i - its
scists or Communists as the case might be in i
:;bition tqmonopolize all the good jobs, is ready to
exterminate the other group.

o. the interests of the workers, as the ~ 'hermost
gi:sé, may eventually compel them to practice solidgi-
ity against all their exploiters, While the oligarchi-
cal tendencies within each exploiting or potent%ally
exploiting group make for continuous dissension: 3
among them, But in this respect, the various quarrg ;
1ing clans of power - hungry intellectuals are no if-
ferent from those of all the other exploiting classes,
past or present, whether capitalists or land-holders.,

I have to dwell upon such "inaccuracies" - to put
Eg mildly - as the gie where P,M. says that "the in-
tellectuals have no economic functions" (p.34).It is
simply amazing how anybody can say such a thing in !
the present phase of capitalism, when ?he capitalist,
in most cases, has become a pure paras;te,.fulfll}ing
merely the "function" of owning and consuming, while
the intellectuals are in charge of all the aspects of
economic and technical management, political adminis-
tration and cultural leadership of the entire capital-
ist system!

II - FASCISM AND BOLSHEVISM

The aspirations and appetites of the intelleotgal
"outs"pcan find theirpgxpression and satisfaction in
various "ideologies", in "proletarian" Marxism,in the
aristocratic Paretism of the Italian Fascists, or in
the race gospel of the Nazis., Just as the capitalis?t
bourgeoisie under differant circumstances can gmbrace
the Voltairian iconoclasm of the French Republic, or
the medieval emperor-god worship of a militarist semi-
absolutism, Japanese style.

The fascists in power are not just flunkeys of the
capitalists, as P,M, seems to believe in touching har;
mony with Trotsky ("The Social Structure of the Sovie
State"). They are their major partners; they are :
swallowing up an ever growing share of the nation's
wealth; and while in some countries they are now
greatly favoring their munition magnates, their tax-
es and assessments are impoverishing the bourgeoisie
as a whole in order to feed an enormous bureaucratioc
machine, That machine does not stand "above the
classes" (#-see bottom of next page) ; it is-both a
"protector" of the rich and their blackmailing para-
site at the same time; largely comparable %o the

Praetorians of the Roman Empire, who, while permitting
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the property-owners to exist, actually were the masters
of the country and lived at the expense of all the
other classes of the population. OFf, if another example
is still necessary, there is the Japanese officers:!
caste, now in possession of Manchuria, which not only
rules the country politically and robs it by taxation,
i as do the Fascists in Italy, but has also taken over
the economic management and exploitation of most of
1 the country's resources - not for the Japanese million-
| aires on the Island Empire, but for the army, that is,
i for itself, They are certainly not the flunkeys of the
Chinese-Manchu capitalists, nor of the Japanese multi-
millionaires whose most prominent representatives they
are in the habit of "bumping off" from time to time,..

Undoubtedly the fascist state bureaucracy also rules
over other groups of intellectuals, But what of it?
The large feudals also ruled over the smaller nobles,
just as the financial sharks do over the smaller
capitalists, and the higher clergy ove. their minor
brethren, Under the oligarchical principle inherent
to all systems of domination, a minority within each
ruling class always gets the best morsels with the
additional seasoning of the greatest display of power.

P,id. asserts that fascism "would never have come to
power" if it were at all possible that the fascisis
could turn on the capitalists, Has he never heard of
mercenaries of various sorts, Mamettines,Praetorians,
Mamelukes, Condottieri, of all times and all countries,
who would become the masters of those who hired them?
Do I have to remind him of the fact that there is an
opeénly anti-capitalist wing within the Italian fas-
cist party which recommends "the Road to lsocow";i.e,
the expropriation of the capitalists; and that in the
opinion of those familiar with the situation, Musso-
lini, if driven to a corner, will not hesitate to turn
Bolshevik, if by so doing he can save the rule of his
X party - the party of the most determined and energetio

8 (#) The Fascists of Italy have repeatedly forced the
- Capitalists to increase wagzs,to shorten hours and
‘ €ven to take on numbers of unemployed workers, They
. did it at moments when they thought it necessary by
Somé "anti-capitalist" gesture to win the allegiance

b of the workers,or,as in the case of the unemployed,
i for the purpose of reducing their fiscal expenses,
breferring,as they did, to use the Treasury for the
needs of the bureaucracy. If P,M, says that such a
thing is "objectively not possible" and that "nothing
of the sort has so far happened",he simply chooses to
deny facte which in their time were generally report-
e€d in the newspapers.,
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section of the intelligentsia, (#)

I1f a large part of the intellectuals in various coun-
tries, instead of turning socialist or communist, joins
the fascist ranks, it does so largely for the sanme
reason for which many workers likewise don *the black
or brown shirt, No dowt, the influence of reaction-
ary ideology plays a oertain part in the process,But
it is largely their impatience, their desire for a
gshort cut to power, that is respensible for the suc-
cess of the new gospel. Many of the fascist intellect-
uals would join the Communist movement, if they saw
that it had any chances, or at least intentions of
wimming immediately. For by now it has become obvious
to most observers that the leading Communists of the
non-fascist countries have ceased to be revolution-
aries at all; that ever since 1923 they have become
ordinary Russian patriots abrcad, actually opposed to
any revolutionary steps that might disturb the inter-
national status quo in which the U,S.,S.,R, has been in-
terested for many years., Like the socialists of pre-
war times the Communists - meaning of course the of-
ficial leadership - have become a party of anti-
capitalist protest and not of anti-capitalist revolt.

Over and over again P,H, repeats the Stalinist thesis
that Fascism is just the expression of the needs of
monopoly capital "in order to maintain the capitalist
system at all," A glance at what astually happened -
and why it happened - in Italy and Germany, the two
main fascist countries, would show that it simply is
not so. It was not the necessity of saving the capi-
talist system - either from the proletarian menace or
from its internal weakness - that brought about fas-
cism in Italy. The first menace had been taken caxe
of by the socialists themselves, when the jitters ex-
perienced by tke bourgeoisie during the near-revolu-
tion of 1920 induced the capitalists to enter that
alliance with Mussolini'!s bands which they later re-
gretted when it was too late, For whatever the fas-
cists gave them by cowing the workers, they took from
the capitalists by their various direct ox indirect
exactions for the maintenance of the government
machine, Italian capitalism and its profits would
have survived without Mussolini as well,

Nor does Germany serve as a confirmation of the of-
ficial communist thesis which P,M. so readily accepts.
This is not the place for repeating 211 the circum-

(#) There is no longer any secret about Mussolini's
original intention of becoming Italy's Lenin, and
that he chose his other road to power only because
the breach between him and his former comrades could
no longer be bridged,

- 26 -

stances which hoisted Hitler into power. Only dogmat-
ic blindness, judging agcording to set formulas,could
assert that the Weimar Republic, or a combination of
Weimarism with Bruening's or Schleicher's semi-consti-
tutionalism, would not have just as well done the job
of saving German capitalism,

In either case -~ and this likewise includes a number
of smaller states of the more or less undeveloped
Balkan or Latin-American type - it was not the exis-
tence of capitalism that was at stake, In many of the
countries with fascist, military-fascist or near-fas-
cist dictatorships there is practically no modern
capitalism at all, and even no tig landed property
either; practically all the exploitation being done
in what one .could call the old Chinese method des-
ocribed by Wittfogel: taxation of the small property
holders for the sake of a parasitic bureaucratic and
military apparatus, It is for the possession of the
soft jobs in the civil service and in vhe officers!
caste that struggles are waged there between the var-
ious groups of "outs" and "ins", In the industrially
more developed countries fascist tendencies are the
result of the cooperation between specific groups of
capitalists who see in fascism a greater guarantee
for the increase of their profits, and certain ruined
and therefore adventurous sections of the new middle
classes, In these countries the existence of capital-
i8m iteself is not affected, whether these machinations
are successful or not,

The Stalinists' insistence upon the thesis about fas-
Cism-and-monopoly-capitalism is obvious enough. For
¥ears they have been repeating that the Trotskyists
are the "advance-guard of counter-revolutionary inter-
vention" (no joking); until two years ago they have
made hundreds of thousands of innocents believe that
the Socialists are "social-fascists", or, as Stalin
put it "twin-brothers of fascism." So this was just
another "gag" in their inexhaustible arsenal of abuse
that is always caloulated to hide the real issues.
Heinz Neumann, a leading German Communist who, after
the catastrophe of 193%,for awhile engaged in inde-
pendent thinking, finally began to mutter something
about the dictatorship of the "Lumpenproletariat" :he
actually meant the declasse intellectuals and semi-
intellectuals, He was severely called down and pun-
ished by his masters in Moscow; for if the German
Sémi-intellectual "down-and-outers" were able to
8eize power and to hold it as major partners of the
German Ccapitalists, then some people might become
S8uspicious that it was a similar group of declasse
intellectuals and semi-intellectuals who seized all
the ‘power in Russia and has been holding it until now
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under the guise of a "proletarian dictatorship".

P.M, docilely accepts the Bolshevik thesis as to fas-
cist identity with finance capital. And as if to make
up for this suspicious harmony of opinions, he supple-
ments if with another theory according to which the
house built by Lenin, Trotsky and Stalin is nothing
but a form of capitalism, subject to the same laws of
motion as any other wvapitalist system., He consistent-
1y speaks of "State Cgpitalism“, a term that many
writers, including thé& undersigned as well, have
loosely applied to the Russian system,

Now to be theoretically exact, it is not admissible

to apply the old terminology to the new Russian real-
ity. An economic system whose means of production are
sccialized, or "bureaucratized" which is the same, no
longer falls under the category of capitalism, It 1s
"capitalism" only inasmuch as "capitalism" is accepted
as identical with "exploitation", But the two terms
are not identical. Capitalism, of course, necessarily
involves exploitation; but there were forms of exploi-
tation which could not be called capitalistic. (#

According to the best Marxist authorities which P,H,
certainly recognizes, capitalism no longer exists
where there is orly one owner; and the Russian State,
that is, the bureaucracy, is only one sole firm,so to
speak, At the end of his book Das Akkumulations-und
Zugammenbruchs-Gesetz, the well-known Marxist Profes-
gor Henryk Grossmann analyzes the idea whether capi-
talism could eventually assume the form of a "Heneral-
Kartell", i,e.,, of a One-Big-Trust system, He denies
this possibility and declares that, once matters have
gotten tc that point, capitalism will not exist any
longer and its place will have been taken "either by
a plain szstem of domination (Grossmann uses the ex-
pression "offenes Herrschaftsverhallnis®™ which it is
difficult to translate literally - M.W,) as in the
Middle Ages (which may mean only the relation of the
feudal lord to his serfs) or a socialist commonwealth
(sozialistische Gemeinwirtschaft)".

As a good old Socialist, with sympathies for the U,S,
S.R,, Grossmann was reluctant to dwell in greater de-

(#) The immense majority of readers still identifies
the concept of socialism with the absence of exploita-
tion - an assumption which is altogether wrong.lt was
precisely for the purpose of indicating the exploit-
ing essence of Soviet Russia's economic system that

in my previous writings I used the term of State Capi-
talism,But the term "wnequalitarian socialism" woul
be more appropriate.

A

tail upon this alternative, He apparently felt that

he was on dangerous ground for, gg far ag the present
writer knows from personal conversation with him. the
professor refuses to commit himself as to the charac—
ter of the Russian social system and calls it vaguely
a "proletarian state", Had he disregarded these per-
SOnalﬂsympathies, he would have had to state that

what followed upon the elimination of private capital-
ism in Russia was s combination of both "social ism"
and "Herrschaftsverhaltnis",

For{ payadoxical as it may sound to some readers, ex-

ploitation is just as much possible under scoialism

as pnder any other previous social system. If one were

to 1ndu;ge in prophesying one could make a guess that

the coming . form of human exploitation, as foreshadowed

by Russ%a's system of goverament ownership and inqQual-

ity of incomes, will simply be called socialism, and

Egztslnethe eazstgf th; underdog this word will assume
) amé conmnovation of master-and-slave re i I

as feudalism and capitalism. T A g

Theoretically speaking, the essence of socialism has
always been mersly government ownership of the means
of production, even if that subStance is Sometimes
presented more attractively as an "association of
free and equal producers," a term that is as vague
as 8o many other traditional socialist slogans, In
other words, socialism means primarily a change in
the form of production, or in the ownership of the
means of production, The question of distribution has
always been ccnsidered as a secondary matter, after
the first and most important task of socialization
had been carried out. Practically all socialist theor-
istg tgke it for granted that immediately after the
soczalﬁst revolution,during "the first phase of com-
gunism s %o use an expression of Marx, there would
h? no equality of incomes, (#) It is only under "the
gher phase“of communism", after God knows how many
génerations or centuries, that the principle of "from

é#)tghere are a number of passages in Marx's Critique
= ¢ Gotha Program dealing with the distribution
hav;ng the first phase of communism",These passages
i teen generally interpreted by all writers to the
s ic that during the period in Question there would
inclngqgélity of compensation,Among these writers are
Georu €d such independent and dissimilar thinkers as
Sidnges Sorel, in his "Decomposition du Marxisme" and
ot Hook in his "Towards the Understanding of Karl
Tx",neither of whom could be accused of being an
:ggigg;ztugg :Ee Stalin system whose official Marx-
e same passages f j =
€Qualities of the Russ?an rggime?r T oAt Citashmes s

g
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each according to his abilities, to each according to
his needs" would be applied. (It is hard to assume
that a2 genius of the sharp intelligence of a Marx
should not have seen thru the haziness, not to say
deceitfulmess, of this formula, For who is to dster-
mine a man's "needs"? None other apparently than the
bureaucrats, the same men who in present-day Russia
determine that a high class manager "needs" or, let
us say, "deserves", several thousand rubles a month,
while for an ordinary laborer or other plain worker,
one hu?dred or one hundred fifty a month is suffi-
cient.,

P,i, uses the o0ld liturgical phrase of the "contra-
diction between the productive forces and the produc-
tion relations" for gis wishful contention that "cap-
italismy..in all its manifestations must go under.”
Well, if he means that the private capitalist spstem
is doomed, I have no quarrel with his statement; but
the "state capitalism" Russian model which he in-
cludes among these manifestations, is no "capitalism"
such as envisaged by Marxist criticism, It is a sys-
tem of planned economy to which the ilarxist concepts
are not applicable; and its disappearance, or mors
correctly, its evolution towards a more equalitarisn
(and libertarian) form of socialism will be subject
to altogether different laws, as to which there are
no indications in the writings of the Teachekt.

Another example of P,M,'s "wishful thinking" is his
contention that a system, such as exists in Russia,
would be impossible "in industrial countries",Aside
from the fact that present day Russia is already a
highly industrialized country, it would lead too far
afield to follow his entire agrumentation. Suffice it
to quote his conclusion which establishes the fallacy
of his reasoning. He says that "in highly developed
capitalist countries,..any revolution is of necessity
a workers! revolution (because) ...state capitalisem..
likewise is incapable of improving their situation"
(ny emphasis - M,N,)

The very opposite is true, Even that one per cent of
planned economy, or state capitalism, or paternalism,
if you wish, whioh was instituted by the New Dealers,
has undoubtedly improved the situation of large sec-
tions of the working class and won the sympathies of
the masses for President Roosevelt, Only sectarianism
>an assert that if some unforeseen event should give
the power to a combination of, let us say,left-wing
lew Dealers, Socialists and pink Communists, they
vould not open the closed plants and so increase the
sountry's productivity as to have enough for raising
substantjally the general standard of living of the
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masses, No doubt they would maintain a sharp division
between the wages' paid to the worker and the salaries
of the managers and directors; but the sudden improve-
ment of the lower levels would certainly add to the
stability of the new "state capitalist" system,

That system will not last forever, of course. It will
certainly be modified by further struggles of the
workers intent upon obtaining a larger share in the
distribution of the national income, But to say that
the establishment of wuch a system is altogether "im-
possible" in the western countries, or that it could
be only a passing adventure, is about as wise as the
predictions about the impending fall of the Soviet
regime which he have heard for the last eighteen years.

III - "COUNCILS" AND SQVIETS

There is a certain very definite purpose behind all
this frantic and contradictory pleading. It is not
merely the desire to defend the purity and the cor-
rectness of the Marxian scheme of things with its
two-dimensional pattern of “capitalistﬁ and "prole-
tarian", that knew of no intellectuals as the possible
inheritors of capitalist exploitation, and whose noy-
descript "petty-bourgeoisie"™ was bound to become a
part of the "proletariat."

P.M, is the representative of a new revolutionary cur-
rent that is out to regenerate Marxism after its de-
filement at the hands of the Socialists and the Com-
munists, That new current - its followers call them-
selves "Council Communists" - also hopes to win over
the masses still under the sway of the Teacher's un-
Worthy disciples, It sces in the Workers? Councils

the instrument for destroying the capitalist system

and for establishing the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat,

Now, the Council Communists realize that a critioism
of the intelligentsie as the ruling class of the com-
ing period of & sozialized form of economy, is direc-

ed not only ageinst the Sccial ists and the Commuaists,
but against their own ambitions for power as well.

They will, of course, violently contest this consid-
éring that they do not constitute a party;that they

include practically no intellesotuals, and that their
conception of the proletarian revolution is not that
of the Bolshevik party dictatorship but the truly

Marxist idea of a real dictatorship of the working
masses,
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Well, we have heard these things before. The modern
French post-War syndicalists - those who remained re-
volutionists and have joined neither the S,P. nor the
C,P. - have now adopted the slogan of "All power to
the Trade Unions", as opposed to Communist party dic-
tatorship, Those who can add two and two together
have repeatedly pointed out to them that at bottom
this was only another form of bolshevism;for, con-
gidering the intellectual level of the great majority
of the working masses, "All power to the Trade Unions"
could mean only "All Power to the Trade Union Bureau-
crats"; in other words, the dictatorship of the edu-
cated upstart ex-workers at the head of the trade
unions, such as the Hendersons, the Jouhaux, the Wm,
Greens, the Legiens or Tomskys, all of whom in time
became first class politicians and even cabinet mem-
bers, differing in nothing from the "regular" intel-
lectuals. A social system whose economic and politi-
cal center were to be the French General Federation
of Labor, would be in everything, except the termin-
ology, identical with that established by the declasse
intellectuals and ex-workers of the Russian Communist
Party, The same criticism has likewise been applied
to the Spanish anarchists of the present day, who are
gradually, tho still shamefacedly, coming around to
the idea of a revolutionary government by their own
organization,

And how about the "Cowncils"? In the April, 1936 is-
sue of the Council Correspondence there was an article
about the Workers' Councils which certainly is reveal-
ing. "In the process of revolution" - the author says
on page 27 - the old State power will be destroyed,
and the organs that take its place, the workers' coun-
cils, for the time being, will certainly have impor-
tant political functions still to repress the remnants
of capitalist power, Their political function of gov-
erning, however, will be gradually turned into nothing
but the economic function of managing the collective
gr%Cﬁss of production of goods for the needs of soo-
ety",

Were the Russian Soviets - &hd "Soviet" means nothing
else but "Council" - not holding out the same promise
of "withering away" of the State? Who, pray, will
carry out these "important political functions to re-
press the remmants of capitalist power"? The masses?
Or will it not be rather a special, well-armed body
of truly proletarian Cheka-men, under the guidince of
well-educated ex-workers, the most ardent militants

of the "Council"idea? Where is the guarantee that,
these men, once entrusted with "important political
functions to repress the remnants of capitalist power"
will not repress the workers as well, by deceiving and

g -

disarming them gradually, the way it was done by the
just as ardent and honest Bolshevik Soviet militants?
And will the sum total of all these ardent and honest
council militants not constitute a party,whether they
adopt that name or nct? And will that party not be in-
terested in establishing a privileged bureaucracy 1liv-
ing on the fat of the land just as was done by the
Russian bureaucracy? Do the Council Communists mean

to say that their pure Marxist principles will pre-
vent them from doing so? Do they actually believe

that any class or group that has become a privileged
stratum - and a victorious group, by seizing the gov-
ernment machine, usually develops into a privileged
class - will abide by its pre-victory "principles"
which were cpposed to exploitation?

P.M.'s reply is very simple, "The means of production"
he says "in the hands of the producer - by which the
technically necessary centralism is nnt precluded but
rendered imperative - that is communism," No - that

is not "communism"; that is just sheer phrasemonger-
ipg. The "necessary centralism" actually does away
with "the means of production in the hands of the pro-
ducers", i,e,, of the factory councils, if I correctly
get P.M,'s meaning. That "necessary centralism" is no-
thing but our good old Bolshevik state bureaucracy
which under P,W,'s "real" proletarian dictatorship
will simply be disguised under another name.Moreover,
are not the "factory councils" themselves - composed
as they are of the most energetic and the most intel~
ligent and educated individusls - merely the basic
embryonal unit of the new "proletarian® aristocracy
that invariably rises above the masses, & process

that is as 0ld and as melancholy as the history of

all human mass struggles since the beginning of time?

In an effort to show how, according to the conception
of the Council Communists, the whole social fabric is
practically in the hands of the workers themselves,P.
M, writes that the "enterprise is the starting point
gi their (the workers') insurrection, the basis of
2 eiﬁ dictatorship and efforts at social reorganiza-
ion", And what about the millions of the unemployed-
;Bometlmes one-third of the population - who will have
O be taken care of? Before they get "the means of
produc?ion in their hands" and can "start" anything
at their "enterprise, it is the State, that is the
ureéaucracy, that will have to tackle the problem of
€?°?ganlzln8 the industries, of opening the idlé fac-
aries and of distributing work to the unemployed.And
Will the State bureaucracy, once it had acquired such

an enormous power, voluntari f
that power? D s arily give up the source o

- 33 -




There is a very suspicious passage on page 33 of P.M,
article,He says there quite correctly that "without
economic equality there is no communist society", (I
take it that under "economic equality" he means plain-
1y equal pay for a day's (#) work whether it be dish-
washing or teaching astronomy). Then he adds: "This
equality must not only be actually possible; it must
also be ocapable of driving forward the productive
forces of society, and until that time communism is
quite out of the question,"

What does this mean? Does P,M, intend to say that af
in a highly industrial country like Germany,England
or the United States the workers were to rise at pres-
ent, seize the industries and install "their own" dic-
tatorship in the form of Workers! Councils, the ques-
tion might arise that equality of incomes would not
be quite practicable immediately? Not that I believe
that such full equality could be established immedi=
ately "on the morrow after the revolution" as the
usual phrase goes, But if that complete economic e-
quality of incomes cannot be established immediately,
what will be the difference, except in personnel, be-
tween the "real" dictatorship of the proletariat, as
advocated by the Council Communists, and the system
of exploitation now established by the Russian Com-
munists?

There is another suspicious sentence on the very same
page. P.M, says that "with the setting aside of the
class relations (P,M, apparently means the abolition
of classes,M,N,) there vanish also the sharp distinc-
tions in the evaluation of the various labor functions.”
If these words have any significance, then they can
mean only one thing: that there will be different in-
come levels, but that these differences will not be
very "sharp®, Now, who is to determine what is or
what 1s not a "sharp distinction?" It will be appar-
ently the Central Office of the Workers!' Councils or
whatever other name the Government will assume. And
will that Government, that is, the politico-technical
office-holders, not be interested in establishing the
same distinctions that would be introduced by any
other privileged body?

P.M. apparently felt that the educational rift -
which is a clase rift - separating intellectual and
manual workers, would militate against the establish-
ment of complete economic equality right after the
inauguration of the "praletarian dictatorship".So he

(#) Taking it for granted that in harmful occupations
Such as working in mines,sewers,etc.,the day will be
shorter than in other industries or professions.
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disposes of this difficulty by simply declaring that
there are no "sharp distinctions®, in fact,that there
are practically no distinctions at all, He actually
has the temerity to say that "the mass of the workers
have become skilled workers"; (#) And that "the de-
mands placed on that element of the population per-
forming intellectual functions are no higher than
those placed on the mass of the workers." Assertions
which are on par with the old demagogical flatteries
of Kautsky, Bebel and Wilhelm Liebknecht about the
intellectual superiority of the workers over the
bourgeoisie, The material kernel behind these flat-
teries being merely the perfectly justified convic-
tion of the socialist leaders that they were just as
able to run the country as their political opponents
from the capitalist camp. In the same way P,M, identi-
fies an infinitesimal minority of labor aristocrats -
the potential intellectuals and future bosses - with
the "working class" at large, It is the old,old story
of the leaders demanding power not for themselves but
for the masses which are so educated, so skilled, so

_ intelligent that they will be able to run the govern-
+ ol ment and the industries all by themselves.

ST TR

Having thus somewhat vaguely indicated that there may
be some distinctions in income levels even aiter the
establishment of the "proletarian dictatorship",P.M,
feels impelled to allay somewhat the misgivings as
to the truly equalitarian character of his revolution.
"If communism", he says, "is bound up with the pres-
ence of equality, then it is also beyond doubt that
this equality will be actualized, for the social
forces of production are impelling to communism and
this impulsion is.the historically determining fac-
tor", In other words, don't worry; some day the
"social forces of production" will convince the
Council Communists - or should I say Workers!' Coun-
€ils? - in charge of the new system, that the time
has come to establish real equality of incomes, The
"social forces of production" will work psychological
miracles; the ex-workers in charge of the economic
and political administration will forget their "pres-
ent human egoism"; their egoism will apparently "find
Satisfaction in work in common® (p,32), and the bur-
€aucratic wolf will voluntarily accept the same share
of the national wealth as the proletarian sheep. We
have read such stories once in the millenial visions

(#) Tt would be a waste of time to engdge in the Tefu-
tation of such an assertion,for the operations of the
great majority of modern industrial workers can be
tsarned in a few days or weeksjand if this is "skill-
8d work",then a peanut peddler is a businessman and an
ambulant scissors-grinder a manufacturer.
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of the Hebrew prophets, and also in some of the uto-
pian dreams of Charles Fourier. But this time they
are being served with a sauce of "scientific social-
ism". ...

Do I have to discuss the statement (p.34) that "there
remains for the workers nothing but to take charge
themselves of the social organization"? Where are the
workers who are able to "take charge of the social or-
ganization"? Even if all workers were "class-oons-
cious" they could not tackle the job because ninety-
nine out of a hundred understand absolutely nothing
of the complicated business of running a highly in-
volved social system of the machine age.

No, it is obviously not the "workers" whom P.M, means
by this sentence; it is, I repeat, that infinitesimal
minority of workers, such as P,M, and his friends,who
have acquired a certain amount of edueation and who
have become intellectuals in fact - even if they are
still compelled to work at the ®ench. As soon as the
rising of the workers shakes the foundations of capi-
talism, these "workers" will naturally leave their
benches and do what every organized revolutionary
leadership is bound to do: establish their own dic-
tatorship as was done by the Bolsheviks, and 1like
them, enjoy the advantages of their victory.

Do I have to insist upon the obvious Marxian truth
that the thoughts and the intentions of this new rev-
olutionary leadership will not be determined by log-
ical or theoretical considerations, but by the role
they will play in the "social productien process" -
after they will have arrived at the top of the social
system and become a new privileged group jointly with
thg other intellectual workers who will be under their
orders?

P,M, is altogether amazing when he says that "the
necessarily spontaneous character of the insurrec-
tions,....restricts the participation in them of the
intellectuals not yet proletarianized," Not yet prole-
tarianized) As if the trouble were merely with.the
bourgeois intellectuals, and not with the tragical
antagonism between the interests of the underdog and
its leadership as such. In fact, it is not the bour-
geois intellectuals, but those who are "proletarian-
ized", the declasses, the down-and-outers, those who
are often poorer than the workers themselves, who as
a rule become the leaders of the workers, and who,so
far, have always betrayed them. (It is understood
that this refers to the grougs as such without any °
reflections upon the personal sincerity of particular
individuals, )
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Having thus left the door open for the "proletarian-
ized" intellectuasls, P.i, says on page 35 that "the
present-day working class is quite in a position,
without and if necessary, against the intellectuals,
to make their revolution and to build up the new so-
ciety." In other words, he wants & revolutionary
movement headed by self-taught  workers or ex-workers
like himself, with the "proletarian" inteliectuals
playing a subordinate role, All the previous experi-
ence with the self-taught workers who make up the
trade union bureaucracy of the whole worlid,and con-
stitute a substantial part - if not the majority - of
Russia's new bourgeoisie or nobility, has left him un-
impressed,

With a simplicity that is touching he declares that
"the whole problem of the intellectuals is one of
subordinate importance." And that "any difficulties
which may be occasioned by the intellectuals (after
the revolution) may be dealt with in the framework
of the proletarian dictatorship." In other words, if
the Marxist college-boys of the C,P, will interfere
with the Marxist ex-workers of the C,C., our real
proletarian G,P,U, will show them what's what.

IV, THE PERMANENT REVOLUTION

My critic repeatedly mentioned the name of my friend
and teacher Waclaw Machajski, thus making .i} appear:’
as though my opinions were in every respect identical
with those of the author of the Intellectual Worker.
Now, as P,il, 's presentation of some of our views was
not quite beyond reproach, I am Quoting a few pas-
sages from my book Rebels and Renegades which in con-
densed form give the gist of Machajski's opinions:

"In Machajski's conception, the socialist theories of
the nineteenth century expressed the interests of the
intellectual workers - not those of the working dlass,
in which he placed the manual workers only.The mental
Workers, he argued, were a rising privileged class,
fighting for a place in the sun against the old priv-
ileged classes, the landed owners and capitalists.
Higher education was their specific "capital" - the
Source of their actual or potential higher incomes.
Political democracy (or a revolutionary dictatorship,
according to circumstances) was the first, and State
Capitalism (used here for the reasons explained in
the third footnote of Chapter II of this article) the
next, step to their domination., To achieve these ob-
jects they needed the support of the manual workers.
The confidence of the latter they won by helping them
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early struggles for better wages and by )
é:n;?igé befoze th:ﬁgthe social ist ideal of equ§1ity.
That socialist Beyond was meant only as propagauda,ag
a sort of proletarian religion ~ not as an obggot o]
struggle for the living generation. The socialism
which the radical intelligentsia really aspired t%
was nothing but State Capitalism (#); a system oi W
government ownership, under which private capital ss
would have yielded place to office—holdgrs, manage; "
engineers; the coming form of exploitation in whic
the intellectual workers receiving higher salaries
than theése paid for manual labor, would constitute
the new and only ruling class, absorbing into their
ranks the former capitalists and the self-taught ex-
workers,

"As a champion of the manual workers, particularly
the unski??ed and the unemployed, he advocated revo-
lutionary masse struggle for higher wages and goverg;s
ment provision for the wnemployed, as the only iger
of actual interest to the working class., The lea ef—
ship of that struggle he visualized in the hands o
an international secret organization of revoluti%n;d
ists. Engaged exclusively in unifying, and in e:hg -
ing the scope of, the spontaneous uprisings of ¥
manual workers and of the unemployed, this org%n zi;
tion "would dictate the law to the governments',us i%
the weapon of "world-wide strikes". In other words,
would force the privileged classes and their govern-
ments to provide either work or support for the ungm-
ployed and to grant sweeping increases in the wa.ggt o
of the manual workers. Elimination of private capita
ist profits, automatic transition to State Gapital1s?,
and finally equalization of the incomes of the manua
workers with those of the new rulers would be the‘pro-
gressive steps of the revolutionary mass struggle. o
Equality of income would secure to all an equal OppPO
tunity for higher education and thus would do away .
with all class divisions, The function of governme?
having ceased to be the privilege of an educated mdn—
ority, the State as an instrument of oppressiont§m+
exploitation would disappear. Marx considered . at
exploitation ceased with the disappearance of t zarx—
private capitalists. In Machajski's opinion the o
ian scheme of eliminating capitalists but maintainUlg
higher rewards for memtal than for manual labor wg
tsubstitute for the capitalists a class of here%ﬁ ary
soft-handed intellectuals who would perpetuate the

"
slavery of the manual workers and of their offspring'”.

sre for the
(#) The words State Capital ism were used here
re;sone explained in the third footnote of Chapter II
of this article.
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Now, much as I agree with many of Machajski's idead
I think he is not consistent when he holds that his
international secret organization of professional
revolutionists, acting, so to speak, as the energi-
zers of the spontaneous mass revolts,would actually
usher in that classless millenium in which all ex-
ploitation would be eliminated once for all,Suppos-
ing that a revolutionary situation were actually to
place his organization in the forefront of the class
struggle, enabling it to bring any existing govern-
ment to its knees and to force it into making sweep-
ing economic concessions to the masses - what would
then prevent that organization from seizing power?
What would prevent it from consolidating ite rule in
the same manner as was done by the Bolsheviks, and
from perpetuating the same economic inequalities
which are now so apparent in Soviet Russia? Its orig-
inal equalitarian principles? But principles are like
promises, They hold good before the seizure of power,
and are always disregarded after they have served
their pwvrpose.

In other wordes, the objection which I am rising
against Machajski's conception of the "final" revolu-
tion is the same that holds with regard to any other
revolutionary school, whether its followetrs call
themselves Bolsheviks, anarchists, syndicalists or
Council Communists, If they really adopt revolution-
ary measures for the overthrow of the existing system
they can do nothing else but what was done by the
Bolsheviks: seize power, organize a revolutionary
government even though tney may give it another name,
defend it against the reactionaries at first,and then
comsol idate it against the masses as well in the in-
ferest of a better paid new aristocracy of office-
holders, technicians, and other members of the educa-
ted layers of society.

P.M, concludes that my position practically amounts
to the old, 0ld popular dictum "Thus it had been,
thus it is, and thus it will remain"; in other words,
that - as the saying has it - I consign the poor to
statistics and to eternal slavery, My critic's indig-
nation at my "skepticism" would be more convincing if
in his mind the idea of working class emancipation

;g:e not identical with his own group's accession to
8T

As a matter of fact, my "skepticism" is the very op-
Posite of submission to fate. On the contrary,it im-
Plies permanent revolt against any status quo:capital-
ist exploitation of today, as well as socialist in-
Quality of tomorrow. It is directed both against the
Propsrty-owning oppressors of today and the job-holding
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n] jberators" of tomorrow; against the middle class of
yesterday which used the workers in its struggle again-
gt feudal tyranny; and against the new middle class of
today which uses them against the capitalist bourgeoi-
gie; against the college-trained apologists of the
coming form of slavery, and against their competitors
from the ranks of the self-educated wx-workers,

The basic tenets of my "skepticism" could be summar-
ized as follows:

1. The composition of the labor movements involves an
inevitable partnership of mass and 1eadership;a_part-
nership which, though to & certain extent beneficial
to the masses, invariably results in a tragic conflict
between the interests of the elite and those of the

following.

2, These leading elites, being more educated than the
masses, are essentially aristocratic in character, no
matter whether they profess to be democratic,anarchist,
socialist-communist, syndicalist or fascist,

3. Like all aristocratic groups, these elites are in-
evitably Machiavellian or amoral in their policies;
keeping up their own "morale" with all sorts of phil-
osophical justifications (rationalizations) and re-
sorting constantly to a conscious or unconscious de-
ception of the masses., All their considerations re-
cede behind the one central purpose of obtaining and
maintaining all power and its resulting benefits for
their specific revolutionary or counter-revolutionary
group.

4, Sconer or later all of these movements evolve cer-
tain religious features, the analogy with the material
growth and spiritual decay of many of the great reli-
gions being particularly striking.

5. Just as in its struggles of a century ago, the
bourgeoisie aroused the masses against the remnants
of feudalism and in the process unwittingly contribu-
ted to an improvement of the position of the workers
of the industrial era, the malcontent intellectuals,
by organizing the workers against the capitalists are
likewise indirectly contributing to a further eleva-
tion of the social status of the downtroddeh.

6. There is an ever recurring competition for power
between the various groups of the educated malcontents
in charge of these mass movements., That competition
for power, with the help, and at the expense of the
uneducated masses engaged in physical work,is at the
same time a guaranty against stagnation and the per-
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petuation of the status quo,

7. After the elimination of the ca italist
there follows inevitably a period gf in%erngggzgséon—
tesfs between various groups of intellectuals and ed-
uca:ed ex-workers for predominance within the govern-
meént machine - the Trotsky-Stalin complex - caused by
the oligarchical tendencies préevailing within each
ruling class, The urge to win forces the rebellious
rivals to appeal to the dissatisfaction of the manual
workers and to assist them in obtaining a larger
share of the national incompe, This progess is accom-
pa§ied_by the rise of the most educated and the most
;gfslélggnz ilemeng among the manual workers them-
S8, Joining either of the ¢ i
making their own bid for power.ontendlng T A

8. These threec~ or four-cornered struggles for power
301neq in occasionally by disinterestgg idealisgs y
championing the cause of the underdog, constitute the
elengnts of the permanent revolution which will un-
ceasingly work for the continuous rise in the material
and educaﬁlonal standard of the working masses - even
though aristocratic tendencies making for oligarchical
rule and the_mqre privileged status of thos wielding
the most efficient conbination of knowledge, intelli~

geénce and ruthlessness, way persist in for
another, ; o apifcrgbe

J+ TFor those who are not out for ower or personal ad-
vantage,and whose sentiments are gith the ﬁorny-handed
underdogithere is only one thing to do: To give up the
3dea that there couwld ve any specific organization of

real%y proletarian® rebels,which is more "honest" or
%ore oon31st§n?" than all the other parties or groups,
tgr every organization wants only one thing: power;

gg 18 privilege, for itself and for its more sctive
?ﬁm egs. Those who are eager for s good fight may fur-
t{er he cause of ‘the workers by joining any revolu-
oronarghor trade union organization which in one way
the:,no °r 1s opposed to the existing system. Each of
. be ogganizat;ons,ln its endeaWor to win the workers,
oo houn to help them in obtaining higher wages,short-
e Ogri and jobs or relief for the unemployed.Within
olyso %ese organizations a disinterested working
ana S rebel ocan do his useful work by pushing forward

y working class struggle for better oconditions; and

selling them out. Any large-scale wage stru
. . - le an
%araeﬁscale campaign of the unemploygd for ?gﬁs: ig
§agg T with the potentialities of a general uprising
o] he masses, of the 8Xpropriation of the capitalists,
and.of the establ ishment of a planned socialist econo-
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my, with its further struggles for more and always
more, continuously reducing the disparities between
the material and educational level of the bureaucra-
tic masters and that of the slaves of physical labor.

This is my conception of the Permanent gpvo}ution. It
is permanent, and it knows of no milleniun in which
Fu11 harmony has been achieved once for all eternity.

The final revolution may be left to those who dream
merely of their own elevation over the masses,

- Max Nomad -
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THE PARTY AND THE WORKING CLASS.

The first traces of a new labor movement are just be-
coming visible., The old movement is organized in
part}es. The belief in parties is the main reason for
Ehe impotence of the working class; therefore we avoid
forming a new party - not because we are too few, but
because a party is an ofganization that aims to lead
and control the working class,

In opposition to this, we maintain the working class
can rise to wictory only when it independently at-
tacks its problems and decides its own fate. The work-
ers should not unquestioningly accept the slogans of
others, nor of our owa groups, but must think,act and
decide for themselves, This conceptisn is in sharp
contradiction to the tradition of the party as the
most important means of educating the proletariat.
Therefore many , though repudiating the Socialist and
Communist pariies, resist and oppose us, This is part-
1y due to their traditional concepts; after viewing
the class struggle as a struggle of parties, it be-
comes difficult to consider it as purely the struggle
of the working class, as a class struggle.But partly
this concept is based on the idea that the party never-
theless plays an essential and important part in the
struggle of the proletariat, Let us investigate this
latter idea mors closely,

Essentially, the party is a grouping according to
views, conceptions; the classes are groupings accord-
ing to economic interests., Class membership is deter-
mined by one's part in the process of production;
party membership is the joining of persons who agree
in their conceptions of the social problems,Formerly
it was thought this contradiction would disappear in
the class party, the"workers! party"., During the rise
of the Social-Democracy, it seemed that it would
gradually embrace the whole working class, partly as
members, partly as supporters, Because Marxian theory
declared that similar interests beget similar view-
points and aims, the contradiction between party and
Clases was expected gradually to disappear, History
proveq otherwise, The Social~Democracy remained a
minority, other working class groups organized against
it, sections split away from it, and its own character
changed. Its own program was revised or reinterpreted.

The evolution of society does not proceed along a
8mooth even line, but in conflicts and contradictions.
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With the intensification of the workers' struggle, the
might of the enemy also increases and besets the work-
ers with renewed douts and fears as to which road is
the best, And every doubt brings on splits,contradic-
tions, and fractional battles within the labor move-
ment, It is futile to bewail these conflicts and
splits as harmful in dividing and weakening the work-
ing class. The working class is not weak because it

is 8plit up - it is split up because it is weak, Be-
cause the enemy is powerful and the old methods of
warfare prove unavailing, the working class must seek
new methods, Its task will not become clear as the re-
sult of enlightenment from above, it must discover it
thru hard work, thru thought and conflict of opinions,
It must find its own way; therefore the internal strug-
gles, It must relinquish old ideas and illusions and
adopt new ones, and because this is difficult,there-
fore the magnitude and severity of the splits,

Nor can we delude ourselves into believing that this
period of party and ideological strife is only tempor-
ary and will make way to renewed harmony. True,in the
course of the class struggle there are occasions when
all forces unite on a great achievable cobjective and
the revolution is carried on with the might of a
united working class, But after that,as after every
victory,come the differences on the question: what
mext? And even if the working class is victorious,it
is always confronted by the most difficult task of
subduing the enemy further, recorganizing production,
creating new order, It is impossible that all workers,
all strata and groups, with their oft-times still di-
verse interests should, at this stage, agree on all
matters and be ready for united rapid and decisive
further action, They will find the true course only
after the sharpest controversies and conflicts and
only thus will achieve clarity.

If, .n this situation, persons with the same funda-
mental conceptions unite for the discussion of prac-
tical steps and seek clarification thru discussions,
and propagandize their conclusions, such groups might
be called parties,but they would be parties in an en-
tirely different sense from those of today. Acticn,
the actual struggle, is the task of the working mass-
es themselves, in their entirety, in their natural
groupings as factory and millhands, or other natural
productive groups, because history and economy have
placed them in the position where they must and they
only can fight the working class struggle. It would
be insane if the supporters of one party were to go
on strike while those of another continue to work,
But both tendencies will defend their position on
strike or no strike in the factory meetings, thus af-
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fording an opportunity to arrive at a well-founded
decision., The struggle is so great, the enenmy so
powerful that only the masses as a whole can achieve
a victory - the result of the material and moral
power of action, unity and enthusiasm, but also the
result of the mental force of thought, of clarity.In
this lies the great inportance of such parties or
groups based on opinions, that they bring clarity in
their conflicts, discussions and propaganda. They are
the organs of the self-enlightenment of the working
glasz by means of which the workers find their way to
reedon,

Naturally such parties are not static and unchangeable,
Every new situation, every new problem will find minds
diverging and uniting in new groups with new programs.
They have a fluctuating character and constantly read-
just themselves to new situations,

Compared to such groups, the present workers' parties
have an entirely different chargcter, for they have a
different objective; they want to seize powsr for
themselves, They aim not at being an aid to the work-
ing class in its struggle for emancipation, but to
rule it themselves and proclaim that constitutes the
emancipation of the proletariat, The Social Democracy
whieh rose in the era of parliamentarism conceives of
this rule as a parliamentary government. The Communist
Party carries the idea of party rule thru tc its fur-
thest extreme in the party dictatorship,

Such parties, in distinction to the groups desoribed
above, must be rigid structures with clear lines of
demarcation thru membership card, statutes, party die-
Cipline and admission and expulsion procedures, For
they are instruments of power, fight for power,bridle
their members by force and constantly seek to extend
the scope of their power. It is not their task to
develop the initiative of the workers; rather do they
aim at training loyal and unquestioning members of
their faith, While the working class in its struggle
for power and victory needs unlimited intellectual
freedom, the party rule must suppress all opinions
€Xcept its own, In "democratic" parties, the suppres-
Slon is veiled; in the dictatorship parties, it is
open, brutal suppression.

Many workers already realize that the rule of the
Socialist or Communist party will be but the conceal-
ed form of the rule of @ bourgeois class in which the
exploitation and suppression of the working class Te-
mains, Instead of these parties, they urge the forma-
tion of a "revolutionary party" that will really aim
at the rule of the worksars and the realization of
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communism, Not a party in the new sense of those des-
cribed above, but a party as those of today, that
fights for power as the vanguard of the class,as the
organization of conscious, revolutionary minority
that seizes power in order to use it for the emanci-
pation of the class.

We claim there is an internal contradiction in the
term: "revolutionary party". Such a party cannot be
revolutionary. It is no more revolutionary than the
oreatore of the third Reich, When we speak of revolu-
tion,we naturally speak of the proletarian revolution,
the seizure of power by the working class itself,

The "revolution&ry party" is based on the idea that
the working class needs a group of leaders who van-
quish the bourgeoisie for the workers and to con-
struct a new government - (note that the working
class is not yet considered fit to reorganize and
regulate production), But is mot this as it should
be? As the working class does not yet seem capable
of revolution, is it not necessary that the revolu-
tionary vanguard, the party, make the revolution for
it? And is this not true as long as the masses will-
ingly endure capitalism?

Against this, we raise the question: what foraes can
such a party raise for the revolution? How is it able
to defeat the capitalist class? Only if the masses
stand behind it, Only if the masses rise and thru
mass attacks, mass struggle, and mass strikes, over-
throw the old regime., Without the action of the mass-
es, there can be no revolution.

Two things can follow, The masses remain in action,.
they do not go home and leave the government o the
new party. They organize their power in factory and
workshop, prepare for the further conflict to the
complete defeat of capital; thru the workers' coun-
cils they establish a firm union to take over the
complete direction of all society - in other words,
they prove they are not as incapable of revolution
a8 it seemed, Of necessity, then, conflicts will a-
rise with the party which itself wants to take over
power and which sees only disorder and anarchy in
the self-action of the working claes,Possibly the
workers will develop their movement and sweep out
the party. Or, the party, with the help of bourgeois
elements defeats the workers, In either case, the
party is an obstacle to the revolution, bacause it
wants to be more than a means of propaganda and en-
lightenment; because it feels itself called wpon to
lead and rule as a party.

-~ Y46 =

On the other hand the masses may follow the party
faith,and leave to it the further direction of affairs.
They follow the slogans from above, have confidence in
tae new government (as in Germany in 1918) that is to
realize communism and go back home and to work.Immedia-
tely the bourgeoisie exerts its whole clasgs power the
roots of which are unbroken;its financial forces,its
great intellectuals resources, and its economic power
in factories and great enterprises. Against this the
government party is too weak.Only through moderation,
concesgsions and yielding can it maintain itself.The
excuse is given then, that more can not be gecured at
the moment, that it ie insanity for the workers to

try to force impossible demands. Thus the party,defieg-
ved of class power becomes the instrument for maintai-
ninz bourgeois power.

We stated vefore that the term "revolutionary party®
was contradictory in the proletarian sense.We can
state it otherwise:In the term"revolutionary Party"
"revolutionary" always means a bourgeois revolution.
Always, when the masses overthrow a government and
then allow a new party to take power we have a bourge-
0ig revolution-the substitution ofi a ruling caste by
a new ruling caste. It wae so in Paris in 1830 when
the finance bourgsoisie supplanted the landed proprie-
tors, in 1848 when the industrial bourzeoisie supplan-
ted the financiers, and in 1870 the combined petty
and large bourgeoisie took over the reins.

In the Russian revolution the party bureaucracy came

to power as the ruling caste.But in Western Europe

and America the bourgeoisie is much more powerfully
entrenched in plants and banks, sc that a party bu-
reaucracy cannot push them aside.The bourgeoisie in
these countries can be vanquished only by repeated

and united action of the masses in which they seize the
mills and factories and build up their councils.

Those who speak of "revolutionary parties" draw income
Plete,limited conclusions from history.When the Soci-
alist and Communist parties became organs of bourgeois
rule for the perpetuation of exploitation,these well
meaning people merely comncluded that they would have

to do better.They cannot realize that the failure of
these parties is due to the fundamental conflict bet-
ween the self emancipation of the working class through
its ovm power and the pacifying of the revolution
through a new sympathetic ruling clique.They think they
are the revolutionary vanguard because they see the
magses indifferent and inactive.But the masses are in-
active only because they cannot yet comprehend the
course of the struggle and the unity of class interests,
although they instinctively sense the great power of
the enemy and the enormity of their task.Once condi-
tion force them into action they will attack the task
of self organization and the conquest of the economic
power of capital.
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