increases and shorter hours are needed by Capital, so
long as the thing is objectively pcssible, and are in-
troduced for the most various reasons: for example,in
order &till further to break the ccmpetitive capacity
of the small capitals in the interest of the large
concerns, or in order to offzet the increased intensi-
ty of the labor process and to enable the necéssary re-
production of labor power, and likewise in the Interest
of social security, since an indusirial proletariat can
simply not, in the long run, be treated 1like slaves or
serfs, This social policy is not out of harmony with
the fact of the sharpened exploitation of the workers;
it is rather a manifestation of this latter, revealing
that Capital has been successful in raising the degree
of exploitation., So that in spite of the fascist "so-
cial policy", the situation of the italian workers has
not been improved, but worsened, while italian capital
has increased its profits in accordance with this wor-
8ening . Any objective work on the italian development
g8ince Mussolini's seizure of power will teach Nomad
that he talks nonsense when he asserts that the fas-
cists proceeded against Capital in order to further

the interests of the workers and thereby to conform to
their own bureaucratic necessities, In general, Nomad
should he more careful about the choice of his "proofs".
It is simply impossible--to take another instance--to
maintain that "the Japanese officers! caste" (25) has
independent disposal over MancBuria. A single glance

at the capital investments in Manchuria would have
taught him better, And even though half these capital
investments are made by the japanese government itself,
8till the japanese government can hardly be claimed to
be identical with Nomad's fascist officers' caste, but
with japanese capital and large landed property; a eir-
cumstance that finds expression, according to Nomad
himself, in the fact that his officers "are in the hab-
it of 'bumping off! from time to time the most prominent
representatives" of the japanesde ruling class,

On page 26 Nomad attempts to identify our conception
regarding fascism with that of the Stalinists, We had
not, however, as Nomad will have it, asserted that fas-
cism has been created by "the necessity of saving the
capitalist system either from the proletarian menace or
from the internal weakness." We said rather that "it
Was precisely the impossibility of further capitalist
concessions to the other strata of the population which
compelled the capitalists to set up and support a bur-
eaucretic dictatorship which stands at their exclusive
disncsal" (26), The direct control of monopoly capital
over the other social strata precluded the continuance
of democratic parliamentarism, Fascism directed itself
not against a menacing revolution, but against the re-
formist activity of the labor movement within the frame-

e

work of bourgeois democracy. From the external point

of view, fascism arose from the necessity of strength-
ening the imperialist potentialities., The economic
concentration had to be followed by the political.The
middle-class movement, for which the crisis had furn-
ished the impetus, was put to use by Capital for the
purpose of breaking the reformistically organized re-
sistance of the proletariat to its further impoverish-
ment, True, the middle class represented in the fas-
cist movement its specific interests; but since these
are directed against the workers as well as against
monopoly capital, and since accordingly a choice has

to be made, it could only proceed with monopoly capi-
tal, and not against it., This situation was put to use
by monopoly capital and with the aid of fascism it suc-
ceeded ih creating the preconditions for a further rel-
atively frictionless impoverishment of the proletariat
and at the same time in greatly furthering the imperial-
ist potentialities without resistance on the part of
the workers, A part of the middle class received the
positions of the ousted labor bureaucracy, whereby also
the solidarity of interests of the middle olass was
broken. With the aid of this new bureaucracy monopoly
capital now controls all the other social groups. Just
as previously the labor bureaucracy had to turn against
the interests of its partisans, so also the fascist
bureaucracy has to turn against its middle-class par-
tisans; for the interests of monopoly capital cannot

be impaired without bringing into question the whole

of exploitation society, The role whioch is played in
present-day capitalist society by the large capitals

is too considerable for their existence to be brought
into question. To speak of present-day fascism as an
intellectualist rule is rank nonsense,

Fascism is the dictatorship of Capital in the indus-
trial countries under the economic crisis, One cannot
denominate as fascism any dictatorship without distinc-
tion. When Nomad says that fascist dictatorships rule
even in "more or less undeveloped Balkan or Latin-Amer-
ican" countries, he fails to consider that the relative-
ly recent concept of Fascism has a quite determinate
meaning and cannot be used for dictatorship generally.
The czarist dictatorship was Czarism, and it does not
occur to anyone to speak of the "Czar's Fascism",Hence
when we speak of Fascism, we mean not something gener-
al, but something definite; we mean the dictatorship

of Capital in contrast to capitalist democracy.Confu-
8ion of concepts, of which Nomad makes use, can hardly
take the place of proofs.

We are glad to take notice that Nomad finds his pre-
vious characterization of the intellectualist rule--
"state capitalism", "state socialism" or. "capitalism
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without capitalists"--to be inadequate and now wants

to replace these terms with that of "unequalisarian
sooialism". (28) It appeats, that is, that he has
meanwhile arrived with Henryk Grossmann (28) at the
view that "capitalism no longsr exists where there is
only one owner, and the Russian State, that is, the
bureaucracy, is only one scle firm, so to speak." What-
ever Nomad or others may understand by Socialism or
Communism, however much they may water and falsify con-
cepts, so far as we ourselves are concerned, Uommunism
still remains a state of affairs in which the workers
themselves are the masters of the means of production,
and State Capitalism the social condition in which the
State stands over against the workers as the owner of
the means of production just as the private capitalists
did previously, That is simple and clear and needs no
new formidations, -- But to come to Grossmann, whom
Nomad likes to flaunt before our eyes.

We are not interested in Grossmann's sympathies for the
U.8.8.R,, since, with all respect for Grossmann's scien-
tific achievement, we have still not ceased to think in-
dependently, As a matter of fact, however, what Nomad
here presents as Grossmann's view, and which he then ac-
cepts as his own, proves either that Nomad can't read or
that he is incapable of reproducing things as they are
written down.Neither in the passage adduced by Nomad nor
anywhere else does Grossmann say what Nomad here tries
to impute to him, Grossmann does not concern himself in
the least with the Qquestion of whether the hilferdingian
"general cartel" is still capitalistic or already social-
istic as being "only one sole firm", since to Grossmann
this "general cartel™ is quite inconceivable except as
"a series of cartels of separate branches of production
which exchange their products among each other", (Gross-
mann, Das Akkumulations-und Zusammenbruchsgesetz des
kapitalistischen Systems, page 606). He says instead,
in the passage adduced by Nomad: "Only one or the other
is possible: either we have in the general cartel a
'regulated! economy, which then ceases to be capitalis-
tic; or if it is capitalistic, then it cannot possibly
be 'regulated!'. For Hilferding involves himself in an
inescapable logical contradiction when he quite elimin-
ases exchange and nevertheless still speak of a "capi-
talist ! mode of produotion." (Ib., page 610.) So that
what Grossmann is here concerned with is not Nomad's
question, whether "capitalism no longer exists where
there is only one owner," but whether capitalism can
ex18t without the exchange relation., And to Grossmann,
as to us, the significance of the exchange relation' i -
represented in the following passage: "The abolition

of exchange means, at the samme time, the abolition of
wage labor. The capitalist mode of production resting
on wage labor presupposes, surely, the existence of the
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capital relation, that is, a relation in which labor
power as a commodity is purchased on the market by the
owners of the means of production, Where a commodity
is sxchanged on the market between the working class
and the employing class, there must necessarily exist
also exchange value, If Hilferding speaks of the dis-
appearance of commodity exchange and of value--and he
has to do so in order to arrive at his 'regulated' e-
conomy-~then there is also no place for the exchange
of the commodity t'labor power'; or in other words, this
implies that the capital relation also, the capitalist
mode of production, must necessarily disappear. What
comes to take its place may be either an unveiled mas-
ter-and-man relationship, as in the Middle Ages,or else
a socialist communal economy." (Ib., page 611) Since
wage labor prevails in Russia, there must also be in
eéxistence there, according to Grossmann, a capital re-
lation. And, thus, with the existence of the wage and
capital relation in Russia, a régulated economy there
is out of the question. So that to us and to Marxism
the russian "plannedweconomy" tendencies have nothing
in common with a socialist planned economy, but are
only the technico-organizational measures of monopoly
capital carried to the extreme,

Nomad's false interpretation of Henryk Grossmann is
matched by his exposition of marxist principles, in
which connection he rejoices that others also (étalin,
Sorel, Hook) have found it necessary to stand Marx on
his head, In the first place, we may say that social-
ism does not mean "primarily a change in the form of
roduction, or in the ownership of the means of pro-
%uction" (29), as Nomad asserts, but signifies, accord-
ing to Marx and also to us, the abolition of any and
all property relation with respect to the means of pro-
duction thru their socialization, The question of dis-
tribution is not for Marxiem "a secondary matter",(29)
a8 Nomad puts it, but is inseparably bound up with the
form of production. With the change in the forms of
production there change also the forms of distribution;
nothing else in this respect is possible. Marx was not
of the opinion, as Nomad writes, that "during the first
phase of communism . . . there would be no equality of
incomes", but Marx writes that by reason of the equal
incomes the inequality will still continue to exist.
Let us listen to Marx himself: "What we have to deal
with here is a communist society, not as if it had
developed on a basis of its own, but on the contrary
as it emerges from capitalist society...The individual
producer received back from society, with deductions,
exactly what he gives., What he has given to society is
his individual amount of labor. For example, the social
working day consists of the sum of the individual hours
of work. He receives from society a voucher that he has
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ributed such and such quantity of work (after de-
gzggions from his work for the common fund) and draws
thru this voucher on the social storehouse as much of
the means of consumption as the same quantity,of work
costs. The same amount of work which he has given to
gociety in one form, he receives back in another.Here
obviously the same principle prevails as that which
regulates the exchange of commodities, so far as this
exchange is of equal values, i,e, equal quant1tie§ of
labor in one form are exthanged for equal guantities
of labor in another form. The right of the producers )
is proportional to the amount of labor they coptrlbute,
the equality consists in the fact that everything is
measured by an equal measure, labor, . . . and labor,
to serve as a measure, must be defined by its duration
or intensity; otherwise it ceases to be a.standard
measure, This egual right is an unegual rlght.for un-
equal work; it tacitly recognizes unequal {Lndlvidua.lt
endowment, and thus capacities fdr production, as na gr;
al privileges. Right can by its very nature only cogS}s
in the application of an equal standard, but unequal in-
dividuals are only measurable by an ejual standard‘lnso—
far as they can be brought under an equal observation,
be regarded from one definite aspect only, e.g. in thek
case under review, they must be oconsidered only as WoIrk-
ers and nothing more be seen in them, everything else
being ignored, Further, one worker is married, another
single, one has more children than another, and so o?.
Given an equal capacity for labor and thence an eJjua
share in the funds for social consumption, the one.wiI%
in practice receive more than the other, the one will be
richer than the other,and so forth, To avoid all these
inconveniences right must be ungqual instead of being
equal, But these deficiencies are unavoidable in thef
first phase of communist society." (Marx, Critique o
the Gotha Program, pages 29-31),

So that Marx says exactly the opposite of what quad,
like others previously,would like to read from him,For
the very reason that the incomes are the same,whereas
the individual conditions of the different workers a§e
Eissimilarl it is nonsense to speak of the removal © .
all inequelity. Any other equality than that of ingoge
cannot exist in this phase of communism, as otherw slud—
the "application of an equal standard" would be pigcneo—
ed, which in this first phase of communism is sti S e
essary, Nor do the disquisitions in the Critiqug othe
Gotha Program stand alone in this respect, dbut in il
closest relation with the general standpoint of Maa&by .
Qur interpretation, not that of Nomad,"is confirT:‘

a great number of passages of "Capital", of Enget e
"Anti-Duehring®, etc, No other than our interpreta‘ne
can be brought into harmony with the marxian doctri

of value. In ¥arx's writings, the higher is distinguished
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from the lower phase of communism precisely in virtue
of the fact that in this higher phase the principle
"from each according to his abilities, to each accord-
ing to his needs" can be actualized, whereby it becomes
possible to dispense with the narrow legal standpoint
of ejyual incomes in spite of the unequal conditions of
the individuals. While in the first phase of communism
each worker receives fer the same labor time, assuming
equal intensity of labor (in case of relatively harder
labor, shorter hours), the same income, since he is re-
garded only as a worker and nothing else, later on any
standard of this sort is dispensed with, since society
is able to leave this narrow legal foundation.If Nomad
had made himself a bit more familiar with the communist
laws of production, he would have been in a position to
arrive at a better understanding of Marx's disquisitions
and he might also have spared himsalf the 8illy question
"who is to determine a man's needs?" Nomad is incapable
of conceiving an independent human being, It might be
stated, however, that even if people lack the capacity
for anything further, there can after all hardly he any
doubt that they are in a position to "détermine their
needs"; at any rate, we have never yet met anyone who
did not know what he wanted,

Nomad does not limit himeelf, however, to turning the
views of other people upside down; he is also not averse
to distorting reality itself in conformity with his own
ideas. In order to controvert our view that even in the
alleged "planned economy" of state capitalism no improve
ment of the situation of the working class is possible,-
that here also the capitalist tendency to crisis, even
though modified, continues to exist--he asserts: "Even
that one per cent of planned economy which was institu-
ted by the New Dealers has undoubtedly improved the sit-
uation of large sections of the working clasz and won
the sympathies of the masses for President Roosevelt".
(30) "In the firet place, it is not permissible here to
8peak vaguely of "large sections" and perhaps attempt

to maintain one's thesis with a reference to the shabby
"public works" of the Roosevelt Administration, since

of course we constantly speak of the working class as a
whole; and seoondly, what is Nomad's proof for his bold
assertion? A single glance at the statistics would have
shown him how badly he is mistaken, He would See that
Since the installation of the Roosevelt regime, the share
of the workers in the social product has become not lar-
ger, but smaller; that the situation of the workers has
been worsened, notwithstanding the slight upturn of
quite recent date, which is not even attributable to
Roosevelt's one-percent "planned economy", but to the
inflation and the further rationalization, insofar as

it is.not bound up with the temporary spurt in produc-
tion as a natural result of many years of depression.
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The April 1936 official figures of the general business
indexes published by the Federal Reserve authorities
gshow that the volume of industrial production was 12
percent below the normal level (#). The value of all
construction contracts was 5¢ percent below normal,
while that of residential contracts was 74 percent be-
low normal. Factory employment in April 1936 was on
this same basis 25 percent below normal, while factory
payrolls were 31 percent under normal, and department
store sales 28 percent below. Ponder this: The volume
of industrial production is 12 percent, factory employ-
ment 25 percent, and factory payrolls 31 percent below
normal. In view of the differences between these tpree
figures, Nomad's talk of the improvement of oconditions .
as a result of Roosevelt's cne-percent "planned economy
ig revealed as nonsense, The circumstance that the mas-
seg nevertheless stand enthusiastically behind Roose-
velt is not to be wondered at, for the government and
the bourgeois propaganda machine are, of courge, on
hand for the purpose of making those masses tipsy. The
mass is enthusiastic not because it has obtained some-
thing, but because it is expecting something. In con-
sideration of its own weakness, it sets its hopes upon
a messiah, The mass enthusiasm for Roosevelt or Hitler
springs, like its need of religion, not from its well-
being, but from its misery.

Perhaps in order to show that the “intellec?ualist
economy" is capable of improving the situation of the
workers and hence also capable of assuring its rule

for an unlimited time, Nomad will also present us with
the rising wage figures of Russia. In case he does, we
should 1ike to ask him not to content himself,like the
russian intellectuals, with the wage figures alone,but
also to let us have at the same time the price changes.
Further still, the figures regarding the develdépment

of the productivity of labor...With all these figures
in mind, he himself cannot help noting that in spite of
the rising russian wages, the situation of the workers
has worsened with increasing accumulation. For the past
year it has already become necessary in Russia to im-
poverish the working population not only relatively to
the mounting production, but also absolutely; the dis-
proportion between prices and wages has already led to
an actual wage cut, a matter which Nomad probably knows
as well as we,

Now that we have seen how Nomad can expound texts in
his owp interest and represent reality as he would like
to have it in order not to upset his theory,it will not

(#) Tne general business indexes are stated in terms
which take their averages for the years 1923-25 as
being equal to 100,
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be surprising to hear that he can also predict in aoc-
cordance with these theories our own future. Our posi-
tion on the question of the intellectuals, he wiites,
is determined by the fact that "criticism of the in-
telligentsia as the ruling class of the coming period
of a socialized form of economy" is directed also
ageinst our own "ambitions for power", (31) And then

he compares us with all the other groups which at one
time or another have promised to serve the masses and
nevertheless were only aiming at power for themselves,
When we speak of Workers! Councils, Nomad seee ncthing
more than the propagandists of the council idea, nct
the councils themselves, of which he can form no other
idea than the one which he has of the bourgecis leader-
mass organizations. He knows nothing at all of the eco-
nomic functions of the councils, but sees in them only
another party. For this reason he fails to realize how
ridiculous he makes himself in referring to the russian
soviets as an indication of our own future. The russian
soviets were not "holding out the promise of 'withering
away' of the State", as Nomad imagines (32). The soviets
and the bolshevist state apparatus stood over against
each other as separate organizations from the very be-
ginning of the russian revolution, the state apparatus
seeing in the soviets only an instrument for the carry-
ing out of its resolutions, With the extension of the
state apparatus and the concentration of all power in
the hands of the bureaucracy, the soviets were dismant-
led, until today they have declined to nothing more
than an emp%y decoration of no more significance than
Hitler's "Labor Front". It was the State, i.e. the
Party, that promised to "wither away"; the scviets
could promise nothing of the sort. Even though the
State was avle to come into existence only by means of
the soviets, i.e., of the russian revolution, still under
the russian conditions the bureaucracy was soorn in a
position to deprive the soviete of all power, To us the
Cauncils or soviets are not instruments of the revolu-
tion with which the party works, but they are the basis
of the dictatorship as well as of communist production,
They cannot "wither away", nor have %hey any state be-
8ide themselves which could do likewise, They cannct
promise that their "State" will vanish, for there is
here no longer a State in the sense of the bourgeoisie
or of the Bolsheviks, Their own state functions,i.e.the
Suppression of all capitalist forces, become superrlu-
ous with the success of that endeavor and taereby van-
ish, But the councils as the organization of ths com-

munist economy remain in existence. There is no special
State by the side of them.

Takipg as his text the brief presentation of our con-
ception oﬁ communist society contained in one number of
the Council Correspondence, Nomad tries to demonstrate
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that we merely use other names in promising and aiming
at the same thing as all previous labor organizations.
The fact simply is that as a special group we promise
nothing at all: to us the revolution and what comes
after it is an affair of the class, which can promise
nothing to itself, It can at most do something,or omit
doing something. As a part of the working class,we are
pleased to cooperate in the class tasks, and it goes
without saying that in this connection we will try to
put across the conception for which we stand., However,
our attitude is such as to preclude the possibility
that we ourselves, as a speoial group, should occupy

or strive for positions by the side of the class organ-
izations, To that end we would first have to change our
attitude and beoome a party. It would be only by way of
the backward development to a party that we could be
placed in a position to add another to the already ex-
isting labor bureauocracies, We hold it to be impossible
henceforth, under the present conditions in the indus-
trial countries, to develop & labor bureaucracy which
would te able to operate against the class interests of
the proletariat. The period of capitalist dictatorship
preceding the revolutionary uprising precludes the
forming of organizations which would be capable of
holding the revolution to certain paths in conformity
with their desires, Whether in the process of the rev-
olution itself, organizations will be formed by which
the previously forming councils will again be destroy-
ed is very questionable, even if not precluded, Still,
just because this possibility exists, it is all the
more necessary to insist on the exclusive rule of the
councils, If reactionary forces should succeed in emas-
culating the councils, it is thereby also precluded
that the workers' situation would be improved. The rev-
olution is in that case only temporarily brought to a
standstill; it will have to arise anew. In the last in-
8tance, the councils must after all assert themselves,
for they alone are oapsble of actualizing communism,and
only this latter is capable of doing justice to the
needs of the masses.

According to Nomad, however, even then nothing is yet
attained; for as he sees it,the counoils will then do
the same thing as the state capitalist parties attempt-
ed previously. And he tries to prove it to us with our
own words. Since we speak of the necessity of centralism
he writes that this "necessary centralism aotually does
away with the means of production in the hands of the
producers,....is nothing but our good old Bolshevik
8tate bureaucracy". (33) It would lead too far to ex-
plain to Nomad at this place the process of communist
economy. It might be stated here, however, that there
are all sorts of centralism, and not centralism without
qualification. The technico-central istic management of
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large industrial concerns is something different from
the capitalistioc centralization of power in the hands
of a few capitalists. The authority of the technico-
organizational central apparatus extends only to the
technico-organizational matters of the concern; it is
subject to the control of the actual owners of these
concerns, The technico-organizational and the economi-
co-political ocentralization may, as in Russia, be
largely combined; here the planning commission oper-
ates in harmony with the government, or carries out

its desires., Not every central ism, however, signifies
actual power over society. Whether the central control
of production and distribution is at the same time
centralization of power, or only a technical function
and nothing more, depends on the whole complex of so-
cial conditions. A central planning commission alone
has no power over the producers; in order to have

that, it has to have also at its disposal material
means for putting thru its plans even against the
producers'! witl, That is to say that in order to im-
pose its own will, it must have by the side of itself

a state apparatus, It is not the central planning com-
mission in Russia which can exercise dictatorship, but
only the State with its police, soldiery, etc, Without
this special state apparatus, not swject to the con-
$rol of the producers, the centralization of economic
activity is void of all authority; it can fulfill only
technical functions, no economico-political ones.When
there is no special State beside the councils, when

the armed enterprises represent the one and only actu-
al social power, then the central organization itself
is reduced to a mere enterprise, to a clearing house,
of no greater importance than any other enterprise.
Nomad's incapacity to distinguish between technical
and economic matters trips him up in his consideration
of communism quite as fatally as before in his consid-
eration of the functions of the intellectuals under
capitalism. Incidentally, it might be stated that Nomad
need not lose any sleep over the fate of the unemployed.
It is not at all the bureaucracy that "will have to
taokle the problem of reorganizing the industries".(33)
As previously, so also under communism, industry can
be reorganized only by industry itself. The enterprises
are quite capable of taking on workers; they are in no
need, to that end, of the orders of Nomad's intellectu-
als, who ordinarily know as much about the enterprises
as a tapeworm does about sunlight.

And now a word regarding that "very suspicious passage";
namely, our statement that "equality must not only be
actually possible; it must also be capable of driving
forward the productive forces of society". That was

by no means intended "artfully" with a view to later
justification of inequality on the ground of the un-
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ripeness of the situation. Of course,.we too are aware
that between theory and practice a complete agreement
is not always immediately possible and that the organi-
zation of the communist society also will be faced with
great difficulties; yet for that very reason, the theo-
ry must be represented all the more consistently.
Whether communism, as we see it, will be actually cap-
able of complete realization "on the morrow after the
revolution" is a question which we pass over as idle
speculation. We know that any reorganization of society
is a long and painful process; but we know also that
this process can only he shortened when one takes part
in it as if the "morrow after the revolution" were
going to find the complete communism in operation, The
more consistently the revolutionists proceed,the great-
er the success, Just as today we adjust our policy to
the overthrow of Capital, altho Capital is still sit-
ting tight in the saddle, so also we have adjusted our
policy to the immediate complete realization of commun-
ism, without regard for the fact that the process will
probably be a tedious struggle., However, when we said
that "equality must also be capable of driving forward
the productive forces of society", what we had in mind
was nothing of the sort that Nomad terms "suspicious".
On the contrary: sigoe we are convinced that even today
in the industrially developed oountries only equality,
communism, is capable of driving forward the produc-
tive forces, we wished here to give expression to the
idea that in such countries only communist revolutions
are possible, Marx welcomed the development of capital-
ism as a development of the social forces of production
and this development was bound up with the existence of
classes, was the horribly bloody process of the crea-
tion of the proletariat and of industry. No equality
was here possible; equality would not have been ab%e to
develop the productive forces in the measure in which
capitalism was able to do so. The development of the
productive forces at a certain stage of the development
of human society is bound up with inequality.Inequality
is here progressive, Equality in backward Russia, for
example, with but 1ittle industry and an infinitesimal
minority of proletarians, would never have been able to
develop the productive forces in such measure as has
been possible under the inequality of the bolshevist-
capitalist dictatorship, The Bolshevists, like Capital
in other countries, were progressive beocause they pro-
moted not equality but inequality, even though by
reason of this they became a reactionary foroe W1§h
respect to the international revolution. An exploiting
society is objectively revolutionary when this exploi-
tation is identical with the development of the pro-
ductive forces., It is not until it stands in the way
of the development of those productive forces that it
becomes objectively reactionary. To renounce the ex-
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ploitation of the russian workers would be for Russia
objectively reactionary; the inequality and exploita-
tion has called forth industry and produced the prole-
tariat, forces which today announce the coming in Rus-
sia of the communist revolution, Our point of depart-
ure is constantly the industrial proletariat in coun-
tries where the bourgeoisie is compelled to restrict
the productive forces, Only such a proletariat,in such
cowntries, is in a position, by means of communist
equality, to drive forward the productive forces.

When we further said that with the getting aside of
the class relations "there vanish also the sharp dis-
tinoctions in the evaluation of the various labor
functions", we meant exactly what we said; not what
Nomad tries hard to understand by it, "that there will
be different income levels, but that these differences
will not be very sharp" (gﬁ). The sharp distinctions
in the evaluation of the various labor functions vanish
precisely because of the equal incomes., An engineer
will not feel so far removed from a manual worker when
both have the same incomes; for it is not so much the
occupation by which people are separated, but the var-
lous incomes to which those ococupations give rise,

We do not regard it as possible to convince Nomad of
what any other serious work on the subject would tell
him, namely, that there has unmistakably been bownd up
with the development of the productive forces a level-
ing up of the intelligence of the various social
strata, and that with the further development of the
productive forces this process is bound to go on,the
one being inseparable from the other, The intelligence
of the workers is not dissociated from society even
when their activity is restricted to the performance
of a manipulation, since the decisive thing here is
not the manipulation but the state of society as a
whole.Such things, which are understandable forthwith
to any reflecting humarbeing, we do not consider it
possible to make clear to Nomad because hés convic-
tion of proletarian helotism is too hidebound o he
skaken., "Ninety-nine out of a hundred (workers)," he
writes (36), "understand absolutely nothing of the
compl icated business of running a highly involved so-
clal system of the machine age,"; without the faintest
suspicion that he is here merely giving expression to
his own incapacity. When we assert that the working
class is in a position, without and if necessary again-
st the intellectuals, to conduct their society, Nomad
sees nothing more than shabby demagogy which flatters
the workers in order to win them,

The workers, according to Nomad, are incapable cf any-
thing, but he finds that society can be conducted very
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well by Heinz Neumann's "Lumpenproletarians" and the
"similar group of declasse intellectuals and semi-
intellectuals who seized all the power in Russia" (27),
What the workers can not do, altho they are practical-
ly the masters of all production, that can be done
quite well, according to Nomad, by the "outs", "the un-
employed or underpaid journalists, lecturers, college
graduates and under-graduates, lawyers without clients
and doctors without patients, educated ex-workers in
search of a while collar position," etc,, etc., (18).
And accordingly Nomad's struggle against hhis intellec-
tual rabble cannot be taken seriously. Tor if the work-
ers themselves are not in a position to take over pro-
duction today, they will not be capable of doing so
tomorrow either; if the intellectuals have or obtain a
monopoly on the control and dirdction of production,
they will also know how to make this monopoly perma-
nent, That, however, could only be welcomed, according
to Nomad's theory, since the intblleotuals have become
a blessing to the workers: without them the workers
would have to go hungry, since they themselves are, of
course, incapable of directing production. And so the
workers would be obliged, in their own interest,to fur-
ther the ambitions of the intellectuals, instead of
turmning against them, for the existence and the success
of the intellectuals is the oondition precedent %o
their own existence and their own success., What Heinz
Neumann still spoke of as the "Lumpenproletariat" has
meanwhile become for Vomad the light of humanity.True
it is only in their own interest that the intellectu-
als are the workers!' benefactors, since they make use
of the workers in the struggle against the old capital-
ists; but still their success is in line with the work-
ers! most immediate interests, since they must offer
the workers more than these latter receive from the
private capitalists, So that Nomad is then quite con-
sistent in saying that it is very much a matter of in-
difference which of the existing labor organizations
the workers join, since "each of these organizations,
in its endeavor to win the workers, is bound to hel
them in obtaining higher wages, shorter hours, etc.
(41). And since, according to Nomad, this is and must
be done also by the Fascists, we really fail to see

why they too should not be favored with working-clase
support,

In 211 this, Nomad never once stops to ask himself
whether what he asserts is in harmony with the facts
or, if so, is permanently possible. As a matter of
fact, political parties and trade unions have long as-
sured their existence by helping to makelpossible any
improvement in the workers' situation. It is solely
for this reason, of course, that the history of the
0old labor movement has become a history of labor
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fakery. The fact that these organizations, just 1like
the whole of bourgeois society, of which they are a
part, have had to be both revolutionary and reaction-
ary, helpful to the workers at one time and injurious
at another--this temporal factor Nomad has Juite over-
looked., It reality, it is only in quite determinate
historical conditions that these organizations are able
to "do something for the workers", while under other
historical conditions they are obliged to operate again-
8t the workers!' interests, whether they want to or not.
What Nomad has to demonstrate is that these organiza-
tions are today in a position to become the workers!
"benefactors"; but that is simply not demonstrable.

But to come back to the assertion that the intelleotu-
als are capable while the workers are not, of directing
production, In the first place, here again we meet with
the confusion of technical with economic matters,For as
yet the intellectuals have performed no social-economic
functions; they still leave these to the market, not
only in prigate-capitalist countries but also, in a
somewhat more organized form, in Russia. And as con-
cerns their technical functions, Nomad attaches to them
excess ive importance, If he had but a faint idea of
modern enterprises, or if he could see the modern in-
dustrial proletariat as it actually is, it would be-
come clear to him that this proletariat is Qquite in a
position to manage production. This management is also
a function to which may be applied the statement which
Nomad relates exclusively to ordinary manual tasks; it
"can be learned in a few days or weeks" (35). Incident-
ally, the greater part of the present-day intellectual
functions is not devoted to production, but to activi-
ties which are necessary only in a profit economy,
while in a commmist society they drop out.

Furthermore, of course, it is not at all necessary
that the workers themselves perform all indispensable
intellectual functions forthwith, All that is necess-
ary is that they have charge of the enterprises, for
thereby they have control also over the intellectuals.
Enterprises are not mastered with intellectuals, but
with arms, They are mastered thru economic measures
which preclude the arising of special organs of power
by the side of the workers' councils, They are master-
ed also by reason of the fact of our constituting the
ma jority, which counts when it is not opposed by any
special political apparatus of power, With the mastery
of the workers over the enterprises and thereby over
production and distribution, nothing remains to the in-
tellectuals but to place themselves at the disposition
of the working population, They are obliged to take
their places in the economic system determined by the

" workers, or they have to go hungry. Who, then, would
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continue to dowt that a part of the intellectuals nec-
essary for production, in early recognition of the cone
sequences of the altered situation, will take their
places willingly in the new order, and thereby isolate
and render still more powerless the part whose atti-
tude toward this order is still unsympathetic, Under
communist conditions, the intellectuals will no more

be in & position to exist outside society than they

are today. If they want to live, they have no choice
but to work together with the workers in the entsr-
prises,

We have here been cobliged to speak from the standpoint
of Nomad's argumentation, altho it would have been much
simpler and more enlightening to deal with this problem
without regard to Nomad, from the standpoint of Marxism,
Only a further word in conclusion: Just as there is no
theory, however false, which does not contain also a
grain of truth, so also Nomad's theory is bazed upon a
partial truth, Since class oppositions exist under cap-
italism and state ocapitalism, and since the intellectual
procfessions are for the most part exercised by elements
of the middle class, the opposition between middle
class and proletariat, between middle clasz and capital
is manifested also as an opposition between intellectu-
als and workers, or intellectuals and capitalists,From
one of a number of phases of these class oppositions,
Nomad constructs the eternal opposition between intel-
lectual and manual activity., History ceases to be a
history of class struggles; it becomes a struggle be-
tween the educated and those on the way to becoming
so for the mastery over the ignorant; a state of af-
fairs to which Nomad applies the name of permanent re-
volution, Yet, in this competitive struggle between
the educated or relatively educated, the ignorant also
are continually gaining, since in order to get the sup-
port of these latter the competing group is obliged to
have more to offer them than has the intellectual ele-
ment in power at the time, Thus the salvation of human-
ity 1ies in this competitive struggle of the intelleo-
tuals, and thus things will slowly become better also
for the less educated , so that they themselves will
naturally become more and more enlightened, And all
that in complete independence of the economic problems
of society and its transformations, If, however, we
think Nomad's theory of the "permanent revolution" con-
sistently to its end, we can come to no other conclu-
sion than that here also, where the situation of the
workers keeps on improving, a point must of necessity
be reached at which equality is established and the
opposition between intellectuals and workers has wholly
disappeared; and hence there disappears also Nomad's
permanent revolution, which now, after all, like all
other socialist theories, has i%s "final". But even
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tho Nomad himeelf may like to split his head over the
question of how he arrived at a permanent revolution
without permanency, our attention continues to be dir-
ected to the more important problems of the clasas
strugzle between Capital and Labor. -P.M.-
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To ALL THE WORKERS IN THE WORLD

Fellow workers,proletarians, workers of the world at
large: Where are you? Where is your social and class
consciousness when you permit the governments digecting
the destinies of your countries to support, by their
non-intervention in the Spanish civil war, the mili-
tary fascists that rose in arms in defense of privile-
ge and capital.

Fellow anarchists and communists, syndicalists, socia-
lists and trade-unionists: The hour of liberation for
Spain has struck.The working class of the Iberian
peninsula turns to you for help.In the defense of an
ideal which is algo your ideal,they are shedding their
blood on the battlefields,convinced that you,fellow
workers of the world, will respond adequately to their
heroic sacrifice. Your governments have refused aid to
the Spanish government that was elected by the people,
but you are not the official STATE,you are not a bour-—
geois power, you are WORKERS, you are our BROTHERS
and you cannot permit that such refusal be carried out
while other nations give their open support to the
enemies of the Spanish working class.

Arise,proletarians! Fight the evil designe of your
Zovernments!Send us arms and munitions to enable us to
fight and crush the hangmen of the Spanish people;for
they are your enemies just as much as they are ours.

If it is true that you are intimately interested in the
bloody strugzle that we are carrying on against the
military-fascist uprising,if you fecl an ardent.deeire
for the freedom of the working class,do not hesitate
and come to our help immediately. Your fellow workers
in Spain require from you that support which your
governments have denied Spain.There is not and there
ghould be no other diplomacy among workers than that
of doing their duty. Your duty, comrades and fellow
workers throughout the world, is not to permit the
fascists and their allies to crush us.

THE NATIONAL CONFEDERATION OF LABOR
THE IBERIAN ANARCHIST FEDERATION
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_The "Popular Front" and Fascism

4 manifesto issued by the Communist Party of Italy and
published in the "Imprecor" (#38),the officlal Press
Qorrespondenoce 0f the Communigt International,states:

% Only the brothsrly union of the people of Italy
brought about by the reconciliation of Fasclets and non-
Fagcists will be in a pogition to break down the po-
wer of the ®loodsuckers in our country.”

"Let us reach out our hands to each other,children of
the Italien nation,Fasciste and Communists,Catholics
and Sociallists,people of all opinions,and let us march
side by side to enforcs the right of sxlstence of a
ociviliged country,ae ours is. We have the same ambition
~t6 makse Italy strong,freec and happy."

"Workers and intellectuals,Socialists,Democrats,Libe—
rale,Cathclics! Use all your endeavours for the recon-
ciliation and unity of the Italian people,for the ore~
ation of a People's Front in Italy.The preesnt rulers

of Italy wish to kecp the Italian people split into
Fascists and non-Fascists.Let us raise high the banner
of unity of the psople for bread,work, liberty and psaoce!

" We proclaim that we are prepared to fight,together
with you and the whale Italian people,for ths cazry-
ing out of the Fasclet programme of 1919 and for every
demand which represente a particular or general and
immediate intereet of the workers and the people of
Italy." The C.P. —Mugsolinis most loyal Opposition.

Demoorscy in Russia

-~

"The 16 prisonars, accused of conepiracy to murder
Stalin,were ssntencei to daath at 3.30 a.m.,August 34.
They wers convicted on the evidencs of their own cen-—
feseions, obtainad from them by the Ogpa before the
trial; and the Ogpu knows all ths tricks of the third
dagree.Why did they not retract their confessions when
in court? Broken fragments of manhocdj;hemmed in,as they
wers,by bayonets;torn betwe:n the fsar of furthar tor-
ture and the last glimmsr of hope of release-each indi-
vidual had a3 promise that his life would be spared, on
oonditlon that he adhered to his confsssion.After the
santence,the 16 were not given much opportunity to with-
draw thelr confessionsj;at dawn,August 35,it is offici-
ally reported,they werz all ghot,including the inevi-
table stool-pigeons. Why shoot thz stool-pigeons? Dead
men tell no talee. And why did Tomsky shoot himeslf?
Not becauses he had plotted to kill gtalin,but bacause
Stalin was plotting to kill Tomsky, aftsr screwing out
of him a falsse confession.”

(F.W.Chandler in "Controversy" #1.)

Roosevelts Prospsrity

The curremt monthly survey of business mads public by
the Amcrican Federation of Labor states that

Profits of the larger corporations ars approaching pre-—
depression levels, with profite for 330 large industria
corporatlions for nine months of 1936 55.5 par cent
above the corresponding period in 1935.

Dividend payments to stockholders ¢f 492 companics
incrzased 33 per cent in 1936 over 1935.

Productivity in many industries has bsen enormously
increased due to gpecd-up methods and technolicical
improvements.

In the automobdle dndustry in 1936 gains in production
per workser were double the wage gains.In the boot and
shoe industry production per worker per Jwouer has in-
orcased 10.5 per c:nt in 1936 as compared with 1935
while the worker's earnings psr houer have actually
dscreased 3.5 per cent.

The rise in hourly earnings of wags earners has been
4 ocent an hour in 1936 above the 1935 figure while the
¢o3t of living hasg gooe up 2.3 per cent.g8o that the
worker has actually received less for his hour's work
in 1936 than he did in 1935,

2 workers weakly income,howsver, has increas=d more
than hourly <carnings because hours have besn lengthew-
ned.The average wérk wesk in industry has been
lengthened two hours in 1936, increaging from 33 to
40 hours and by thus adding to the work time af those
already employed instead of taking on new workerg,’®
industry has docnicd jobs to guveral thousand uncm—
ployed.

By working two hours longer and by recsiving half a
cent more per houer,workers . rave added ® 1.11 to
their weskly pay,raising the averages wag:s level from
831.35 to # 33.53.This is a 5.5 par oent incraase,
gomewhat more than the increas: in cost of living so
that thz aversge we:=kly wage of 1936 will buy 3.

per oent more than last year.
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