much struggle. There were victories and defeats in both
wings of the movement and the economic and political organizations
grew and developed with capitalism. The controversy as to which was
most effective of these activities continued.

The present period of capitalist decline, however, is one in
which generally no concessions are possible for the working-class.
Further, we have definitly left the era of democracy, the era of
free competition. This democracy which servea the conflicting
interests of small capitalists during the developing stage of
capitalism, is now no longer compatible. Monopoly capitalism in a
peried of permanent crisis, where the short waves of upswing and
"prosperity" are the exeption and where capitalist crisis is the
general rule, finds dictatorship and organized terror the only
means to insure it a tranquil proletariat. Democracy, parliamen-
tarism and the parliamentary organizations become obsolete and in
fact cannot be tolerated. “here parliamentarism still remains, it
only indicates that the general world crisis has not attained
sufficient depth. The unquestionable tendency throughout the capi-
talist world is toward fascism and the dictatorship of the monopoly
capitalist class.

This development also renders the controversy of the parliamen-
tarians in the movement with the left communist groups obsolete as
well.The name "anti-parliamentary" therefore is historically out-
wbrn and should be discarded. In its place the better title, coun-
cil communism should be adopted as it designates as a name the
major principles difference between the old and the new labor move-
ment .This difference on the role that organization plays in the
class-struggle and in the proletarian revolution is of increasing
importance, while the question of parliamentary activity is of
decreasing secondary importance throughout the world movement.

The.name Béﬁcil Cominunism has been adopted by some groups and is
used extensively in our literature. It should be used by all left
comaunist groups who adhere to the international council communist
movement.This new movement growing up in the new histoeical period
in which we live, holds that the proletarian revolution is a class
question and it devotes its efforts to aiding the working-class to
carry throagh its historical revolutionary role, a task in which the
old lebor movement failed.

In contra-distinction to the ola party form of organization,univer-
sally common to the parliamentary politicians in the old labor
movement, the new labor movement holds that the soviets, the
workers' councils are the real fighting organizations of the wor-
king class.

A N R RN
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REPORT _FROM DENMARK

22d Congress of the D.S.P.

The 22d congress of the danish Social Democracy was held in

Aalbo;g,beginnigg June 23 and ending June 26.
ceording to the rsport of the central organ, the "Social- -

kraten" of June 24, the ?congress was opened w%th’pompous ceiemogfgg
and the whole of laboring Denmark was represented. That is, 500 De-
legates represented, according to the report of party secretary
Hedtqft-Hansep-lZO? unions with a total of 192,000 members. The guest
were the president of the-'Second International, de Brouckere, togethe:
with -general secretary de Block (Belgium), Boeckmann (Holland), party
'secretary. Anders Nilson end treasrer Wallin (Sweden). That exhausts
the list on non-danish representatives. The ordinary worker wonders:
"Where, then, are all thé heroes ef the Second International ? Where
are the representatives ‘of the german, austrian, english, french and
all the other socialdemocratic parties of the many nations ?" It would
seem that there are only two alternatives: Either the pompous congress
was regarded as not so very ‘important, so that many refrained from
putting in an appearancei or lese they preferred to keep silent about
the world politicat-situatdon, ‘which of course rests on the altered
economic situation.Or “did-a representative of the german Social De-
mocracy not venture to make his appearance and speak because he would
have had to confess that its "demogracy" had been given zp without a
struggle; or that the german 3.P. had indeed made bold to proceed in
strength with police and the military against the german working
class, but. cowardly backed down when the question was one of defen-
ding the most'elémentary basic rights.of the'proletariat ? Or did
a representative of the austrian Social Democracy not venture to
make his appearance and speak because he would have had to confess
that it is impossible to arrive.at socialism by way of formal demo=
¢racy, even with a 5l-percent majority (Vienna had even a 7O-percent
majority). And the dahish worker might then have recognized clgarly
‘that the central point of Marxism, namely, "that the working class

- in its struggle for socialism can not simply take possession of the

existing capitalist state machine, but must break it up", is anm
incontestable historical truth which contains theoretical and

organizational consequences.

Anyhow, lets make an attempt to understand the congress in its
significance to the danish working class. The central problem was
posed by the leader of the danish party, Prime Minister Stauning.
His disquisitions,which are embodied in the "Manifesto to the Danish
People", culminated in the following ideas:

" The crisis of capital.is a world cerisis. It is not, as some
May believe, of a transitory nature, but 1s a permanent phenomenon .«
Various great nations are going ovér, in so far as they are in a
position to ‘do so,t6 autarchy. Denmark is in the main dependent on
export.She can in future only have regard for her purchasers. Her
heaviest purchaser is England; consequently we must buy from England
88 much as BEngland from us. But beyond that, we too must try to go
over to autarchy =s-much.as pgssibles The main department in the
danish economy is agrieulturos On it our strength must be concen-
trated; it must be aided, if necessary thru state intervention. This
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planned-economic aid ,which may also be denoted as adaptation econo-
my,has nothing to do with Marxism or Socialism ...Nation now stands
against nation. Because I realize this, I am ready to make theore-
tical and economic sacrifices. The national sentiment and the nati=-
onal interests are themselves realities of which one speaks not only
on formal occasions. Nor are we justified in overlooking the fact
that vhe spread between the selling grices of our agricultural pro-
ducts and the prices which we pay on the world market is too great.
The prices for agricultural products have increased since 1913 by 20
to 25 percent,while the purchasing prices for metal wares, machines,
lime, building stone,fuel,o0il, clothing and textiles have increased
by 24 to 92 percent. Agriculture is in need of constant help. The
trade unions must comprehend also their new tasks in the new epoch.
To be sure, the workers shall not be deprived of their right to stri-
ke,but it has to be considered whether a strike may endanger the who-
le nation, as was the case with the meat-market workers' strike of
last year. At that time we stood the Tirst test and then simply en-
ded the strike.We must find new forms, in order that the economy as

such may be preserved in the present situation from useless struggles.

++.+In the concert of nations we blow the old shawm of peace. It is
true that our faith in enduring peace, in disarmament and in the
power of the League of Nations, etc. , has been disappointeds Never-
theless, we hope that the great countries will recognize our will
to neutrality and will not deny us the right to live. We want with
all our united strength to develop and strengthen the productive
forces in the country and the people, to draw the whole people with
us into labor and to have Denmark for the people. "

Thus we have sought to reproduce the confession of a beautiful
souls What is now to be said of it from the standpoint of the revolu-
tionary worker? The world crisis did not begin just in the last few
years, but has been clearly recognizable at least since the year
1918. The social-democratjc parties in all countries contested this
recognition and set about to heal the numerous wounds of world capi-
talism. pacifist slogans =--"No More War", "United States of Europe",
By way of Democracy to Socialism", --were the ideologically false
guide-posts which diverted the proletariat from its historically
necessary task.,overthrow of the profit order, and set it upon false
paths. Since capitalism must ever seek for new and higher forms of
its concentration, it showed aside the stage-dressing of formal
democracy wherever it felt ideologically and organizationally
strong enough, in order with new organizations to put thru its
necessary new forms --state capitalism. " Planned economy" and "self-
sufficiency" are the watchwords of this epoch on the one hand, and
on the other the sentiment of nationality as a duty of the worker
together with simultaneous outlawry of fhe .strike. In Denmark the
prohibition of striking is designed to bring it about that in the
coming equalization of purchase and sale prices the wage cut occuring
thru increase of the prices of means of subsistence shall be accep~
ted by the workers without a struggle. Now if the proletariat as a
class is not to be throroughly pauperized, it too must seek for new
forms in its struggle for emancipation. It must realize that any
joint action with its bourgeoisie is simply bound to worsen its
situation, and that it, the proletariat, will ‘always have to pay the
expenses of the reconstruction.
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On Monday, July 29, 1935,Copenhavn witnessed = grezt demonstra-
tion of the L.S. movement (banding together of the country popula-
tion) in front of the royal castle Amzlienborg. There were approxi~
metely 35,000 people assembled, who demonstrated to the royal family
and to the government their "distress". The King spoke to the demon-
strators of the general distress and drank to the health of Denmark.
He then received the deputation and referrea it, since of course he
was a constitutional monarch, to the goverbment of the country. The
social-demnocratic prime minister Stauning also received the repre=-
sentatives of this movement and referred to the usuzl way of nego-
tiation. The delegation presented to the government various demands,
the fulfillment of which was awaited within two weeks. There was
demanded a guarantee of the prices, adapted to the conditions of
production, for agricultural products; abolition of certein taxes,
and abolition of all distraints. If these demands should not be met,
the agriculturalists would have recourse to counter-measures for
obtaining their rights. The demonstration in its various phases
was broadcasted, and a great number of anti-capitalist words fell
upon the ether.

Now what is the L.S. movement, and what does it want? In the

year 1920 the big land-owner Knud Bach, the leader of the movement,

gathered about him a number of his compeers, and together they
started this danish peasant organization in which, so perfectly after
the german model of the Nazi movement, everything is combined in
perfect harmony: by the side of the count, the ordinary country wor-
ker; by the side of the larger or smaller peasant, the director of
the corporation. According to its literature, the L.S. aims to be

e pure "trade-union" movement. This literature gives as the reason
for the advance of the working class, that by the side of its poli-
tical party it has also the trade unions which hold in check the
"hundred-percent" politicians. All the peasant politicians have be-
trayed the peasants; the peasants must therefore have a trade orga-

nization of their own and also venture to make use of the same means

of struggle as the working class; and it would surely be a paradox
if ydinister Stauning, who came up out of the trade movement , should
venture to take action against a production strike on the part of
the peasants. These big land-owners, who refrain from coming forth
openly as Nazis, are enabled to represent their standpoint in three
dailies and three weekly periodicals. The movement itself has a

‘'so-called council of 21, in which are seven representatives of the
meat markets, seven of the dairy farms and seven of the inner direc-

tion of the L.S. In one of their progremmatic leaflets they come
out dor autarchy in so far as possible, a fair wage for good work,
together with a wage determined by the economic conditions and al-
80 a flexible currency, in the main a depriciation of the krone.

They demand also the setting aside of the class state created by

derxism and Liberatism. The main idea which hovers before the direc-
tors of the L.S. movement is an agricultural cartel over the whole

of Denmark , in order in the first place to be able to fix the

prices within the country and thep for products going abroad, when=
ever there is an opportunity to deliver enormous quantities of but-
ter, lard, eggs and poultry to countries at war - even when one is
neutral - ,9of course, to the full extent possible. Besides, it is
clear to the L.S. that it is only by way of a mational revolution,
thru setting aside of the class state which hds created egoism, that
the conaitions can take a turn for the better.A new age has dawned,
and. countries' like Italy and Germany are path-breakers for the new
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idea of national self-sufficiency.

The danish working class under-estimates this new movement,
and comfort is founu in the circumstance that after all only 35, 000
people were present, whose votes are not decisive. It is also said
that meny farm workers were. given double pay for teking part in the
demonstration, tho privately they favor democracy. In reality, this
is-a camouflaged Nazi movement in which the denish National Socia-
list Labor Party is working with a view to the goal.

The parliamentary parties have treated with this movement and
taken a stand with regard to its demands. The demands have been
rejected, but the negotiation itself was no sign of strength on the
part of the parliamentary parties and the rejection merely helps the
L.S. in its propaganda. The L.S. has now proceeded to the so-called
valuta strike; that is, the goods delivered to the members are not
to be paid for until later, even tho they may have received money
which might be used for that purpose. From the purely democratic
point of view, all this is illegal, to be sure, but the government
doesn't dare to proceed against the movement. The motto of the
Social Democracy =--"Democracy, lay ontf-- is put into practice only
against the prolets who once venture to go their own ways in the
class struggle. As regards the goal, moreover, Stauning and Knud
Bach are at one. Both want the autarchy policy to the full extent
in-which this is possible in the age of world monopoly and so far
as permitted by the country*s scant raw materials. And because of
his realization of this situation, Stauning is willing to make
economic and theoretical sacrifices, as he said at the last party
congress; that is, the sacrifices are to be made by the workers, and
precisely for the benefit of a suffering farm economy. The .only
point of difference concerns the methods.

L.

Rt F R NG

The Third International in the Opinion of the Bourgeoisie

The bourgeois-liberal MANCHESTER GUARTIAN (August 2, 1935)writes:

"What Karl Marx said of the Democrats in his day is true of
the Communists in our own day - that they emerge from the most
shameful defeat with looks of triumph on their faces. The Commu-
nists who make up the Third International tried to capture the
trade unions in various European countries, but they failed miserab-
ly. Then they tried to set up rival ‘trade unions, but they failed
again. They talked much about direct action and armed rebellion,
but in all the big historic battles on behalf of the working class-
the generalstrike that repelled the German counter-revolution in
1920, the Austrian and Spanish insurrections last year - the Com-
munists were hardly to be seen. Only when direct action was alto-
gether senseless did the Communists take i, as in the futile German
insurrections of 1921 and 1923 and the mad Estonian revolt of 1924.
Even when in Germany they had a large following,thanks to the msssa<
kes of the Social Democrats,they were unable to do anything that
was not harmful to the working class.They helped reaction into po-
wer directly ana indirectly. They taught the Nazis lessons in dema=
gogy, violence, and political cynism. They were the allies of the

- 14 - L

Nazis in the asault on democratic institutions. One might have
thought this week's congress of the Thi#d International in Moscow
would take some stock of the ruin it has brought about, but not at
all; the congress explains amid much' cheering that despite minor
errors - there must, of course, be some "Leninst self-eriticism"-
the Communists were always fundamentally right and everybody else
always fundamentally wrong. Perhaps the future of Europe will be
with some form of Communism, but that it will never be with the
Comaunism of the Third International is made much more certain by
that International itself and its congresses in Moscow than it eould
ever be made either by Hitler or by Mussolini.

LA ah e

Critical Remarks Concerning
"The Rise of a New Labor Movement"

The arvicle which appeared. in the
C.C.(August 1935) under the above
title was an attempt to bring before
the revolutionary workers the essen-
tial features of the new:labor move-
ment now in process of development.
The C.C. stands open for all expre-
ssions of opinion which may be regar-
ded as serving.to clarify the quest-
ion thus broached. We begin by pre-
senting some critical remarks which
seem to us worthy of consideration.

I find passages in your work that strikes me as. well thought
out and correct; particularly the disquisitions concerning .the mass
uprising, which in virtue of its inner tendencies and.the conduct
of the bourgeoisie passes beyond itself. Nevertheless, ‘on this
point also I wish to present a few observations; but I will follow
your own exposition.

On the whjole ,jit seems to me that your work, in spite of various
good features, is written too far aloof from any real and concrete

_ movement of the working masses on the actual present-day field of

struggle, and that its results have been arrived at more. thru
speculative, so-to-say "philosophic" after-thought instead of thru
serious analyses of the present class situation in the various
countries, or investigation of the given state of capitalist econo-
my and politis on the national and international fields. This beco-
mes clear as early as where you speak of the working class as a
“lifeless thing". Such a statement is simply false. For the working
class even today is a quite "active" force in the social develop-
ment. Its support of the Social Democracy in various european coun=
tries, in the United Stabes its entry into the trade unions bought
by Roosevelt =-=- such things, among others, are after all a socially
very effcctual , tho to us extremely uncomfortable bit of "activi-
ty"..For the workers accomplish in this way, however badly, a bit

of reformist class action, strive for their (socially ever smaller)
share of the product. which they fhemselves create. This "activity"
has a quite determinate, veven tho conservative, effect in capita-
list reality. A revolutionary passive class is not a "lifeless thing";
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tho it is true that its activity is, in the first place, relatively
weak and, secondly, goes in a direction whicli does not consiously
lead to communist strugglz. Unconsciously, however, even a reformist
policy in which class interests are represented contributes a cer-
tain social propulsion and drives things forward. Fascism, as Silone
has shown for Italy and as tiie german experience also has thought,
is not the blow directed against a class standing at the threshola
of revolution, but precisely against its reformist activity, which
at a certain stage of monopoly capital and in connection with a
certain sharpening of the crisis becomes intolerable to the bour-
geoisie,already struggling for its economic existence and which

sees itself attacked in its substance by reason of its own econo-
mic contradictions. While it may be true that reformism--which,
nevertheless, has been carried on and tolerzted by an entire class
-- has at a certain level a capitalistic function, it still at the
same time forms an inner contradiction of capitalism, somewhat in
the same way as does the competitive struggle between agrarian
capital ana export industry. and it 1is quite possible that capi-
talism in various  countries will go to pieces precisely by reason
of these manifold inner contradictions. Thus it is much more pro-
bable that germsn fascism will collapse than thzt it will be overrun
by a revolution. The revolutionary struggle will probably not occur
until after the collapse (cf. also the russian revolution) .

What you say about tie necessity and the course of the prole-
tarian mass action and its council form is in many respects correct,
but not sufficiently concrete« How does the development look from
this point of view ? You speak of a "leap in the unfolding of the
class forces". The phrase stands there as if you had succumbed to
an hegelian belief in miracles. For after all, " leaps" in ‘the
historical development have always been the result of the most mani-
fold molecular processes. It would be our task to investigate the
general social conditions as given by cepitalism as well as those
relating more particularly to the proletariat as a class and which
are effective in this respect in the present-day situation in the
various countries.

You make your exposition still more obscure with something to
the effect that a revolutionary mass thrust will will not bring
forth a new" organizational apparatus" but a-" new vital prlnglple"-
In the first place; I fail to understend what this " vital princip-=
le" is supposed to be, and secondly, how sucii a concept can bg sgt
in the place of organizetion. ‘Yhen you reject the hithetto existing
"organizational apparatus" of the cepitalist State, of the refora
mist and bolshevist organizations, you are on good ground. Anc when
you grant that, on the other hand, the mere organizational fqrm
of the councils is still far from guaranteeing any class-consclous
action, you are again, right: any belief to the contrery would be
counicil mysticism. You can hardly deny, however, that withouy sui-
table organizations any class struggle and any mastery of soc19ty
is impossible. Wnen the fighting proletariat in the course pf 1ts-
experiences on the f_eld prescribed for it by the class enemy_Pl"Olf
ceeds in a socialist direction, it is compelled to shape for 1itse
new organizations , ‘which we call "councils". It must even develop
out of the council form a "State", in so far as it has to bring
down and hold down its class enemy and ward off the attack of
possible capitalist armies from the outside. The prolstariat cah
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absolutely not dispense with a machinery of suppression in this
sense, as you may¥ be convinced by going back to Engels.

I agree that "it is class power that we need". However, we
are not justified in using that power in order to skip over the
question of the midile class,particularly that of the peasants .
All previous experience shows that revolutions were accomplished
only in case these middle starta also sensec the intolerobleness of
the previous conditions and welcomed a change. The european pro-
letariat has, furthermore, to'solve the decisive question of putting
food supply forthwita on a sound footing and will thus be decisive-
ly faced with the problem of having it out with the farmers. Force
is the worst method to that end and will be made only use of in
case of extreme need. Hence the question of the relation to the
peasants and to the other parts of the middle strata -- not so much
"after the day of the seizure of power", but in the struggle for
power and during the exercise thereof, hence in a thousand gigantic
difficulties =-- stands for us on the order of the day .

Now to the most important question, that of the "new organiza-
tion". We are no doubt on the point that a political organization
¢an not replace the independent action of the class, and there-
fore that reformist, centrist and bloshevist, i.e. bourgeois forms
of leadership organizations must be thr¢wn out of commission. It
appears,however, that we are not agreed as to the role to be play-
ed by the "new organization" in the proletarian struggle. As you
expound it, the role of communist drganization in the development
of the proletariat is a guite subordinate .one. So I infer at least
from the circumstance that you speak of the small groups which
stana‘quite loosely side by side, can naturally have mutual under-
standing, but really keep on existing as small independent ceriters
and, in consequence, their work is in so far as possible purely
propagandistic, while substantially the class goes its own way. I
regard such a conception as inadequate, and believe that it stands
in contradiction to reality and to the tasks which lie before us.

Yog have resorted to unduae simplification by saying that the
class is at present a "lifeless thing" and will all of a sudden

- negotiate a "leap" to class consciousness. But don't think that by

s0 doipg you merely pass over the difficult but pressing task of
investigating everything exactly and ‘concretely, without which you

fan not take a single step forward ?For in reality ‘the working

class in the various countries is not an unwritten page; it is
rather already burdened and plagued withr a long past. You think that
now Fascism has destroyed the old organizations they are out of thé
Way and that the workers begin all over again to construct in
Proper class manner. The old, however, is still far from being out
of tﬁe way . Remains still exist, for the present, even where
Fa§clsm prevails, remains which are much greater than what ts
palpfully struggling thru anew. Tnere are still in existence great
Social centers for the old: bolshevist Russia and the american
trade unions. These latter, in spite of all the savageness of the
Workeys' struggles there (even with violations of the principle

of privatec property, such as you describe ) and a socially tense
Sltuation, are for the present giving a firm footing to what in

 Europe is now going under. As to how long that is possible, that is

a8 question which is unsettled: one reason for following matters
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there obcectively and accurately. The old continues to live on also
in people's minds. I am thinking ~f a collapse of german Fascism,
and of the possibility that then a dozen parties will be on hand

to swoop down on the workers:bolshevist and centrist and reformist
currents of divers hue, and by the side of them various groupings
which want to begin from the ground up and which <can still not by
a long shot be clear regarding everything essential. Now it seems
to me that your attitude makes it impossitle to exert the highest
degree of influence upon this chaotic situation, or “.-at least
makes suclk action-much more difficult. Communists need an organiza-
tien (they need, -as I think, even a second, analogous organizati-
on nf an industrial cast ), =-- an organization which, to be sure,
on-dhe inside makes impossible all steam-roller methods and leader-
ship rule, but which as a strictly coherent instrument can become
effective. A federalistic organization can not put itself across,
because it quite fails to conform to the monopoly capitalist situ-
ation in which the proletariat finds itself. It would be still a
step backward behind the old movement, instead of a step beyond it.

Unless you aim for that, and not only nationally but on an
internatioanlly scale, then in the first place you leave the field
uncontested to the other organizations which for the present are
still capable of action and which want to divert the proletaridt a
second time into the swamp. And secondly, you feorm in substance
only locally limited centers of experience for which it becomes
much more difficult to rise to general class experience. For the
unifying and internationalizing ef all experieuce remains as one of
the central tasks of a communist organization. Thridly, however,
you treat of the " new organization" not at all as if it consisted
of workers, but as if it existea beside the workers. It is surely
clear, however, that the communist elements that join together in
the groups are likewise parts of ‘the class, the most advenced por-
tions. Their organization will accéordingly seek to take an active
part, in whatever concrete forms, in all mass struggles. It can
hardly take a position to one side, in order afterwards to draw
theoretical conclusions.

Ccommittees of action, councils ,etc. are the most general
forms of the class organs. The ripeness cf the struggling masess,
which have to obtain these organs by great exertion, is manifested
not in the lack of parties etc., but in the circumstance that in
their struggles, they try themselves out and finally thrust upon
the political line which the most advanced of these organizations
embodies. This prganization, which must certainly not be called by
the name "party" and will also be fundamentally different from
what is now so called, can enormously accelerate the maturing
pressss of the masses, in that it impels to the meximal unfoldment
of forces. But-during and even after a seizure of power there will
still be backward elements leaning to other parties of the same
batkward character, parties with which we shall accordingly have to
‘settle accounts. You will perhps say: in that case we shall form,
in addition to the dozen, the thirteenth party. But such a viewpoint
is false. For we embody other principles, other conceptions of or=
ganization, and our work will have a different aspect. But we must
become effective, and that in the highest possible measure.

‘Furthermore, you quite overlook,' i the main, the field of
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struggle as to which the working class has no choice.
the sense that you make no attempt to sketch the manifolq ang

mously contradictory picture of present-day capitalism, op th §n°r-
fail to investigate its features. But also in the sense that af yiu
the general and fundamental matters you emphasize only one thgn ? %h
capilist struggle for profit. That this struggle has, however ?ﬁ v
the first place, a definite, varying economic structure of Ca'ina-
lisa as its basis, and a greater still more quickly Changing gield

of political guarantees as its second splere of action, == all that
fails to enter your range of vision. And yet the whole development

of capitalism proceeds in the interaction and in the antagonism of
economy and politics.

Not only in

The proletariat is stationed on both fields, on both it must
fight the enemy, must atcordingly break up a power apparatus and win
a productive apparatus, and this production apparatus must be funda-
mentally transformed and secured politically anew. The proletariat
can therefore not keep out of this interaction and this antagonism,
must organizationally master both of these apparatuses in the stages
of its revolution (for I speak here of the stages of the perhaps
long continuing decisive struggle, not of what will come 1later).
That is to say: Folitical councils as instruments of proletarian
class power, economic councils as organs for the taking over of the
seats of production and for bringing them -into action not alone
with a view to so-called work of construction, but also adapted to
the conditions of the céntinuing class war, with the proletarian
people as they are in reality. Or in-other words: Communist organi-
zat¥on on the line of socialization and on the line of the conquest
of power.(Industrial organization and political organization.)

That appears to me necessary as a basic orientation, and from
it now follow the further gquestions of the momentary beginning, of
the momentary working methods, of the momentarily possible coopera-
tion, etc. My remarks are intendec. merely as suggestions and points
for discussion. As an actual, practical preliminary question I
pose the following: What do you think of the building up of an
international cooperation for the purpose of forming a picture, as
concrete and many-sided as possible, of the present-day economic
and political reality in the various contries ? In other words:

. How shall we shape for ourselvés a general perspective, resting on

the investigation of facts, and into whick can be built a discus-
sion of the questions of further organizational construction, of
tactics, etc. ? Qur knowledge of the enemy we want to overcome is

of course quite inadequate, sco that he surprises us again and again.
These things appear to me, therefore, not only the most important

at present, but also those regarding which an understanding is first
possible.

H.W.
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- Please Notice
In a forthcoming issue of the C.C. we will publish an answer to the
above criticism. We will also publish a critique on the Theses
which were adapted by the Brussles Conference as reported on in'
# 11 of the C.C. Don't miss reading this discussion.
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THUELNT B L b BEVG:'T U4 LS

The intellectual miaudle class, the engineers, scientists,
technical employees, etc. are a necessary part of industrial pro-
duction, qguite as inaispensable as the workers theuselves. Technical
progress, in replacing worker:s by machines, tends to increase their
nunber « Therefore their class interests and their class character
must be of increasing Importance in the social struggles.

Their growing numbers reflcct tie growing importance of science
and theory in the production of life necessities. In a comaunist
society all will partuke of scientific knowledge. In capitalist
society it is 'the privilege ana the specizlity of a separate class,
the intellectuzl middle class.

The members of tnis class, contrury to the old independent
midale class of small business men, live by selling their labor
power to the capitalists. Their salaries indicate a higher cost of
living and a more expensive education than that of thé common wor-
kers. In the socialist press they are called proletarians; ( in-
deed, they are not owners of instruments of production) who need
must join the workerss But it is only their lower ranks that merge
gradually into skillad labor; the higher ranks, by origin and stan-
dard of living, by relationship, social standing and culture, feel
tbemselves miadle class men, who can rise even to the position of
e director, ana thus be ranked with the big capitalists. Some of
them sympathized with social democracy, but the bulk was filled
withi the capitalist spirit of striving for a better position for
themselves only. In Italy and Germany they ferm the intellectual
backbone¢ of fascism.

What are the social ideals of this class ?

They realize that capitalism is not eternal; they already
perceive the signs of its decline: in economic crisis, in politi-
cal revolts and revolutions, in social struggles, in world war.

It is not the exploitation'of labor that annoys them in capitalism;
it is the disorder in cepitzlism, the anarchy in production that
provokes their criticism. Where they rule in the factory, the
efficiency of labor by means of strict order and conscious regulsa.
tion is raised to the highest degree. But outside the factory, in
society, where capitalists, stock gamblers and politicians rule,
they see the worst disorder and inefficiency, =z scandalous waste
of human labor, and the inevitable consequence: poverty and ruin
for the whole of society.

What they want, therefore, is organization of production,
consicious regulation of labor over the whole of society. They
feel themselves the spiritual leaders, the class of intellect and
knowledge, destined to take over the lead from the incapable hands
of the present rulers. In America the’'ideas of "technocracy" are
the first tokens of such & mode of thinking. By a scientific.manage'
ment of the whole of production under a central direction which
does away with competition and which divests the dindividu=l ca-
pitalists from their arbitrary power, the amount of product can be
raised to such a height, that there will be abundance for
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everybody .

This social ideal of the intellectual middle class jg

2 % a
of socialism, but it is not necessarily directed against the -

3 c -
tal1§t class. It does not mean to expropriate them or to take :giir
profits away from them. On the contrary, in depriving them of thejy

arbitrary power to damage one another, in abolishing the enormogs
waste, it will raise the productivity of labor to such o degree
that the profits will increase considersbly. And at the same tiée
it renders possible an increase and securing of the workers! por-
tion, so that all reason for revolt or revolution is taken away.

It is not a socialism of the workers, but a socialism for the
workers; a socialism made by others, also for the benefit of the
workers. The exploitation of the workers will not cease, it will
be made more rational. With equal justice this social system may be
called "organized capitalism".

There is, of course, no place for democracy in this system.
Democracy means, at least formally, rule of the mass, of the
whole people. But this socialism is founded upon the rule, the
leadership of the few, of the intellectual minority. In present-day
capitalism the technical middle class are leaders and directors ef
the lebor process; they command the ‘workers. They can imagine an
ideal.society only with this leading and commanding function pre-
served and extended. The intellectual class does not admit diffe-
rences founded on noble birth or riches; but it admits differences
in brains, in mental capacity and it considers itself as the class
of men with the best brains, selected to lead the great masses of
the ungifted common people, destined to be common workers.

Hence the political system belonging to this middle class

socialism can never be democracy; ‘it must be the dictatorship

of a leading bureaucracy. The socialism once proclaimed as their
social goal by the vangu=rd of the working class, was internatio=
nal. Because they saw production as a worldwide unit process and
the class struggle of the workers as the common cause of the wor-
king class of the whole world. The intellectual class, however,
owing to its middle class origin to the close connection with the

_capitalist class, has a strong national feeling. Moreover, the

instrument necessary for the regulation of production exists as
power organ of the state. Its socialist goal therefore means a nati-
onal state socialism. Its rule is the :rule of a state burocracy,

its system of production is state capitalism. International world
unity is a far-away dream to them, not a matter of practical ideels.

Some characteristics of the social ideals of the intellectugl
class are found in social-democracy, especially in its state-soci-
alist program, though its relation of leaders to masses has a more
democratic stampe. I'm Germsn National Socialism some others of these
Characteristics are perceptible. The tendencies of a glass are ne=
Ver reproduced purely in a political party or a political movement «
They are the underlying basis, the underground stream, taging its
course and growing after fixed laws, determined by class interests,
by needs of social development, by the deepest subconscious feelings
which the social conditions produce :in a class. They are not
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adequately represented in the surface phenomena, in the political
events, the perty platforms, the government's changes, the measures
taken, the revolutions, the programms =--because in all these the
traditions, the existing power factors, the relative force of con-
testing or co-operating classes, groups, parties, play a role. But
then always anew, the reslities hidden beneath the surface break
through, upset the old and determine the new ideas and political
events. So we have to look into these events for the class forces at
work in them, just as for the forces of nature we look into the
naturzl pheno.aena.

Infascism and national socialism the class spirit ef the
intellectual middle classes appears in its first germs. We see as
yet only a comaon revolt egainst democracy, with only a faint and
vogue desire for an economically constructive policy. Nevertheless,
the spiritual
force of the nationazl-socialist slogens of the intellectual class
was sufficient to carry awey numbers of workers who saw in it an
orgenizing power against capitalist disorder.

It is possible that these parties will realise, or try to rea-

lise the class ideals of the intellectual class ? This clsss is well-

nigh powerless against the capitalist class. The social power of the
intellectuals, measured by thzsir number, their class consciousness,
their social feeling, is still far below the power which the working
class had long ago glready attained. The capitalist class in Europe
and America is so powerful that it does not need to tolerate.eny
organization or regulation of production beyond its own interests.
It is only when capitalism feels itself extremely weakened and en-
dangered, by hard and long crisis, by worker's revolts, by world
war, that conditions are different. Then the intellectuals, together
with part of the workers, may be called upon to introduce construc-
tive policy, tending towards state cepitalistic experiments.

‘then, however, the working class, rising against the unbearable
oppression of monopolistic capitalism, by means of revolutionary
movements, should succeed in beating down capitalist power, what
will the intellectual class do ? Then the position will be reversed;
the working class, by its mighty fighting power, carries the other
discontented classes along with it, in a common assault on capita-
lism. Then great parts of the intellectual class will join them,
won over by the great socizlist and communist idesls, and will con-
sider them as their common cause. In every revolutionary movement
in history we see great numbers joining it in a common enthusiasm
for 2ims more radical than their own ideals, thereby making vi;tory
more easy. But afterwards it appeared that each of the allies inter-
preted the slogans and aims in his own way, thus causing dissensions
and new fights between the former comrades. The same will doubtlessly
be the case in future revolution~ry movements.

The slogans: against capitalism, for socialism or communism,
will be... comon to the revolutionary classes. But for each class :
they mean a dif ferent form of social organization. The working clas
has to build up production from below, by their direct hold over
the factories, and to organize them by means of their workers' 3
councils into a democratic commonwealth. The intellectual class wil
try to install a centrally organized state socialism, directed by
a leading burocracy.

Is not the intellectual class right in this ? Is it not neces=<
sary that in these most difficult times of fighting and social
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reconstruction the ignorant masses should be directed by those who
have the best brains ? Is it not true, that for that period this
selected minority class, trained in science, in general and special
knowledge, are the natural leaders, till up to the time when gew "
generations have been born ?

No, this is not true. The organization of society is not a
matter of technics, of scientific knowledge. The technics of pro-
duction are excellent already. Capitalism has developed the sgienc
of the forces of nature and its application to = high level. This .
is ;hg d;main of the superior knowledge of the intellectuals. as
technical experts in the process of production th 8
brains for the benefit ofpthe commungty. . TeY FRRLY SR

But social organization has to deal with other things: with
social forces and with the knowledge of social forces. It is an
organization of men. And here the intellectuals have no special
capacities. What they bring along ¥s only the haughty prejudices
of the capitalist class. In socdal insight, in. knowledge of .the
real class relations of society the intellectuals stand belew the
working class. Because their mind clings to ideas belonging to a
passing period. Because outside of their physicel machines, in
matters of human relationship, they are wont to deal not with the
realities of social life itself, but with' their spiritual images ,
conceptions, theories, abstractions.

Social organization does not depend on qualities of the
intellect of a minority. It depends on quelities of character of
the whole working people. It is the consolidation of the workers
into one unity, through strong moral and economic forces, which
can not be commanded by leaders but must grow up in the masses in
their £ight for freedom.

Thus the socizl ideals and aims of the intellectuals and of
the working class oppose one another. The intellectual class,
when it should try to establish some social order, must call upon
old instincts of obedience, .upon the slave feelings of a bygone
humznity. For its state-socialist aims it will find allies in
socialdemocratic and party-communist platforms, in union leaders,
in the capitalistic ideas of timid and backward workers, who think

" communist freedom too high for them, and in the beaten remnants

of the capitalist force. Then the working class, finding itself
opposed by this block, trying under the banner of "socialism against
anarchy" to preserve the domination of a ruling class over ¥he wor-
king class, will need all its wisdom and all its unity to find and
to fight its way to freedom.

J.H.
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The U.W.P. will have classes on political economy and dialectical
materialisa during fall and winter months in Chicago, Buffsaslo and
New York. For information write to U.W.P. , 1604 N.Cazlifornia Ave.
Chicago, Ill., or to peter Berck, 4316, 48 th Street. Long Island
City, N.v.
: B T R T T
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To Readers of Council Correspondence

The Council-Communist Press of Chicago will publish a series of im-
portant pamphlets in the next six months. Some money is available,
but more is needed. You are asked to help in this work by buying a
subscription for some of these pamphlets in advance. A few of the
manuscripts we are planning to publish are:

Structure of Marx's Capital

50 Years of Marxism

The Workers' Way to Freedom

outline of Production & Distribution in Communism
In November and December we expect to publish one pamphlet which
will sell for 10z per copy, and one which will sell for 25¢. You
can help by sending in one or two dollars now, for which a bundle
of these pamphlets will be sent you as soon as they are off the press

MAIL IN YOUR SUBSCRIPTION TODAY

Your attention is celled to the fact that the U.¥.P. has, in the
past- year, published a series of pamphlets and the monthly orgen
‘Council Correspondence's This work has been carried on by the small
groups of Council Comumunists with very little means at their dispo-
sal. The appeal above for your help in getting out more literature
warrants your consideration, as this organization is the only one in
whict there are ho paid officials or job-holders who consume the
income. Every dollar is used in producing literature of the standard
mainteinea by the party up to how.

A R
With the next issue of the C.C. we will bring into effect the long
promised improvements of the C.C., regarding appearance and contents.
All improvements depend to a great extent on an increese in circula-
tion. If you wish to see the C.C. continually inproving, help to
find subscribers and sell it at all workers' meetings. Also send in
for the Press Fund.

RIS ok

The Council Correspondence will accept for publication articles
containing material, which should be brought to the attention of
workers, by writers who are not affiliated with the U.W.P. These
articles are signed (initials or full name). to denotc that we do
not necessarily endorse the views of the writer entirely. All
material presented without signature is to ‘be considered as in
agreement with the vIewpoInt of the U.W.P., and, should be taken
a8 the collective work of the meabers of this organization. We will
appreciate suggestions or criticism on any material printed in the
Council Correspondence.

W

Pamphlets:"World-Wide Facism or World Revolution" 10¢
"Bolshevism or Communism" S¢
"What Next for the Awerican Vorker 7 " 10¢
"The Bourgeois Role of Bolshevism" 10¢
"Marxism or Leninism".By Rosa Luxemburg 10¢
"The Inevitability of Comaunisa" 25¢

"Revo lutionary Marxism"

Back numbers of Council Correspondence 10¢

Order from : U."'.P.-1604 N. Californie Ave. -Chicago, Ill.
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International Council Corresspondence ; published by Unitgd Vorkers

Party. 1604 N.California Ave. Chicago, Ill. 107 a copy; § 1.00 a year.







