primarily a call for support and maintenance of bolshe-
vik power. The proof that it was not much more than thic
ig furnished by his inconsistency in this question: in
add it ion to making his demands for world revolution, he
at the same time came out for the "right of self-deter-
mination of all oppressad peoples", for slLeir netional
liberation. Yet this double-entry bookkeeping sprang
likewise from the jacobinical need of the Bolsheviks for
holding on to power. With both elogans the forces of in-
tervent ion of the capitalist countries in Russian affairs
was weakened, since their attention was thus diverted to
their owh territor ies and colonies, That meant a respite
for the Bolsheviks, In order to make it as long as pos-
sible, Lenin and the Bolsheviks used their International.
It set for itself a double task: aon the one hand, %9 sub-
ordinate the workers of Western Europe and America to
the will of Moscaw; oh the other, to strengthen the ir-
fluence of Noscow upon the peoples of Eastern Asia, Work
on the international field was modeled after the course
of the Russian Revolution. The goal was that of combin-
ing the intercsts of the workers and peasants on a world-
wide scale and control of them through the Bolsheviks,by
means of the Communist International. In this way at
least the bolshevist state power in Russia received bup-
port; and in case the world revolution should really
spread, the power over the world was to be won. Though
the first design was attended with success, at the same
time the second failed of accomplishment. The world rev-
olut ion was unable to make headway as an enlarged imita-
t i6on ®f the Russian, and the netional limitations of the
victory in Russia nscessarily made of the Boisheviks a
counter-revolut ionary force on the international plane.
Hence also the demand for the "world revolut ion" was con-
verted into the "fheory of ths buiicing of socialism in
one country". And this is not a perversion of the Lenin-
ist standpoint--as Trotsky, for exaumple, asserts today--
but the direct consesquence of the pseudo werld-revolutioh-
ary policy pursued by Lenin himself.

It was clear at that time, evea.toomany Bolsheviks, that
the restriction of the revolution to Russ ia would make

of the Russian Revolution itself a factor by which the
world revolution would be impeded. Thus, for example,
Eugene Varga wrote in his book "Zconomic Problems of the
Proletarian Dictatorship", publisaed by the Comrunist In-
ternational (19281): "The danger exists that Russia may be
cut out as the motive power of the international revolu-
tion.....There ars communists in Russia who have grown
tired of wait ing for the European revolution and wish to
make the best of their national isolation.....With a Rus-
sia which would regard the social revolution of the other
countr ies as a matter with which it had no concern, +the
capitalist couwmfrics would at any rate be able to live in
peaceful neighborliness. I am far from believing that
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guch a bottling up of rsvolut iorary Fussia would be able
to0 stop the progross of vhe world revolution. But that
prog:ess would Dbe slowed Zown". And with the sharpening
domest ic cris¢s In Russia around tnat t ime, it was not
long before almost all communists, including Varga hin-
galf, had ths fesling of which Varga here complains. In
fact, still earlier, even in 1920. Lenin and Trotsky took
paine to stem the revolut icnary forces of Furope. Pocace
throughout the world was required in order to assure the
puilding of stgte capitalism in Russia under the auspices
of the Bolsheviks. It was inadvisable to have this peace
disturbed either by way of war or new revolut ions, for in
either cass a cqunpry like hussia was sure to be drawn in.
Accordingly Lenin imposed, through splitting and intuigue,
a neo-reformist course upon the labor movement of Western
Furope, a course whicp led to its total dissolut ion. It
was with sharp words inde«d that Trotsky, with the appro-
val of Lenin, turned on the uprising in Central Germany

(1921): “We must flatly say to the German workers that we
regard this philosophy of the offensive as the greatest
danger and in its practical application as the greatest
political crime". And in another revolutiorary situation,
in 19283, Trotsky declared to the correspondent of the
%anchester Guardian, again with the approval of Lenin:

We are of course interested in the victory of the wor-
king classes, but it is not at all to our interest to
have the revolution break out in a Europe which is bled
and exhausted, and to have the proletariat receive from
the hands of the bourgeoisie nothing but ruins. Ve are
interested in the maintenance of peace". And ten years
later, when Hitler seized power, the Conuunist Interna-
tional did not move a finger to prevent. Trotsky is not
only in error, but reveals a failure of memory resulting
No doubt from the loss of his uniform, when today he
chagacterlzea Stalin's failure to help the German com-—
%unlsts as a betrayal of the principles of Leninism, This
hqtrayal was constantly practised by Lenin and Trotsky

imself, But according to a dictum of Trotsky's, the im—
gOItaqt thlng_is! of course, not what is done, but who
cgeg 15 Sta}ln 18, as a matter of fact, the best dis-
maﬁ g of_Lenln, insofar as concerns his attitude to Ger-

ascisu. The Bolsheviks have also, of course, not

Tefrained from entering into alliances with Turkey and

tgnzﬁng political and economic support to the govsrnment

ol %t‘countfy ever at a time when the sharpest measures

Wh‘e elng taken the;e against the communists,--measures
ich frequently eclipsed even the actions of a Hitler.

ggfv1ew of the fact that the Communist International in

foraihas it continues to function is merely an agency

in le Russxan tourist trade, in view of the collapse

fr al’ countries of the communist movements controlled
Om Koscow, the legend of Lenin, the world-revolut ion-
t, is no doubt sufficiently weakened that one may
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count on its disappearance in the near future. Aid oz
course even today the hangers-on of the Comaunist In-

t ernational are no longer operating with the concept of
the world revolution, dbut sseak of the "Workers Father-
land", from which they draw their enthusiasm s0 long as
they are not forced to live in it as workers. Those who
cortinue to acclaim Lenin as the world revolutionary par
excellence are as a matter of fact getting excited about
nothing more than Lenin's political dreams of world-wide
power, dreams which faded to nothingness in the 1ight of
day.

The contradiction exist ing between the apal historical
signif icance of Lenin and that which is generally ascr ibed
to him is greater and,at the same time, more inscrutable
than in the case of any other personage acting on modern
history. We have shown that he cannot be made respons ible
for the success of the Russian Aevolution, and also that
hie theory and practice cannot, as is so often done, be
appraised as of world-revolut ionary importance. Neither,
in spite of all assertions to the contrary, can bhe be re-
garded as having extended or supplemented Warxism. In the
work of Thomas B. Brameld, entitled "A Philosophical Ap-
proach to Communism", recently published by the Univer-
sity of Chicago, communism is still defined as "a synthe-
sis of the doctrines of Warx, Fngbls arnd Lenin".It is not
only in this book, but also generally, ard quite part icu-
larly in the party-communist press, that Lenin is placed
in such a relation to Marx and Engels. Stalin has denoted
"Leninism" as: "Warxism in the period of imperialism".
Such a position, however, desrives ites only just if ication
from an unfounded overest imation of Lenin. Lenin has not
added to Marxism a single element which could be rated
as new and indepéndent. Lenin's philosophical outlook is
dialectical material ism as developed by Marx, Engels and
Plechanov. It is to it that he refers in connection wiph
all important problems; it is his.criterion in everytaing
and the final court of &ppeal. In his main philosophical
work, "Materialism and Empirocriticism", he merely re-
peats Engels in tracing the oppositions of the different
philosophical points of view back to the one great con-
tradict ion: MNaterialiesm vs. Idealism. While for the

f irst position , Nature is primary and ¥ind gecondary,
exactly the opposite holds of the other. This previously
known formulat ion is documented by Lenin with additional
waterial from the various fields of knowledge. And so
there can be no thought of any essential enrichment of
the marxian dialectic on the part of Lenin. In the field

of philosophy, to speak of a Leninist school is impossible

In the field of economic theory, also, no such indepen-
dent significance can be ascribed to Lenin. Lenin's ec-—
onomic writings are more narxist than tpose of any of his
contemporaries, but they are only brilliant applications
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of the al;eady exiating economic doctrines associated
with Marxism. Lernin had abseolutely no thought of being
an 1n§ependent theoret ic ian in matiers of economics; to
him, Mgrx had'already said everything fundamental in
this field. Since, to his mind, it was quite impossible
to g0 beyond Warx, he concerned himself with nothing
further than proving that the marxist postulates were in
accord w:@h tho actual development. His principal work
on economics, "The Development of Capitaliem in Ruscia®
is eloquent testiuony on this point. Lenin never wanted,
to be more than Farx's disciple, and so it is only in
legend that one can speak of a theory of "leninism".

anin wanted above all else to be a practical politician.
His theoretical works are almost exclusively or a polem-
ic nature. They combat the theoretical and other enemies
of Marxism, which Lenin identifies with his own politic-
al strivings and those of the Bolsheviks generally. To
NMarxism, practice decides regarding the truth of a theory
As a practician endeavoring to actualize the doctrines of
Marx, Lenin may have actually rendered Varxism an enor-
mous service. However, as regards Narxism again, every
practice is a social ons, which can be modif ied and in-
fluenced by individuals only in very limited measure,
never deolelvelyt There is no doubt that the union of
theory and practice, of final goal ard concrete quest ions
of the moment, with which Lenin was constantly concerned
may be acclaimed as a great accomplishment. But the ;
criterion for this accomplishment is again the success
which attends.lt, and that success, as we have alrsady
said, was denleg to Lenin. His work not only failed to
:dvance the world ravolut ionary movement; it also failed
ig form.the precondit ions for a truly socialist society
Russia. The success (such as it was) did not bring him

A 7 . .
tzgigf to his goal, but pushed it farther into the dis-

The actual condition in Russia and th i '

e present situation
ggfgge'workers throughout the world ouggt really to be
] ngleqt'pr%of to any communist observer that the pres-
preesegn;nlqt pPolicy is just the opposite of that ex-
el y 1ts phraseology. And in the long run such a
conetrLon must without doubt destroy the artificially
z allucted Lenin Legend, so that history itself will

Y set Lenin in his proper histor ical place.
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On the resolution adopted by
THE BRUSSELS CONFEREDNCE

The Group of Internat ional Communists of
Holland has taken a stand on the result
of the Brussels conference (cf, Council
Correspondence #11, Sept. 1935) and its
views of the concept ions there formula-
ted are set forth below. The editorial
board of Council Correspondence has
found it necessary to leave out portions
of the dutch criticism, since they deal
with matters which are foreign to our
readers, as, for example, the discussion
regarding the present tasks of the ger-—
man council movement. The Council Com-
munists of America will shortly publish
their own views regarding the Brussels
conference and the discussion to which
it has given rise. It may be stated at
once, however, that we agree neither with
the conference resolution nor with the
criticism here presented. We have to re-
gard them both merely as contribut ions
to a discussion which will have to be fur-
ther extended before it can lead to a
truly internat ional program.

In the first part of the Brussels resolution it is stated
that no fundamental differences of opinion exist regard-
ing the international tendencies of capitalist develop-
ment and the result ing tasks and tactical necessities.
Such differences of opinion do, however, exist, and we
wish to refer to them briefly here. It is not very dif-
ficult, for example, to see that she "actual conditions’
in Germany are interpreted from two different points of
view, and for this reason also the statement of these
"actual condit ions" must turn out different. Our "Basic
Principles on Communist Production and Distribution®,our
concept ion regarding the capitalist laws of motion, as
we have published them, form the criterion of our judg-
ment of the german situation. The german delegates at the
conference saw the situation in Germany from the view-
point of the daily, practical struggle against the bour-
geoisie under National Socialism. To them, accordingly,
the question as to how the council communists must or-—
ganize themselves (groups of three, five, etc.) is of
more importance than the question as to how the working
class itself is to appropriate the necessary knowledge of
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the forces by which society is moved. Their concept ion
of the tasks and tactic of the courncil communists of

the new labor movement is directly influenced by the
practical necessities of the daily struggle; theory oc-
cup ies second place, and is regarded as resulting from
experience of the practical class struggle. They go still
a step farther, however; they want to take what is be-

1 ieved to have been found as the tasks and tactic of the
gouncil communists as a result of the practical struggle
against National Socialism in Germany and give it valid-
ity as a direotive for the council communists on an in-
ternational scale. And this because in their view the
development throughout the world is driving to condit ions
l1ike those in Germany. . . .

The actively working groups in Germany have not yet cou—
pletely broken with the conceptions of the old labor
movement now in a state of collapse. Thus we see it is
not true that theory is a secondary matter resulting
from practice and experience. Without a certain insight
into the course of the process of development of society,
and without the concaption deduced therefrom regarding
the tasks to be mastered, not a single movement is pos-
sible. Inversely: theoretical insight is the presupposi-
tion of any movement which wants not merely to incite
to insurrection and to rebel against suppression, but
wante to work in a revolutionary sense, that is, in a
manner calculated to transform society. . . . Thru the
ent ire resunlution there runs 1ike a red line the encdea-
vor to construct on an international scale: the shaping
of an international program and of an internaticnal
8peaking-tube for propagating the same; forming of a
comnittse for binding together more firmly the inter-
qatlonal.work; organizational and financial measures;
internat ional support. In short, the new fifth or sixth
Internathnal is here present in crudely revised edition;
all that is still needed is to give it, after a few con-
ferences, a more concrete form, and then the internation-
%1 party work on the basis of the adopted program can
i:%ln' It is beyond_the_gcope of these remarks to furn-
th the proof that in this way we enter once more upon

¢ path of the old labor movement, We conf ine ourselves
t::i to stating that such a conception regarding the
R tg of the new labor movement stands in contradiction
e at of the dutch group. We are not of the opinion
e an international council organization has to be

med, with a ready-made prograz, into which organ iza-

;;on hereafter all those will enter which embrace its
e:gram. We are of the opinion that revolut ionary wor-
. 2hthroughout the world must form independent groups

e e end of developing themselves, forming their own

~clentat ion and thus becoming independent. The eitbracing

o
th

a party, or cqunoil*program, acts as a hindrance to
18 process of independent development. We are further
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of the opinion that under the very sort of cond itions
that exist in Germany it is only such independent groups
that are possible. The building up of a straight-laced,
international organization, held together by means of a
program, will prove illusory.

The working class itself must be in a position to orient
jtself continually, ever anew; it must be able to analyze
and see through the social relations. In a word: it must
itself be able to do what parties and leaders think that
they have to do for it. That can come about, however,only
provided that in independent groupe this "self-orienta-
tion" is constantly accomplished and becomes daily prac-—
tice.

What can we do in the matter? We can propagate this
recognition; namely, that the new labor movement must
necessarily take this course if the working class is to
attain victory. What today takes place sporadically or,
if on a larger scale, still only spontaneously, must
take place consciously and be recognized as a necessity.
Just as in revolut ionary time (19 19-30) we recognized
the independent shop organizations as the instrument for
the mastering of production, so we now recognize in the
independent discussion and propaganda groups the instru-
ment for intelligently mastering the social forces. It
is a matter of propagating and spreading this recognition:
that is the one side of our activity. The other is this:
that we show how such groups have to work, in what the
essential part of their activity consists, and what me-
thods they have to employ in order to master their tasks.
We ourselves must be such a group.

The second part of the resolution surely shows that the
analysis of the social relations differs even in the
small circle of the groups represented at %&hie conference.
The resolut ion here posits the development of bourgeois
soc iety to state capitalism, and draws the conclusion
that the mammoth economy on a continental scale is put-
ting itself across as planned ecoromy. And the opinion
is expressed that capitalism will overcome in this space
the competitive struggle by which it is disrupted. Ve
shoulq like to go on and ask: What stands in the way of
carrying this thought construction through to its end
and asserting that finally, when the continental opposi-
tions are gought out (the resolution assumes that in
order to conduct this struggle the opposit ions within

the continents will be overcome through state capitalism),
capitalism by means of planned economy will eliminate the
competitive struggle on a world-wide scale and overcome
its crises?

Hitherto we have met with such a characterization of the
capitalist development only among the social democrats,
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tho with the difference that the social democrats--weldoms.
this alleged development because it "smoothes the way"
for socialism, while the resolution wants to overcome it
through the communist revolution. The group in Holland
rejects this analysis as false and unmarxist. We have
been demonstrating for years, in our writings, the czuact
ppposite; namely, that capitalism reels from one ciig i
into another—-and furthermore, we have published 2nc wie
gt ill publishing arguments of our american comradzc who
have coined the concept of the "permanent crisis“and who
say that capitalism and planned economy are contradic-
tions wh&ch mutually exclude each other.,

The analysis of capitalist development as given in the
resolution is not an analysis in the marxist sense, be-
cause it sets out from the assumption that through or#®
ganizational and political measures on the part of the
state power the inner contradictions of capitalism can
be overcome and systematically ordered. The marxist an-
alysis, on the other hand, has as its starting point
that the inner contradictions of capitalism (inc. com-
petitive struggle) are at the same time its vital ele-
ment, Now if one assumes that these contradictions are
overcome through planned and mammoth economy uncer atate
cap italism, then under such an economy one can alsc no
longer speak of capditalism. One is then at home in the
fascist fanocy of overcoming capital rule through the om-
nipotence of the fascist or national-socialist party
State. Here the owners and masters of the means cf pro-
duc tion--private entrepreneurs, trust- and monopciy mag-
nates, etc.~—are given the new designation of "leaders",
while the wage-workers employed by yhem are made over in-
to their "following". The idea is borrowed from feudal
conditions and is hence utopian; it is incapable of af-
fecting capitalist reality with all its contradictions
and the resulting crises.

The social-democratic idea of the overcoming of the cap-
italist crises through internat ional trustification ofV®
capital ("general cartel" of Hilferding) ie also of
utopian character. Here also the development of capital-
;ﬁg 8oc lety appears as a process of concentration carried
= by persons, the owners of capital. These owners of
sgpltal are at the same time, by reason of such owner-
°°1p, commanders of productive processes., If, now, this
camggnd over capitalist production is combined through
erpl al concentrat ion, in "one hand", then in this gen-
Ca&;toopmand, according to Hilferding, the goal of the
erpi alist development is attained. The capitalist gen-
eng~ command can then no longer pursue any capitalist
Velg’ it is itself thq end-result of the capitalisi de-
corgpment. Therefore it must now direct the economy ac-
i ing to plan,——nollqnger capitalistically,chaotically,
the mutual competitive struggle by which the inner
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contradict ions are reproduced on an ever higher level,—-
but in accordance with new, socialiet ends. Naturally,
the social democrats are of the opinion that they know
the socialist--ends better than the capital owners;their
endeavor is to take over the general command themscslves.
It is scarcely necessary tc¢ say in this connecticx fhat
this social-democratic conception is fully shared by the
Bolsheviks (Lenin). The thing that distinguishes these
latter from the official social democrats is merely the
manner in which they have brought about the change of
command: the Bolsheviks by way of revolution and the
Social Democrats by way of bourgeois democracy.

The historical progression appears here, just as in the
fascist fancy, as the action of persons. Today it is
capital owners, acting according to capitalist motives,
which finally find their goal in the completed concen—
trat ion of capital; tomorrow it is party leaders,revolu-
t ionary dictator, centrally directed economic organiza-
tion, acting according to social-democratic, communist,
national-social ist party programs.

The marxist analysis turns this fancy around and stands
it on its feet. It shows that the capitalist mode of
production consists essentially in the separation of the
direct producers from their conditions of labor,while at
the same time production is carried on socially. The
peans of production belong to non-workers; the workers
themselves can produce with them only in case they sell
their labor power, and hence themselves as workers, to
the owners of the means of product ion. The workers are
thus themselves turned into a means for the purpose of
producing, into a flesh-and-blood productive instrument
in the hands of the capitalists. The capitalist mode of
production is accordingly a certain relation of human
beings among each other, namely, the relation in which
they stand to the reproduction of their vital conditions.
Jrom this relation, which is historically given, arises
the concentrat ion of capital as a natural necessity,for
this concentration is essentially nothing other than the
separation of the producers from their means of labor
and carried to the extreme. One can also say just as
well that the capitalistic productive rslation of human
beings among each other - which consists essentially in
the expropriat ion of the producers — is accomplished on
an ever higher level.

In this analysis, the capital owners by whom the concen-
tration of capital is brought about appear as acting
persons in an inevitable process of development, in the
development of the capitalistic relat ion of human beings
to each other. And this process, from which all the in-
ner contradictions of capitalist economy arise, cannot
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pe held up through planning at any desired stage of de-
velopment, or altered in its result, any more than one
can alter the fact that firs develops heat and consumes
fusl. So long as social production is carried on in the
forms of expropriation of the producers and of appropria-
tion of the product by non-workers, so long also does
this appropriat ion reproduce itself on an ever higher
level and so long also will the capital owners fight
among each other for the booty. This holds for state
planned-economy on the nat ional, continental or world-
wide scale (whether under national-socialist, social-
democrat ic or bolshevist leadership is a matter of in-
difference) as well as for the mammoth capital organiza-
tion sketched by the social democrat Hilferding in his
general cartel.

The development to planned and mammoth economy as set
forth in the resolution obviously sets out from the sup-
position that the planning can be brought about by way
of the state power., This statement of the capitalist de-
velopment is insofar essentially the same as that of the
exponents of planned economy. It is distinguished from
this latter only in the fact that it predicts as a con--
sequence of this would-be plannel economy an ever sharper
oppos it ion between capital owners and wage working claes,
This prediction comes somewhat as a surprise: for if one
holds planning under capitalism to be possible,then sure-
ly the situat ion of the working class is also eubraced in
the general scheme. A planned economy which fails to take
account of that is unthinkable, even tho one holds state
planned economy to be possible. We must accordingly as-
Bume that the planned economy is thought of as a forced
welding together of the owning, class through the omni-
potence of the State, which suppresses the competitive
Struggle among the class and prescribes its share of the
earnings, On the other side, again through the omnipo-
tence of the State, the wage workers are assigned their
8hare of the product--and, to be sure, as the resolution
assumes, a share which becomes smaller and smaller.

But why, then, must the share of the wopkers become
Smaller? The Bolshevists, and also the National Social-
18ts, promise the workers that their situation in life
is to become better just as soor as the socialist con-
Struction within the framework of the planned cconomy is
OWe sufficiently advanced. What is the source of the
resoluﬁion‘s assertion that this state planned eccnomy
can bring only sharpened exploitation, if after all it
Iégarde this planned economy as possible? Is the in-
Sreased exploitation of the workers owing to the bad
leade;s of the Natiional Socialists or Bolsheviks, or to
he distorted program, or to the circumstance that the
Plan is directed to the workers! impoverishment? No, it
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will be answered, the best leadership and planned econo-
my cannot affect the fact that the exploitation and the
oppos ition between owning and wage-working class grows
sharper, for capital requires its profit. That, however,
is the same thing as saying that the laws of motion of
the capitalist mode of production assert themselves in
oppos ition to all planned economy. With the expression
of this latter view, the first, which holds planned e-
conomy under capitalism to be possible, is again over-
thrown; the one conception excludes the other.

We are unable to conceive that such a self-contradicsory
characterization of capitalist development can become
the common conception and also starting-point of the in-
ternational council movement. We are of the opinion that
the german comrades have been dazzled by the theatrical
magniloquence of the nat ional-secialist State and have
taken appearance for reality. That in itself would not
matter so much if th#s: appearance had not led to a theory
which, even though set forth with windings and turnings,
breaks with the marxist mode of thought. That, however,
is what has happened in the resolution, so that finally
the door is openéd for all possible personal views and
opinions which may be anything whatever except "general
basic conceptions® for the new labor movement now arising.
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PORTRAIT OF THE COUNTER-FEVCLUTION

Capitalism is now, as we have all heard, in its stage of
decline. That means--to anyone who has no illusions about
the conduct of a ruling class--that revolution is on the
order of the day. All humanity becomes divided more and
more clearly into two great groups: on the one side,those
who recognize the nature of the impending change and have
the courage to help in promoting it--the revolutionists;
on the other, those who want to evade or soften it, who
want to reform and compromise and modernize-—the ruling
clase and its various grades and categcries of lackeys
and flunkeys. The out—and-out revolutionists--those who
are heartily sick of capitalism in all its distinctive
manifestations, whether in peace or war, and whose main
preoccupation is that of doing away with it in the short-
est possible order--aire as yet a comparat ively very small
group with well defined characterist ics, We leave their
portrait to be drawn by others. The portrait of the coun-
ter-revolution, on the other hand, is highly complex, re-
flecting the various shades of opposition or perfect con-
formability to the established order, but in which ths
twilight tinté distinctly predowminate. We have here es-
tablished the four great categories: fascists, half-fas-
cists, socialists and shesp. But even these terms are far
from being mutually exclusive; the "sheep" particularly
may easily be conceived as embracing them all.

We take up these categories in the order named, hoping
that our remarks will serve to clarify them in a way to
make them readily distinguishable, thoughuat the same
time realizing that there is considerable transfusion of
One into the other, and that the fascist, say, of today
may be the socialist of tomorrow, but more often the other
way 'round.

The chief difficulty involved in getting a clear picture
Of the fascists is the hierarchization within their ranks.
Thls.ls owing to the fact that fascism, in the final an-
alysis, really emanates from above--from the ruling class-
and 8eeps down, or rather is poured down, into the masses,
Who lap it up in their daily newspaper as well as in their
daily bread. It is probably true, as old Llayd George has
;amd{ t%at "Scratch a conservative, and you will find a
ea:01st . But some people are conservative out of intexr-
tg » and others out of mere instinot or inertia. Thus, in
c_e United Statgs, the prime, if still only incipient,fas-
ilsts are men‘llke W.h.Heart and Henry Ford: the one furn-
mshing,.for the present, mainly the ideology and the othex
szln;y the more material forms of seduction (wages, profit
1 aring, qubslatenoa gardens, etc.). These are cowparat ive-
Y intell igent fascists; at least they know what they want
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and are more or less successful in having it got for them.
Insofar as they are still opposed to fasc ism--as, for ex-
ample, to the fascist tendenc ies inherent in the Roosevelt
administration (N. R. A.)--it is merely to the regimenta-
tion necessarily involved for the capitalists, to some ex—
tent, as well as for the workers., But the fascists with
whom we are here concerned are of ths much more numerous
and humble variety: those who, even if they may know what
they want, are not in a position to get it under the pres-
ent systein--except possibly at the cost of prostituting
themselves completely--but who still f ind capitalism to
their taste and believe in its poss ibilities, and who are
determined to defend the system. This sort of fascist,
who may ve regarded as typical, can with perfect right
take as his motto: "Duty toward others" The "others",
however, whether he knows it or not, are the bourgeois-
capitalist class of his own country.

Patriotism is the most distinct ive characteristic of the
true fascist. He not only believes in the innate superi-
ority of his own country (or "race") over all others,but
in the superior ity of his own state, county, village....
He has alg the savage's distrust of anything strange or
foreign, Of course, on carrying this ideology to its log-
ical conclusion, the fascist would also have to believe
in his own superiority over all other human beings. But
he scems to have a presentiment of the fact that this
would be a reductio ad absurdum: the true fascist--of the
humbler category--is neither a megalomaniac nor a solip-
sist; wher in his patriotic fervor he gets down to him-
self, he quickly recoils and shifts his ego off onto the
"leader", without whom there is nothing to be done. The
leader on earth, and God in heaven are equally indispen-
sable to the fascist: the one is simply the representa-
tive of the other. For tais reason--the realizat ion of
his own insignif icance--the true fascist can nsever be
Treally irreligious; he can only be opposed to certain
forms of religion or to certain sects, particularly to
the Jews and Catholics as being tinged with internation-
alsim and hence evoking his horror of what is foreizn.He
needs particularly the belief in the soul and a future
life, because this helps to assure him of his own super-
iority to the dogs, swine and other such animals who have
never been able, so far as known, to set up any preten-
slons to immortality. In fact, the fascist is very 1ike-
ly to be afflicted with an inferior ity complex, and his
zeal in serving the ruling class is a natural outgrowth
of that condition, He actually imagines that by putting
himself on the side of the ruling class, he therefors
belongs to i, The hundred-percent fascist is a very dis-
tinctive type of homo insipiens; just as he claims to be
able always to smell a Jew, so it is very easy, if not to
smell, at least to spot a fascist.
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These fascists, however, ars not particularly to be
plamed, Their educat ional opportunit ies have .ususlly been
very limited-—or neglected--and as a result of their more
or less exclus ive.literary preoccupation with the news-
papers, they have been thoroughly infected with the capi-
tal ist ideology. There is no possibility of "converting"
them, except possibly by way of letting them see that
being & revolutionist is & sign of superiority which it
ig within their power to attain. @therwise, they are quite
immune to communist propaganda, and retain their extreme
susceptibil ity te the capitalist variety. This is on the
assumption, howsver, that they still find it possible to
live somehow under capitaliem. If that becomes quite im-
possible, even by criminal means, then these fascists may
furnish some of the best recruits to the revolutionary
cause.

The half-fascist is chiefly distinguishel from his "pure™
brother by being a more intellectual, hence more sophisti-
cated, specimen of the same typs., Be has read more or less
and makes some pretentions to culture. He has accordingly
shuffled off most of the prejudices of the fascist proper,
and is more open to reason., His reading, however, has us-
ually not been of a sort by which he could becoms really
enlightened, but is chiefly of the conventional or academ-—
ic variety. His educatior in economics has been part icu-
larly neglected, and his notions on the subject are of
the most naive capitalipt character. His favorite "econo-
mist™ is very likely to be Stuart Chase (Mrs. Blue Bonnet)
and he usually displaye a weakbess for "technocracy" and
other such innocent pastimes. Marxism has remained quite
beyond his ken, nor has he any inclinations ir that direc-
tion, The most that he has a mind for is Miterature" and
other such more or less esthetic manifestations of the
g\;rimzf: ;go. Theory and the theoreticians he finds dull and
nful,

He is not, however, violently opposed to radicalism or
anything else in partioular. He prides himself on being
broad-minded and tolerant--a tolerance which extends also
%o the more "idealistio" phases of fascism. His fascist -
tendency comes out ohiefly in his reverence for the "strorg
?’n "--the unscrupulous wislder of pewer--and in his con-
empt for the masses. And yet the half-fascist would be
gortally offeqded at the very suggestion that he might
0&rbor a fapcist etreak. He looks upon himeelf as a lib-
Tal pure and simple., And "pure and simple" at least is
gorroct; the half-fascist is pure and simple enough to
tgld the ravings of a Spengler and to think that this is
N ® last word in philosophy (and not merely that of the
ourgeo isis), without suspecting that Spengler is only
clirniqhing the ideology for fascism, Thus the half-fas-—
'hﬂt 18 a very half-and-half sort of person indeed, and
'iethor when the time comes he jumps one way ¢r the other
11 probably depend sntirely on ciroumstances of the
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moment or, as we say, on the constellation of forses.

Of all the counter-revolutionists, actual or potential,
the most contempt ible are, without doubt, the social ists.
These, in the main, lack the exouse of ignorance which we
readily grant to the fasciste and half-fascists. They
have moetly had at least some smattering of Marxism, as
woll €8 some pol itioml exper ience in the "labor movement",
and have acocordingly had an opportunity te know what capi-
tal ism is--its mer its and ite defects, its course and
present stage of develcpment—and to arrive at ocertain
conclusions regarding the manner in whiok it is tc¢ be set
gside. The circumstanoe that they still oling,in the main,
to their dogma of non-violence-—-except in the interests of
capitalism and against the workers themselves—-can be ex-—
plained only in terms of the most abjsct cowardice and the
most brazen prostitution on the part of the leading spirits
of the Second International, Deep down in their hearts,
these old "labor leadars" know better, but they haven't
the guts to admit it, even to themselves, much less to act
an accordance with that reoognition., Nor, as a matter of
fact, is there any ground for ex pecting that they ever
will, Fundamentally, the leaders of the old labor movement,
not exclud ing the Bolsheviks (Staliniste, Leninists, Trot-
ekyists and others still bound up with the traditions of
the russian revolution), are nearly or qu ite as petty-
bourgeois in their outlook as are the fascistes and half-
fascists. Even though they may shout for the proletarian
dictatorship, they really have a horror of the thing it-
#elf. This is becauss they think, more or less unconsc icus-
1y, in terms of bourgeois society, which they would liks to
Bes preserved as nearly as poass ible, and because of their
800 ial status and super ior educational advantages (as ocon-
Pared with the workers) which they feel entitle ther to
Sgeoial consideration i~ any form of society. So that even
when a proletarian diccatorship is once established--as
feemed likely t0 happen in Russia--these c¢ld labor politi-
¢ iang can be countegd upon to put an end to it as quickly
88 possible, if they have the power. Not, however, in erder
t0 do away with dictatorship itself and to inaugurate the
classless soc isty, but ir order to replace the proletar ian
dictatorsh ip by a bourgeois dictatorship, at least in fornm
(with themselves as the dictators) if not in actual subs—
tance (by turning the power back to the old rul ing class,
ga in Germany after the war)., They are all more or less
ike the late secretary of the british Labor Party, who
frankly confessed to regarding the collapss of the present
Boclal and pol itical order as a "terrible prospsct',

We now come to the most curious of the counter-revolution-
ary forces, though these can hardly be rated-as a "force"

at all: the pure "sheep". Thess also are socialists of a
80rt--many of them actually profess to be such--but st ill
more cowardly, more supine, more muddlsheaded and more
bourgeois. They may be said to constitute the lunatic frings

30

. @

of the socialist movement: the free—traders, the pacifists
the currenoy crarks, the reformers pure and simple--in a
word, the church-going s8o¢ ial ists. They are the people who
can never accept or reject a thing outright, but--if they
find it uncomfortable or otherwise obnoxious--can only
suggest amending it gradually or modernizing it., This ap-
plies to Capitalism no lees than to Christianity. They can
point to all sorts of evils and "injustices™ under capital-
ism, but insist that they can all be remedied within the
gystem itself; not only can, but naturally will be, pro-
vided only that everybody becomes as nice and sheep-like
as themselves, which they hold to be quite possible as
well as desirable., Likewise as rsgards religion: the Cath-
olio Bhurch is rotten, naturally, but Protestant ism--or at
any rate the sect to which they themselves belong (usually
one of the "modernist" persuasion)--is just what the coun-
try and the world needs to set it right. They have never
bothered with such subjects as economics; they prefer to
read things of a morally edifying nature. And, in fact,
they see all problems in terms of morality and the human
will., Instead of economic laws and forces, to them there
are only individuals or, at most, political parties.So-
cialism to them--in case they profess to be socialists--
is merely a matter of putting the socialists (headed by
another good churchrman, such as Norman Thomas) in charge
of the capitalist state apparatus. Thus an old socialist
or examiring a chart depicting the economic organization
of Mussolini's kingdom, remarked: "I looks like a very
good thing to be taken over when they put the right men
in off ice®,

Their sconomic and political innocence is such that social~
ism is practically nothing but fasc ism under a different
name; that is, state capitalism. If the fascists call the
8elves socialists (or nat ional.isocialists, or anything el
but fascists), and refrain frem too much violence, they o
assured in advance of the support of all these people. And
after fascism is once established or gets into power, it
may do as it 1ikes and st ill retain their support or at
1east their passive acquisscence; for that is the nature
of sheep, to be on the side of a ruling class and never as=
Pire to be the masters of their own destinies.

'geﬂe .compromisers and modernizers and shilly-shallyers
®, 1n a sense, the strongest bulwark of capital ism and
mee worst enemies in the way of the revolut ionary move-
thnt and the reccnstruction of society. Not becauss of
ofeir numbers (wnich are cons iderable enough) nor becauss
nui)!ny power of attack or defense (which is practically
the 42 but rather because of their demoralizing influence,
8ir fertility in conjuring up new hopes and illus ions ac
r.vsxcuqe for delay and inaction. Far better, from the
e Olut ionary point of view, are the forthright reactionar-
ios in politics or the absolute fundamentalists in relig—
R than these pious sheep with their 1 iberal tub-thumping.
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They merely serve to confuse an issue which should be kept
clear, B8nd to delay a process which has every need of be-
ing accelerated.
FEEE S EL T
Fortugately for the revolution and for the fate of human-
ity, world history is not determined by sheep, nor in
t imes such as the present can the sheep continue long in
the ir sheepishness. In the great majority of cases--and
putioularly among the workers--this sheepishness is only
a superficial adaptation to the capitalist environment and
will be quickly thrown off under the pressure of capital-
ist collapse. These working-class "sheep" will then under-
o a metamorphosis no less remarkable than those recorded
in fable, and will come forth as heroes; not the sham her-
oes of capitalist wars of destruction, but the true harcas
of the communist revolution of creat ion and redemption, in
which humanity sloughs the brute and at last comses into
ite birth-right.

And in the final result, it is only the workers who really
count; not the timid, respectable philistines who try to
excuse their own cowardice on the ground of the workers'
alleged backwardness, for which the philistines and their
idol ized leaders are largely responsible. These petty—
bourgeois pcltroons who neveradvance beyond the stags of
voting, and many of whor regard even that as an act of
rare courage, are best characterized by mEngels in "Revol-
ution and Counter-Revolut ion", where, speaking of the
small trading class, he says that it "never felt more com-
fortable than the day after a decisive defeat, when every-
thing being lost, it had at least the consolation to know
that somehow or other the matter was settled”.
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