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Report from Palestine --

The reports on the new situation in Palestine general-ly speak of the building up of the cotmtry by way of
jewish capit~l and jewish labor, of the.resu1ting pros-
perity, of the more or 1ess uniform_participation in
this prosperity by the entire jewish peop1e, and of
the good prospects for a morsand more extensive happydeve1opment. These-reports are the more calcUlated to
arouse comment and hopss as for some time now in the
other countries ths lot of the worming c1ass and mid-
dle bourgeois elementa is an increasing1y wretchad ona.
Thruout the wor1d, as the crisis continues, products
and means of production are being destroyed.Everywhere
unemployment reigns, and the masaea are looking for-
ward apathetically to a new world war. Only Palestina,
the oountry in procese of building up, is said to forman exception.
In Palestine, the moneys of jewish and british capital-
ists are being turned to accotmt. Toward Palestina
press ths tncreasingly impoverished jewish artisans
and workers from Eastern Europa and the U.S.A., thearab nomade and peasante, the oriental Jews. With thesetting in of ths crisis and with the advance of mon-
opolization, a migration to Palestina arose thru thegrowth of Fascism with the acoompanying 1mpoverishment



of the jewish middlE;!stratum, as in Germany, thru
anti-Semitism. In these oountries a nationalistio
sentiment takes form among the Jews; and there is
a strengthening of the same sentiment among the Arabs,
among whom a great national movement had existed as
early as 1917.
Zionism or Palestinism, the national movement of tne
jewish masses. is divided into various parties, oor-
resp0nding to the class stratifioation. There are two
demooratio-liberal parties, which arose thru thesplit in the party of the nGeneral Zionists". The
smaller of the two new parties stands closer to the
fasoists, the'larger to the labor party. There is a
large fasoist party, the nRevisionists", with a few
small splinter groups in its train. Furthermore, a
large olerioal party of the "Misrachin• The labor
party (MAPAI) and the "General Federation of Jewish
Labor in the Land of Israel" (Histadruth) are reform-
ist-nationalistio. To these may be added also a re-
formist organization ("HashomerHazair") made up of
the members of the agrarian labor oommunes; various
youth organizations; and a women rs organization("Wizo").
All these groups advooate immigration tf the Jews of
all oountries to Palestine. This immigration is op~os-
ed only by the illegal group of the Comintern (PCP).
Palestine is bounded en the west by the Mediterranean
Sea, on the north by Mount Lebanon , on the east by
the River Jordan and on the south by the dosert of
Sinai. It has an area of ahout 10,000 squaro miles.
From west to east, Palestine is divided into three
plains which run approximately parallel to the sea-
ooast. In the west, the fertile lowland; in the mi~
dle, the highlands; and in the east, the Jordan de-
pression. The central highlands attain an elevation
of 2500 feet. The surfaoe of the Dead Sea,into whioh
the Jordan issues, lies about 1300 feet below sealevel.
Within the ottoman Empire, Palestine oonsisted of a
few administrative distriots (vilayets) of the turk-
ish provinoe of Syria. After the War, and the arab
uprising, Palestine was separated from the other ar~b
oountries and made a british mandate territory,whioh
Was to be administered by England under the League of
Nations. (The same sort of thing ocourred with the
northern part of Syria, which was divided into fourparts and placed under a french mandate.)The mandate
over Palestine goes back to the Balfour Declaration,
(November 2,1917>, acoording to which ths governmentof his british majesty looked with favor upon the,
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establ ish~nt in Pal!3,stineof "a National Home for
the Jewish people ••••it being olearly understood that
nothing shall be done which may prejudice the civil
and religious rights of existing non-Jewish oommuni-
ties in Palestine or the rights and the politioal
status enjoyed by Jews in ariy other oountry".
The government for Palestine is located in Jerusalem.
It oonsists of the High Commissioner and his three
leading offioials and the department heads. The govern-
ment is sUbordinate to the Colonial Offioe in London,
to whioh all laws mus t be submi tted for approval. In
Jerusalem is located also the headquarters of the eng-
lish aerial an~ land troops. Jerusalem is eonnected
with the two other large oities, Haifa and Jaffa-Tel-
Aviv, by good automobile roads a.nda railway.
Jaffa is mainly a port for the orange export trade.
Haifa, whose harbor has been improved, is &t the same
time a base of the british Mediterranean fleet. Into
Haifa runs the southern arm of the pir-~ line which
brings the 011 from Mosul to the sea ; ths nort;hern
arm paSses thru mandate territory of Franoe. There are
also a few airports of the lines running between Eur-
opa and South Afrioa and Europe and Eastern Asia.Fur-
ther airports are being planned.
On the eastern houndary of Palestine is the Transjor-
dan, whioh likewise is adm m Ietere.dunder an english
mandate. and by tbe same High Commissioner in Jerusa-
Iem. In Transjordan also "reigna" the Emir Abdullah,
a brother of Feisal. In the southwest, Palestine bor-
ders on Egypt. A railway line connects Cairo by way
of Jaffa with Haifa and Jeruealem; it is joined onto
the Hezaz Railway and has a bus' oonneotion with Bag-
dad and Beirut. Palestine is thus an important part
of the British Empire, for communioation by water as
weIl as by land, and--still more importaot today--byair.
The offioially reoognized languages are English,Ara-
bic and Hebrew. Engl ish is hardly spoken except by
the high~r offioials; the rest of the population
speaks Arabio, ~xcept for the jewish youtn and the
oriental Jews who speak Hebrew. The jewish popula-
tion alBO speakS the languages of their oountry of
origin, and mostly Yiddish. The jewish press,however,Comes out in Hebxew.
The population of Palestine, aooording to the govèrn~ment census of Oot.23.1922,was distributed as follows:
Rural - 3g9,534; Urban - 264,317; Nomads - 103,331; atotal of 757,lg2.
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In 1934-, the ra cial divis ion of the population was
estimated as: Arabs - 870,000, and Jews - 310,000.
The methods of production in Palestine are in part
still biblical in their primitiveness.Among the arab
nomad tribes the closed family economy (clan) is dom-
inant. This form is breaking up, thru sale of animals
and lande, into wage labor. A large part of the arab
agrioulture is still reminiscent of the Middle A~es
and Feudalism. The larg~ landed proprietors (effendis)
1 ease the ground to arab peasants (fellahs),by whom
it has been tilled for long generations. The rental
amounts in general to one-fifth of the yield in kind,
The eÎfendi also lends money to the fellahs so that
they may purchase the necessary harvesting implements.
The interest rate ra~ges up to 150%.
The effendis form a part of the population of the arab
city, insofar as they don't prefer to consume their
revenue, raked in by the overseers, in foreign parts.
Some of them also se11 parts of the soi1 and set up
on tbe balance an intensive plantation economy.In the
measure in which the effendis make the transition from
leasing to running plantations, the fellahs become
wage workers. A 1929 estimate proportions the soi1 of
palestine, from the agricul tura1 point of view,as fo1-
lows: cultivated - 5515 sq. km., cultivab1e, but not
cultivated - 3389 sq.km., uncultivable (forest and
pasture land) - 7750 sq.km., not specified - 334-6 Sq.
km., a tota1 of 20,000 sq.km. The bal"ance of 6,000 sq,
km. is probably desert.
The arab city is mainly a trading center. The inhabi-
tante, tradeemen and art Lsans , are usual1y at.solandowners.
The jewish co10nization began around 1880. The first
jewish villages, confronted by economie collapse,were
rescued at the time by a Baron Rothschl1d thru the
introduction of improved plants and by financial sup-
port. The first Zionist Congress was held in 1897, at
which the goal proo1aimed was that of "estab1ishing
for the Jewish peop1e a pub1icly recognized and leg-ally secured home in Palestine."
There is in existence a Jewish National Fund (KKL)
and a Palestine Foundation Fund (KR). The KKL, whioh
is the oentral land purchasing agency of the zionist
organization, was brought into being in 1902 for thepurpose of aoquiring land as the inalienable property
of the jewish people. The land is purchased ~rom t~earab owners, effendis and families, clans and village
communities, and often leads to the driving ofÎ ofthe fellahs from the land of the effendis.In a few
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oases, more reoently, the Arabs are left in poseess-
ion ~f smaller sur~ace areas, whioh they are now in-
tens1vely oultivat1ng with the aid of oredits and
modern imp1ements, In 1934- the KKL possessed an area
of 4-1,500hectares. Tbe KH began its aotivity in the
year 1921; it finanoes agricultural and urban coloni-
zation, eduoation, immigration health religious and
communal institutions. Both funds are ~ubjeot to the
exeoutive authority and the committee of aotion, e1eo-
te~ by the Congress whioh meats every two years. The
~ongresB is eleoted on a democratio basia by the zion-
1st organizations of all oountriss and thereby finan-
ced: anyone who pays a shilling haé the right to vote
in selecting the delegates. The zionist bodies are
combined with other non-zionist but still jewishbodies to form the expanded Jewlsh Agency. '
The jewish agrioultural aotivity is divided between
plantation economy, oereal omture and mixed farmi~g
On_the plantations (end of 1934: 15,DOO heotares jew:
ish, 10,000 heotares arab ) the produo te are oitr.us
fruits, almonds and wine. The op~ration is byestates
(5 ha UPWard)t intensive peasant farms (1.5 to 2.5 ha)and communes. 1 ha is equal to near1y 2.5 acres). In
tha mixed farming there is market-gardening cattle
raising for the produotion of milk and ohee~e and
poultry raising with produotion of eggs.In thiS type
of farming, small peasants are dominant and are
bound together in producers! oooperativês.
The oereals ~re planted by tbe approximately 10,000
workers of the oommunes and wor kers , settlements in
tbe valley of Jezreel and by the peasants in Galilee.
AgricUltura1 sett1ements also exist around Haifa Pe-
tach Tiqv&, Keir Saba and the jewish oolonies, ths
owners Olfwhiob are also engaged aa wor kers and em-
ployees in the oity. It appears, however, that these
aUXiliary enterpris6s ara on the way to beooming basio.
Owing to the large amount of tmmigration in the last
few years, there exists in Palestina an increased de-
mand for soi1 for agrioultura1 purposes ~d in the
oities for oonstruotions so that land prioes are
;onstant1y rising and la~d speoUlation has assumed an
lnormous soope. Aooording to the pa1estinian (turkish)
dand law, a fourtb of the pur ohaae prioe must be paid

own and the rest in six months. Tbe rea1ty companiesaooordingly buy up land to the extent of about four
times their capital. They then split it up into lotsand, as is natural in view of the land bunger sell
1t ~t a very considerable profit, thus being in a
rOB1tion to meet their o~ligations, When however theand hun~r haB a relapae--as, for exampie, thru thsoffer of cheap land and the possibil1ty of exploiting
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chea er labor power on the island of Cyprus, and thecomp~nies fail to get the land off their handB,hence
are unable to pay the balance due, the amount paid
down is forfeited and the purchase lapses. The com-
panies have then lost their capital, and thus arises
a possibility of crisis whioh, in.a country where
land speoulation plays such a dom~nant part, is bound
to have noticeable oonsequenoes. The KKL is trying
to eliminate speoulation, and gives away its farms
in per~etual lease. But sinos this Fund (as weIl as
the KR) exists on gifts and colleotions, it is unable
to keep pace with the land hunger. For the land hun-
ger, like the immigration itself, is ~ c~nBeqUence of
the increasing impoverishment of the Jew~Bh masseB
and their fear of outright proletarianization.And the
continuing impoverishment is bound to exert a res~
training influence upon the money collections.B~s~des,
the land iS in the possesaion of the feudal nob~lity
and its pricss mount. Tha money at ths disposal of
the KKL is inadequate, and the Fund finds itself oom-
pelled to promo te large land purchasea of private
companies, in which it acts as an intermediary. Thus
speculation wins more and more influence, and the
land-hungry masses of the arab and jewish country
population are oonfronted with the taak of breaking
the chains of the feudal a.ndcapitalist property re-
lations.
The most immediate oonaequenoe of these conditio~s
is a.buil ding boom, which has been in progress m
Palestine for severa.l years. A part of the raw mater-
ials originates within the country, while lumber and
iron are imported. The cement produotion in Palestine
had increased in 1934 to 155,000 tons of which only
700 were eXported while an additional 14g,000 were
imported. "'
In existenoe also are numerous brick faotories. In
line 'with construction, the~e developed a large in-
dustry for oarpentry, looksmith and similar construc-
tion work. The form of operation is generally that
of the workshop: the proprietor as master and a~o~t
five workers; modern tools and machinesj eleotr~o~ty
for power. The oonstructions are carried out by
building oontractors, who have a staff of specia~workers and also engage unskilled workers accord~ng
to need. The differentiation between skilled and un-skilIed workers is not as yet very highly developedin Paû est me , since of course the jewish proletariat
is only beginning to take form and had little teohni-
oal experience until a few years ago. Even today.thetechnical training, in line with the pressing demand
for ·.workers, is st ill very defective and the waste
in production is relatively great. Recently,however,that demand has declined, and there is forming more
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and more rapidly an army of unskilled workers who no
longer have any prospect, within the existing ~roper·
ty relations, of "coming up". ~~d within this army
there is also to be found a constant number of unem-.
ployad. That is to say: the different individuals
gat work from time to time, and the duration of the
unemployment per man is still sligbt, but the abso-
lute number remaina constant. The panic arising from
the italo-abyssinian conflict has had its effeot al-
so in this particular,increasing the unamployment.
Figuras, however, cannot be given since the trade
union, whioh alona woUld be in a position to repre-
sent the unemploYment statis~iCally, (obviously for
nationalistic re&sons) attadhes no value to the mat-ter.
An important role in the oonstruction induetry is
played also by the workers' oooperativas which appear
aS enterprisers. They take contraotQ, oarry out the
eonstruction works and also engage uriskilled workers.
All r.eoeive the Same wage, and the earnings are di-
vided among the members of the oooperative (called
kwuza), wlth the exolusion of the wage workers not
belonging to the kwuza. A wage werker oan work in the
kwuza for only a maximum of three monthe, after .hich
he must either become a member and pay a eontribution,
or, since the oontribution is uaually very high,he is
obliged to leave the job. Thus thia rule of the trade
union has an effeot the oppoaite of that professed:
lnstead of liberating the workers within oapitalism
from waga labor, it throws them baok every three
months onto the market. The entire jewish bus trans-
port industry likewiee is in the hands of suoh coop-
erativesj and owing:to the small railway network,the
bus lines are highly radlated. Wlth the development
of traffl0 there arose also motor-oar works,tho the
engines are still L~ported. Road oonstruction also
ls carrled out on a large scale, mainly by the govern-
ment, in part also by the communes.
A water main also is under oonstruotion from Ras el
'Aln (Jaffa) to Jerusalem. Its length is about 65.kilometers, and lt rises from sea level to a helght
of gOO meters. Th1s work is being carried out for the
government by the federatlon as enterprlser.The Pales~
tina Railways maintaln very large repalr shops in
Haifa. The Palestina Potash Company, an engllsh-jew-
ish ooncern, has the conoession for exploiting thsmineral wealth of the Dead Sea, and is a modern large-
scale chemical enterprise. Entering upon the premises
of the company is, however, strictly forbidden (it lsBaid to be engaged in the manufaoture of war toxica).
Factoriea for the production of artificial ailk haveclo~ed down recently, becauae ft waa not possible to
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10wer the wages of the workers sufficiently and.be-cause the working methods could not be further 1nten-
sified to withstand the japaneae competition.
ThiS entire industry is in general powered withelec-
tricity exèept for the rural water pumps, which in
part are drilvenby Diesel engines. A11the electric
current for Palestine (apart from Jerusalem) ia pro-duced by the Palestine Electric Corporation, whose
president is the former 1eft social-revo1utionary
engineer Rutenberg, kno~n for his particip~tion inthe execution of the pr1est Gapon. The company oper-
ates the power works with water power and Diesel en-
gines.There is a factory and several smaller work-
shops for machine construct ion. and an iron foundry.
Joined onto agricul ture is a foodindustry which
makes fruit juices andfruit andvegetable preserves.
The fruit juioes are especially an important product
for the Near East, smce Islam foroids the use of al-
cohol and, owing to the climate, a great demand ex-
ists for refreshing drinks. Hence this industry ex-
ports its produets also into the entire Near East.A
special industry is based on olives, mainly of syrian
originj it produces technical oils and fats, salad
o11s and soap.
Ths financing is carried out. on the one hand, thru
the National Fund (purchase of ground and industiial-
izat ion of agricul ture) and, on the other, thru Bar-
o ï av rs Bank and the Anglo-Pa1estine Bank and its
daughter enterprise, the General Mortgage Bank of
Palestine. There is also a lar~e number of credit
cooperatives (agricultural and' industrial) as weIl
as speculative banks. Tbe government bank is Barcl~yts.
The total value of industrial prcduction in 1933 was
5,400,000 pounds stsrling; in 1934 - 6,500,000.
Number of industrial workers: end of 1932 - 9,500;
end of 1933 - 14,000; beginning of 1935 - Hl,000.Thetotal number of workers, employees, foremen, etc. en-
gaged in ths industries at the beginning of 1935 was
25,000. The total number of all jewish workers in the
country may have amounted around this time to between
70,000 and ~o,ooo. Ths wages could not yet be deter-
minedj one may assume, however, an average wage of
200 mils or, rougbly, $1.00.
Ths party of ths "Revisionists", the fascist party
of the Jews, aims to establish the jewish s~ate ~~both sides of the Jordan (henee also TranSjOrdan1a.)lts program resembles that of the itallan fascists.lt advocates class collaboratlon on ths basis of ths
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jewish :traditièn. In thlsthsy have points of con-
ta ct wi th the Misrachi, the jewish clerical party,
which watchss over .the sabbath rest and over reli-
gious cooking and education, and which àn these xe-
spects received at the latest zionist congress far-
go i:ö.gocnceasio~s from the labor party, which' had
almost 50% of all the representation. and from the
libaral parties. The Revisionists wish to solva the
quest10n of the relations of Jews to Arabs in the
sense that the Arabs in Palestine shal1 form a.na-
tional minority with certain rights of cultura.land
religious autoncmy under control of the jewish state',
The Revisioniste have withdrawn from ths general 01'-
gan izat ion of the Zionists and no longe I' take part
in the congreas , but hold a congresa of thai!'own. A
fraction of them, howevsr, the Jewish State Party,
has remained in the general zionist wo!'ld congrees,
where it forms the extreme right wing.
Every Jew in Palestine is automatically a member of
the Knesset-Jisrael, en organization tv whioh are
subordinate the entire j ewish educàtional aotivi ty,
the jewish church, relief wor~, etc., and whose ex-
ecutive committee or national oouncil represents the
jewish public in dealing with the government.
The Arabs are represented before the government main-
1y by the Moslem Supreme Couno 11, headed by the Gra.nd
Muft! of Jerusalem. 'l'hereare, however, also arab
parties which had their origin in the great arab lib-
eration movement and in the arab uprising whioh in
1917-l~, with the support of the English, freed the
arab countriee from the a.ge-long turkish oppression.
But thearab bedouins and urbanites did not yet have
the strength to resist the power of english and
french imperialism; and these latter are muoh more
clever than the Turks in the matter of ranging the
arab countries into their world empires.
The arab parties .are not as yet so much distinguished
by the,irprograms as by the families at their head,
The party of the Muf ti and his family, the "Party of
the Palestinian People", whioh receives a bounty of
70,000 pounds from the Moslem Council and owns two
da 11Y papers (Al Jamea - Al Shabab), aims at the än-
dependenoe of Palestine andthe liquidation of the
leag'J.e-of-nationsmandate: "Palestina to the Arabs",
entry of Palestina into the union of the arab peoples.lt maintains relations with Ibn Saud, the ruler of
He jaz, The party of the Nashashibifamily, the "Partyof National Defensell, a sort of fascist organizationwhich maintains relations with the king of Iraq andthe Emir of Transjordania. demands the independeneeof ,Palestine, ~ purely arab national government, and
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wants to promote the development of agriculture. It
ha~ three dai1y newspapers (Falastin, Al Aslamiah,
Adifa). A "reform party" under the leadership of Dr.
Kha1dis the mayor of Jerusa1em, unites the mayors
and vilÎage direotors of many arab communities. ThiS
organization saemS to be the most modern of the arabparties and has more similarity with the party forms
known from Europe. It demands the independenc9 of
Palestine inthe pan-arab league of states and an al-
lianc.e agreement ~ith the English, similar to t~e
anglo-iraq league. It rejects re1igious separat~s~
between islamic and christian Arabs and c~mbats Z~on-
Lsm, The arab youth organ iaat ion , led br Jacob ~eyDissin sets bordeT guards against the ~11ega1 Jew-
ish i~ligration, combats in the villages the sa~e of
land to Jews and has oonnections with the.egypt7an.
nationa1 circles. It was also connected w~th Chllml
Pas ha , who founded a private bank called the "Bank
of the Arab Peonl e" in order to finance purely arab
land transactio·ns.The Bank of the Arab People could
not, however, overcome the distrust of the arab
peopLe and went bankrupt.
There are two arab trade-union org~~izations, con-
cerning which, however, 1itt1e is to be learned.They
are said to be conducted, on the one hand, by Jacob
Bey Diesin, and on the other by Chilmi or Nashashibi,
to be in vigorous competition among each other and
to be a co11ecting center for the political parties
in question. A~ any rate, they appear to be complete-
ly under the influence of the arab bourgeoisie.
The General Federation of Jewish Labor in Palestina
(Histadrut), which is affi1iated with the.Amsterdam
International~ had increased its membershlP (Jan. 1,
1935) to 67,502 of which about 45,000 ware urban -c

workers.
The normal working day in Palestina is eight hours.
The average wa ge in urban construct ion amounts to
400 mils per day (about $2.00); in villag~ construc-
tion, less. The building trades pay the hlghest wages.
The Histadrut publishes a daily newspaper, the "Davar "
which alao includes an evening edition and , every two
weeks, a children's paper. All these publioations a~-
pear exclusively in the hebrew language (and script).
Thus iy comes about that to a large part of the ~ork-era who spea.k nothing but Yiddish, the pub1icatlons
of their organization are a1most or quite unintelli-
gible. And so the workers are compelled to ait on9~more at the school bench in order to learn the diffl-cult language and the a1most undecipherable soript.(While in countries where the 1atin alphabet is em-
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ployed, the chi1dren 1earn to read and write L~ one
year, here the prooess extends over about four years.)
In the year 1934 the Histadrut conduoted a tota1 of
6Elstrikes (in Te1-Ayiv, Jerusa1em, Haifa and the ag-
ricultura1 coloniea), invo1ving 1104 workers and the
1068 of 11,403 working days, and 51 of which were won.
In 34 cases the Revisionists attempted to break the
strike, and in s Lx oases were successful. The strikes
led to five proseoutions in which 34 workers were sen-
tenced to a tota1 of 33 months irnprisonment and for-
eed labor, and to fines of 220 pounds. The Histadrut
alBo supported eight arab strikes in whioh 7g5 work-
ers wa1ked out tor a total of 4145 days. Two of thesestrikes were won.
The HistadDut oontro1s the entire jawiah labor market.
There are neither state nor City emp10yment bureaus,
nor is there any unemp10yment re1ief. The Histadrut
supp1ies the workers to the emp10yers who thereby re-
cognize the rates of pay. Theemp10ye~s are further-
more combined in their own unions whioh, however, do
not as yet possess any general organization. On the
other hand, the Histadrut is generally in a position
to force acceptanee of the wage ra te, in which oon-
nection the re1atively Slight unemployment, the still
prevai1ing laok of spacialized workers and the re1a-
tive1y low wages exert a favorab1e effeot. Nor is the
jewish bourgeoisie in a position simp1y to exp101~
the cheaper arab 1abor power, because there is not so
much skil1ed atab 1abor on hand and the jewish work-
ing c1ass is said to offer a certain political pro-
tection with respeot to the Arabs. In the rura1 dis-
triots, on the p1antations, the matter is different.
Here the exp10ited 1abor foroe is made up in large
part of arah workers, who are experienoed and cheap,
though tbeir wages a1so have gone up considerably.In
spite of the faot that the Histadrut is f~ght1ng very
vigorous1y, by way of picketing, against the inf1ux
of arab workers onto the p1antations, it oannot pre-
vent the planters from oontinuing to emp10y suoh
workers (most1y former fellahs) nor prevent these
arab workers from becoming fami1iar with the forms
~f trade-union strugg1e, whioh they now and then put
to gooduse. The Histadrut has even gone so far as
to combat an enterprise in Te1-Aviv where a revo1u-
tionary arab worker was employed. When the workers
of this enterprise deolared their sympathy with the
arab comrade, a braw1 arose between these workersand the trade-union funotionaries, and a prooess was
insti~uted with a view to debarring the workers fromthe Histadrut. Exolusion from the Histadrut is equiva-lent te 10sing the p06sibi1ity of werking; for whi1.offioia11y the H1stadrut obtains work for al1 workers,
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still the protectionism in vogue is suoh that opposi-
tional or excluded workers get nona. In this r~spe~t,
the Histadrut may be regarded as a state organlzatlon.
In most cases it can see that workers who are not in
its organization are na longer employed by any enter~
prise •
To the Histadrut is attached a general sick benefit
flli1dwhich has the disposal over hospitaIs, recr~a-
tion homes and good physicians. The Histadrut bUllds
workers' settlements and blocks of dwellings in which
workers' families acquire homes which, thru install-
ment payments, become their private property.
The predominant faction in the Histadrut is the Labor
Party (MAPAl). It has about 6000 members and isloose-
ly attached to the Second International. It ha~, be-
sides in the various countries where Jews reslde,af-
filiated groups (Palestine League for Labor.~ It is
still more nationalistic than the other partles ~dher-
ing to this International, It fills all offices ln
the Histadrut where it reigns in absolute fashionithe
more so as the functionaries are appointed by the
governing board.
The "Hashomer Hazair", or iginally a jewish youth or-
ganization widely disseminated in Eastern Europe, iS
increasingly acquiring in Palestine the features of
a party, Hitherto, however, it has embraced only
such working men and women as live in the country on
labor communes (so-called Kwuzots). The kwuzots want
to actualize socialist life in this way: that first
with the aid of loans from the KKL and KH and on the
basis of common purchase and sale, common cooking and
common education of the children, they till their o~n
soil and engage no wage workers.
The ~arty which goes by the name of the "Left Poale
Zion , with about 250 members in Palestine and var-
ious groups in other oountries, espeoially in the
U,S,A. and Poland, forms the opposition within the
Histadruth demanding democratization of the appara-, • itus and equal right of the arab workers ~o orga~ ze.
lts final goal is a soviet Palestine, It is nat70n~1-
istic insofar as it demande the formation of a Jewlsh
labor center in Palestine. The LPZ is at one with the
other zionist parties on the point that an assimila-
t ion of the jewish middle strata and prol,etariaz:,s in
the countries of the Diaspora--even in the Sovlet
Union which is regarded as the first stage of com-
munism--is impossible, They Lns rst that afteJ: the ,
abolition of private property and of the State a
stage must be passed thru in which there is given to
the nations on their own territories the posSibility
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of the'ir cuï,tural deve'Lopmerrt, It does not take part,
however, in the zionist congress. lts general stand-
point is that of the Oomintern to which it does not
adhere because of the difference on the jewish ques-
t äon ,

The illegal communist party of Palestine (POP) con-
sists of about 100 jewish membèrs who in part are dis~
appointed former members of the Hashomer Hazair,Sinoe
it conceives its main goal to be the weakening of eng-
lish imperialism, it combats the jewish immigration,
by which it finds that imperialism strengthened. On
the other hand, it supports every arab national move-
ment, It esteems the pogroms of the past few years as
national-revolutionary upris mgs ; and with respect to
the italian7abyssinian oonflict it advocates the
People's Front of the ar ab people with its leaders,
the effendis, and recommends the fOl'ming of arab le-
gions to go to Abyssinia and there combat italian fa&-
c Lsm , The POP is taking great pains to arabize its or-
ganization. It is the only organization which has come
out for the payment of unemployment relief.
The Anti-fascist Action ("Antifa"), adhering to the
world committee in Paris, has about 500 membera and
ia under the leadership of the LPZ. It is supposed to
be the foundation of the united-front movement for
struggle against fascism, imperialism and anti-semit-
Lsm , Anyone can become a member, excapting member-s of
the POPi these latter being excluded because they oom-
bat jewish immigration, while the Antifa and the LPZ
take the view thatthe oreation of a jewish proletar-
iat in Palestine will represent a foroe which cannot
fail to operate against imperialism and that the com-:
batting of the r ight of free immigratlon aná taking
root of the jewiah workers in Palestina is chauv in ra-
tio. The Antifa as weU as the LPZ want to combat the
jewish ohauvinism of the Mapai, Histadruth ànd Revis-
ioniste together with the arab chauvinism of the POP.
They champion fraedom of the mother tongues and form
oirclea in whioh Yiddish, German, etc., are spoken.
The iilftuation in Palestine haa recently changed.The
"prosperity" deaoribed above haa reoeded almost s äm-
ultaneOUBly with the outbreak of the abyssiriian-
italian oonfliot, Unemployment hasgrown and with it
the uncertainty and the disoontent within the working
class, Sinoe the pep Was the only organization to
Oome out for the payment of unemployment relief, it
succeeded in impDoving its standing among the unem-
ployed. The other labor parties end the Histadruth
were unab1e to come out for unemployment relief,main-
1 y because they ,feared tnat the engl ieh government
wo~d in that case greatly restr1ct jewish tmm1gration.
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Ths !!istadruth intens ified its struggle for weeding
out arab workers from ~ewish production; and ths LPZ
which for a time had sought to find a common basis
with the POP on the unemployment question, sa~ itself
compelled, in order to reestablish its zionist renown,
to conduct a sharp struggle against the POP. The His-
tadruth, which hitherto had siaply denied the exist-
ence of unemployment, is now trying to appease its
members with 80-called constructive means. That is,
it calls upon the workers to pay a. contribution into
an unemployment fund. From this fund, money will be
turned over to the cooperatives and also to private
enterprisers for the purpose of "extra work-making".
And from the same fund, workers who work in return
for arab wages will be paid the difference between
these latter and the jewish wage rate.
The sharpening of the arab-jewish relations, begin-
ning in April 1936, which led to guerilla warfare and
to an arab strike, covered over the social unrest of
the working class with a lively and warlike national
sentiment. On both sides the :nasoes were organized
for IIself-protection and de renae ", This self-protec-
tion was participated in, on the jewish side, by the
msmbers of all the organizations. TIlevarious parties
in their appeals laid the blame for the clashes either
upon the Arabs or else on the oompet Lng parties. It is
only to be observed that in this situation not a
single organization sought to conduct ths struggle
against its own bourgeoisie.
The nationalism of the jewish workers, like that of
the russian, german, french and other proletariat,is
an indication of the drawing back before revolution-
ary, international tasks. The creation of the "jew-
ish hcme Land" can only be brought about chauvinist ic-
ally. The zionist solution of the jewish question can
be accomplish~d only in combat against the Arabs. And,
for that :natter, the jswish fasoists come out openly
for this struggle, while the others accept it by keep-
ing their mouths shut or giving utteranoe to hypocrit-
ical phrases. The Jews themselves cannot fulfill the
zionist desires, but are compelled to beoome allies
of english imperialisme English imperialism makes use
of the arab-jewish oppositions for its own purposes.
Zionism becomes ~~ instrument of the snglish struggle
against the strivings for national independence on
the part of the Arabs. Under the conditions of Pales-
tine, Zionism can only come forth in capitalistic
garb. The Jews are obliged to be oapitalistic in or-der to be hationa1istic, and they have to he ~ational-istic in order to be Zionists. They are obliged to be
not only capitalistia, but capitalistio in an extre:ne-1y reactionary form. As a minority, they c~nnot be
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democratie without damage to the'irown interests;and
be ing 1and-hungry , they have to take a pos ition 'again-
st agrarian reform, binding themselves with the arab
feudalists against the fellahs. They are not only re-
actionary themselves, but they Lend force to the arab,
reaotion. The fellahs are driven from the soil which
the effendis sell to the Jews. That part of the soil
remaining to ths effendi is turned into'plantations,
ths fellahs become wage laborers. The furthering of
capitalisID in Palestine and the sharpening of capital-
ist oppositions by way of Zionism are revolutionizing,
but only in the aame sense as the whole of capital Lsm
is revolutionizingj it is no concern of the working
population. The working class can only take note of
the matter and thru its own intrusions into the pro-
cessJ thru the representation of its direct economic
interests a~ wage workers, help to drive it forward.
The sharpening of eapitalist oppositions lies 'in the
interest of the proletariatJ but it cannot side
either with the Arabs or with the Jews; it can take
up neither for the division of the soii nor for its
control thru the feudal masters or jewish societies.
It can only be completely internationalistic and thus
completely immune to aH pa1estinian conflicts. J:thas
to attack the most immed.iate direct 6Xploiter without
regard for the consequences on the national plane. As
soon as it does more than that, it represents these
or those capitalist interests. Anyone who is a Zion-
ist must, especially now with the setting in of the
crisis and with the growth of unemployment in Pales-
tine, go along the whole way to Fascism. en the basis
of Zionism, the increasingly impoverished "poor whitea"
become more and more race-eonscious, and copy against
the Arabs what HitIer has undertaken against the Jews
in Germany. The Arabs can answer only in the same
fashion. Any other kind of Zionism thart this fascist
one cann~t exist. From the conditions in Palestine to-
day the Jews must learn to comprehsnd that they ara
yielding to illusions when they think to be able in
Palestina to evade the class struggles of capitalism.
They must learn to comprehend that it is very much a
matter of indifference where theyput up, that every-
where, and inelusive of Palestine, they have only one
taak: that of setting aside the canitalist relat1ons.
All other problems are imagina~f ones; they ara of rtoConcern to the working class.
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THE MASTERS 0]' TOMORROW Ut)
I

Sometimes a single gesture may unwittingly give away
the whole.s~ow. In his eagerness to heap as many ar-
gUllientsas possible against "the reflections of Max
Nomadtl, P.M. borrows from a sourcefrom which ordin-
ary prudenee should have to1d h im to keep away. But
he throws a1l oaution to the winds and quotes approv-
ingly a "jocular" remark made by a certain Jero~e who,
in the taeoretica1 organ of the American Commun~st
Party, has bo1dly stated that "the diotatorship of.
the intelleotua1s is as unthinkable as the diotator-
ship of travel ing aatesmen", It did not occur to P.M.
that he was identifying himself with the special
p1eading of a hired lickspittIe of the new RusSi~nobility whose ruïe is nothing but the dictatorsh~p
of the office-holding, a~inistrative and technical
intelligentsia; and that his fellow-champion of Marx-
ist orthodoxy who called me "a pen-mercenary of fas-
cism" - if offered a higher price by Hearst - would
(#) It was impossible for the present writer to discUSS
all the topics touched upon by the author of Dictator-
Ship of the Intellectuals.lt would have taken a full
sized volume to refute all his assertions with which
I disagree. I,therefore,chose only those points which
I considered as the most essential.I disreiarded the
amenities of his personal tone with their stibtle"~
abuse and amusing air of omniscient superiority. I
wish,however,to protest specifically against on~
particular ms tan oe of his po'Lem i.omethods deal.tngnot
with matters of opinion or interpretation but with
actual facts. P.M. declares as "gro1mdless" the "whole
story" that Bismarck in J?ursuance of his state social-
ist (or state capitalist) plans, h~d.solicited the sup-
port of Marx and of h is closes t assoc iates. In the
first place, I did not claim, as P.M. seams to insinu-
ate, that this was "a proof of the compatibility of
MarxiEfm with state capitalism". In an article äealingwith State Socialism and State Capitalism thiS was ad-
dured as evidence of Bismarck's state socialist ten-
denc rea, In the second place, my "groundJ.essti asser-
tion is based upon a full-length story by Wilhelm
Liebknecht,one of Marx1s closest associates, _~old in
his Kein Kompromiss.kein Wahlbundnis (p,S) wh~ch, incondensed form. I had preaented in my Marx biography
ptiblished in Scribner'a, March, 1933. page 190.
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just as brill iantly prove thai; "a diotatorahip of
capitalists is just as unthinkable as the dictator-
ship of pants-pressers".
P,M. betrays the weakness of his poSitioh in many
other ways , H~ ~'t1 that I do not "clearly de-1 imitilmy "conoept,ot ibe intell eotuals ", And it is
on the strength of this accusation that he flings at
me that joke about the "traveling salesmen".As a mat-
ter of dry fact, I did "clearly delimit" my concept
of the intellectuals an the very first page of my
"Rebels and Renegades ." There I \Vrote that the twrm
'intellectual' wa.s used by me "in the specifically
economie sense of a stratum deriving its livelihood
from mental occupa t rone;" Which certainly inoludes a
great variety of people. such as offioe-holders,
teachers, professional men, technicians. clergymen.
commercial and financial experts, journalists, writ-
ers, artists, politicians, professional revolution-
ists and agitators, trade union organi..zersand so on;
all this vast crowd of educated or semi-educated
people ~hat mayor may not have a college degree but
can make a livelihood without resorting to manual or
lower clerical labor.
I repeated that very same ooncept over and over agaän
when speaking of "office-holdere, managers and engin-
eers"; of "the ownererof educat ron, the lords of the
swivel chair and the desk"; of the "privileged em-
ployees of the oapitalists and the bourgeois state";
or~y occasionally, to avoid repetition. I used some-
what less precise expres8io~8, such as the "~mid-
dle class" and the "educated lower middle classes".
It is not my fault if P.M. ocul.dnot find out (could-
nrt he really?) what I actually meant. Even ord1nary
bourgeois reviewers understood perfectly weIl to
whom I was referring. I certainly did not mean the
"middle cLaas in general", and if I used the expres-
eion lImiddleclass" then I d1d so in the us-ualconno-
tation, and not in that of "the new middle class"
which largely ooinoides with the oonception of the
"privileged employees", and not with the small proper-tY-holder!l.
Sometim~ soicae of the prosperous oapitalists. of thé
"priVUeged employees" or of the lower middle classes
(in Marxian Language oalled "petty bourgeoisie"), and
Bometimes self-educated upatart workers, the intelleo-
tuals are divä ded into var ious mcome groups • just as
the prop erty hol ders are. Some of them, the n Ins",are
satisfied with the existing system; others. the "outs~.the underpaid or unemployed. are just as atrenuouslyopposed to it. The "ins" devour an enormoUS part ofthe national wealthj they enjoy a bourgeois standard
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of living, and in their large masS are always ready
to side with the existing system against the manual
workers.
In short, formally "employees", the "ins" are in
fact, due to their higher educational qualifications,
minor partners of the capitalists as a wholejthe les-
ser nobility, as it were, within the great bourgeois
aristocracy of the modern age. And in proportion as
the major partner, the capitalist, becomes a mere
consuming parasite, leaving most of the functions of
technical and comnercial management to his "paid em-
ploye es" - in the same proportion these "employees ft

become the potential suooessors of their employers.
But, being satisfied with their social position,they
are naturally a conse rva.täve element; they are not
in a hurry to dispossess their masters (or major part-
ners); for any serious interferenoe with the property
relations may disturb the social peaoe and endanger
their own privileged inoomes.
In writing about the various mass movements,I was of
course dealing ohiefly with the "outs", the unemployed
or underpaid journalists, lecturers, oollege graduates
and undergraduates, "lawyers without olients and doo-
tors without patients" (Marx), educated ex-workers in
searoh of a white-collar position - in short,all that
motley army of impeounious or starving intellectuals,
near-intelleotuals and would-be-intellectuals,that is
dissatisfied with the existing system and is very of-
ten militantly active in the various radiaal or fas-
cist movements. It is this group which, in my opinion,
has the ambition of eliminating the oapitalist olaas
of parasitic oonsumers, and· of establishing its ownrul e in a system bas ed on government ownership and.,.an
unequal distribution of inoomes.
I adeit that, to support my thesis, I have largely
resorted to adduoing the Russian example. For that
system has evolved an enormous hierarohy of intel-
lectuals who are bureaucrats at the same time: ad-
ministrative office-holders, technioal managers and
engineers, savants, journalists, professors,writers,
Marx-theologians, army offioers, soientific spies,
trade-union and sports organizers - who owe their
bourgeois oomfort to the labor of the uneducated work-
ers and peasants.
Faced by this orushing example, P.M. has resorted to
a very ingenuous argument. Russia, he says, is just
a. <m.pitalist state in whioh the bureaucrats -are ths
capitalists. The rest of the population, intellectu-als, workers, peasants, are subject to that new oapi-talist cLaea , juet as they are sUbjeot to .the capltal-

- lS -

ists in any other country. 'fhue, there is a capital-
ist d1ctatorship in Russia, and therefore it is pre-
posteroue to talk of a domination by intelleotuals.
You don't believe it? Here lt is in his own words:
"the group of people who has the sole right of diS-
posalover produotion" are "not the intelleotuals
but the State bureauoraoy, whlch of oourse also em-
1f)raoesintellectuals" , "the Russ5.an intellectuals are
dominated by the Russian bureaucracy, juet as in
other countries they are dominated by oapital"(page
25); "nc trace of a rule by intell ec+uaï,s is disoov-
erabIe under either system. The intellectuals are no-
where identical with the State" (page 26); "the Rue-
eian bureaucraoy is at the same time the Ruseian
capitalist class, since it fulfills the oapitalist
funotions", (page 27).
Yet o~y a few pages earlier (page 17) when speaking
of the antagonism between workers and intellectuals
which he had to.admit, he had said: "The struggle of
the workers against the inte~l.~ctuals (in the capi tal-
ist countries-M.N.) could pracrUoally be only a strug-
gle against the labor bureaucr acy ; cr , as today in
Russial a struggle against the State bureauoracy";and
further, on the same page: "It is not until and unless
a state capitalist revolution has been successful,
(which apparently means only Russia-M.N.) it is only
then that the struggle aga ms t the bureauor~ and
hence against the intellectuals~emphasis-M.~is
taken up again with redoubled fieroeness". So there
is "no traae of a domination by intellectuals" who
are "dominated by the Russian bureauoracy", and yet
the workers will have to take up Uthe struggle again-
st the bureauoracy and hence againat the intellectu-
als". On page 27 the bureauorats are the "capital-
ists", and on page 17 they are the "intellectuals".
Now, what is the meaning of "bureauoracy"? Any dic-
tionary will supply the information that it means
"Government officials oollectively". In Russia,where
every branch of the o01Jntry's eoono~ic an~ oultural
1 ife is managed by the Government , every man who is
not a peasant or a manual worker, is a government
office-holder, a member of the bureauoracY,no matter
whethex he is a judge, a political administrator, a
factory manager, an engineer or a ohe~iet, a higher
transport or postal enployee, a journalist,an actor,
a si~ger, professor, trade union organizer, army of-ficer or b~~k aooountant; a oertain amount of educa-
tion or training exceeding the average educationallevel of the manual worker guarantees him a soft joband a sa1ary whiOh is above the average wage of amanual worker. (One may disregard here the "border
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cases", such as the lower grades of the office-work-
ers typists, fHing clerks, etc., who generally are
clo~er to the workers both by their educat äonaf level
and by their rncome , There are similar "border cases"
between small capitalist employers and workers as
weIl). All of these groups are at the s~ne time bur-
eaucrats and intellectuals - the in~ellectua.lst as a
social K~ simply becoming~~ __È.!ll'eaucratsof a
system with a government-owned economy.
Once this is the case, it is rather comioal to say
that in Russia the intellectuals are ruled by the
bureaucrats; one might just as weIl say that in the
United States the property-owners are ruled by. the
capitalists, or that under the feudal system tne no-,
bility was ruled by the aristocracy. One may,of course,
say quite correctly that in Russia the means of pro-
duet ion are owned ~e bureaucrats as a whole, who
benefit by them at the expense of the rest of the pop-
ulation. But this would be exactly the confirmation
of my thesis: that under a system of government-owner-
ship the intellectuals as a whole. f9~~ing the state
bureau2-~ are the masters of the countrr.
NOi'V,to suit h Ls argument, P.M. simply draws a divid-
ing class line between the upper and the lower levels
within the same class. To him the bureaucrats are only
the super-commissars and trust managers wno give or-
ders and are re~arded with Rolls Royces and villas in
the Oaucasus or in the Crimea. The rniddle and lower
grades of the politieel, technical and cultural state
apparatus, the plain intelleotuals with only a Buick
or Chevrolet to their soul, witn a modest country
house for the summer,and only one servant.- these un-
fortunates, who can give orders to the workers only
and must carry out the instructions of the higher-ups,
are of an altogether different class substance: they
are the oppressed and exploited "employees", "intel-
Le ctua.La" - maybe even "proletariane" ? - suffering
under the yoke of a emaIl number of bureaucratic-
capitalist leviathans.
Those to whom auch pl eading sounds convinc ing ahoul.d
be reminded that the same methods oould be appl ied to
the capitalists as well. In Amer ioa it is only the.
managing boards of a few hundred concerns - and that
number could be even still more reduced - whioh aotu-
ally direct the destinies of the countryj the average
or small manufaoturer or business man is at the mercyof the Roekefell ers, the Mor gans or the Ou Ponts j as
aresul t, he usuall y hate.sthose capi tal ist "demi-gbde
just as much as the average Russian intellectual-bur-eauerat detests his superior - whose place he would
I ike to take. Yet there ie in both cases a.common bond

- 20 -

of interest between the top and the middle - as again-st the mass of workers and peasants.
P.M. tries to prove h äs thesis that a "diotatorship
of th: .intellectuale" is impossible by the aesertion
that tne majority of the intellectuals has alwaye
gon~ along with capital ·and still today goes with the
rullng class". The fact is that the majority of eveiYoppressed or "under-priVlleged" class under flnormal
oonditions is always under the sway of the ideology
of the masters; it is only under ex~ptiona.l revolu-
tionary ciroumstancee that it joine the determined re-
bellious minority. Ever growing sections of the more
enlightened part of the intelligentsia in non-Fascist
Europe and America are flocking now to the various
Marxist (#) partiesj they see in the Russian sxample
the poSSibility of putting an end to thair eoonomio
insecurity, the hope of throwing off the finanoi~l
magnates, and the prospect of becoming masters of ths
country themselves. They are the pioD'''Iereof their
claea , Even among the fasoist intelleotuals _ aa will
be shown later - there ie a tendency towards a sort
of super-totalitarianiem under which ths state,that is
the bureaucracy, would altogether do away with theprivate capitalists.
Of course large groups of well-paid "ins" a.mong the
intellectuals will to the ve~y last remain faithful
to the private oapitalist systemj but so will like-
Wise oertain "proletarian" elements, such as police-
men, body-guards, flunkeys, foremen, highly skilIed
workers, municipal laborers and o·ther "civil servants"
with steady jobs who are satisfied with ths existingsystem.
In Russia the "speoialists" remained enemies of the
Bo~shevik regime until they lost all hope that ths
pr~vate capitalist system would ever come baok. Under
the old system they were so well paid that they pre-
ferred to be nprivileged employees" rather than equal
or minor partners of a new politioal bureaucracy
whioh Was foroed to Clip their salaries. In a similar
way part of the capitalist class, espeoially high ti-
nance, ~der certa1n condit1ona, preters the feudal
or semi-feudal system to bourgeoiS democraoy, if the
for~er gives their speoial group the opportunity of
enrlching itself at the expense of the other oapital-
iata. The old RUasian bureauoratio inte~ligentsia was
~atura.llY counter-revolutionary, for it feIt that theolsheviks i'Vouldtake away the ir soft jobs and rele-
r#) It ia not oorreot that the Cömmuniat Parties areon the wane; their 1nfluenoe ia now growing in France,Belgium, Spain, U.S.A •• etc.
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gate them to minor posts, The Bolshevik revolution
began with a dictatorship of a specific group of in-
tellectuals - the most active militants of the revo-
lutionary upheaval - which exercized its dictatorship
even over the other groups of intellectuals; ~d as
long as there was not enough to satisfy everybody,
they were getting all the good things exclusively for
themselves, But gradually, with the development of
the country1s industries, they were able to improve
th9 position of the other sections of the intelligent-
sia as weU, thus eventually weaning them away from
thair traditional subservience to the old private
cap italist ideolog~T,
In denying t~at the intellectuals are capable of en-
gaging in any poliCy corresponding to their own class
interests, P,M, falls back upon the old theory that
consciousness is determined by our surroundings, that
we are all blind manikins in the hands of inexorable
economic forces, and so forth. We have heard these
things before, Nobody denieB that consoiousness does
not work in a vaouum and that more often than not we
are pushed where we think we are pushing. But there
is auch a thing as going a little bit too far in the
denial of the role of consciousness, During the War,
the bourgeoisie the world over, to avoid utter de-
feat, did introduce the element of consoious planning
into the economio life of their respeotive oountries;
the foroible collectiv1zation of Russian farming was
a conscious act of a bureaucracy bent upon fortifying
its position, In both cases the economio interest of
the acting classes involved was the driving force,
which is what you call the hurnan factor, and not the
"objective" or "extra-human" element of the growth
of the social forces of product ion,
It is this economie interest wnich early in the nine-
teenth century induced an energetic minorlty among the
intellectuals and self-taught workers to join various
radical democratio end revolutionary movements;and 1t
is the same economio interest whioh in the present
hopeless economio situation has made them oonsoiously
turn towards Sooialism-Communism or towards Fasoism,
as a short out to power,
P.M. makes a very eweeping statement (p,23) to the
effeot that "apart from the Russian example, there is
as yet no oase end no country in which a politicalbureaucracy, with the oonquest of politioal power,
ruled society also economically," WeIl, that "apartof the Russian example" is amusing enough, for that
exanple alone proves that it can be done, But thereare also other historical examples. K,A.Wittfogel inhis IlDasErwachende China" (p,16) shows how in old
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a.gricultural China the necsssity of regulating the
flow of the big rivsrs has created "a powerful water
di~tributing (11terally "Wasserbau" ) bureauora.oy"
WhlCh waa the Chinese "master olassn• And on pp,24-;6 h~ ~hows how aftel' the abolition of feudalism the

admlnlatr~tive bureauoraoy" beoame not only the "ru-
ling class , but in faot, though not formally the
oollective owner of the entire land the taxe~ which
they squeezed out of the peaaants béing "in this case
identical with ground rent,nAfter that it is only as
the merest curious detail tha.t I may ment ion the fam-
0';l8 "oomaunIam 11 of the Jesuits in Paraguay in the
elghteenth century, where the monks - a sort of oler-
ioo-fasoist intelleotuals of 200 yaars ago - owned
and ruled economioally and politioally the whole ooun-
try, the Indian natives slaving for them "communistio-ally, "
With an attempt at saroasm P,M, writes that the in-
tellectuals as a Sooial group noannot prooeed inde-
pendently - it cannot do Nomad the pi.easure of find-
ing his prediotions oonfirmed" (p,23). And he pointe
to the fa.otthat there is no solidaritx among them,
while the workers are forced to practice solidarity;
that the intelleotuals are ready to flirt either with
Stal in or with Mussol ini and to turn for support to-
day to the working olass and tomorrow to the oapital-
ists, Here again his argt1mentation does not hold
w~ter, Independent aotion is no speoial oharaoteris-
t~o of a olass and no speoial re~uirment for being
viotorious, The bourgeoisie in its struggle against
~he,fe~da.ls, leaned upon the workers and the peasa.nts;
lt lS Just as r~ady now, when threatened by the werk-
ers, ,to unite with the feudals, or with the olergy,
the lntelleotuals of the feudal age, so to speak,Sim-
il;rly, the intellectuals, to get power or politioal
in.luenoe, are ready to take their a.llie8 wherever

hey uan find them, prepared te betray any of them
if by sc doing they can oonsolida.te thair power.
Nor is solidarity a speoific oharaoteristio of a
class. No olass ever praotioes solidarity within its
ranks, e~cept under very pressing and extraordinary
~ircumatanoes, Normally one-half of the working 019.8s
~~ ready to soab on the ether half; before and during
a \ War the A..F,L, workers made it their bus mess tocca on striking I,W.W, workers; and the I,W.W., in
romErehenaible resentment, ocoasionally retaliated,in urope aooialist werkers would often act in a sim-lar way against their more radioal dissenters, One
~~oup of ca.pitaliats is always engaged in outtinge throats of another group and various groups ofoapitalists are interested i~ various forms of govern-ment, No wonder then that one group of intelleotuals--
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Fascists or Communists as the case might be--in its
ambition tgmonopolize all the good jobs, is ready to
exterminate the other group.
True the interests of the workers , as the v "i.ermost
clas~, may eventually compel them to practicö ~olidar-
ity against all their exploiters, while the ol~garchi-
cal tendencies within each exploiting or potentially
exploititg group make for continuous dis~ension~
among them. But in this respect, the var~oua quarre~-
ling clans of power - hungry intellectuals are no d~f-
ferent from those of all the other exploiting classes,
past or present, whether capitalists or land-holders.
Do I have to dweIl upon such "inaccuracies" - to put
it mildly - as the one where P.M. says that "the in-
tellectuals have no economie functions" (p.34).It is
simply amazing how anybody can say such a thi~g i~
the present phase of capitalism, when ~he cap~t~l~~t,
in most cases, has be oome a pure paras~te"fulfü~mg
merel y the "funetion" of owning and conaumang, whüe
the intellectuals are in charge of all the aspects of
economie and technical management, political adminis-
tration and cultural leadership of the entire capital-
ist systemJ

II - FASCISM AND BOLSHEVISM

The aspirations andappetites of the intellectua1
"outs" can find their express ron and satisfaction in
various "ideo10gies" in "pro'Le tarIan" Marxism,in the
aristocratie Paretis~ Of the Italian Fascists~ or, in
the race gospel of the Nazis. Just as the cap~ta1~~t
bourgeoisie under differant circumstances can embrace
the Voltairian iconoclasm of the French Republic, or
the medieval emperor-god worship of a militarist eemi-
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 Socia1 Structure of the Soviet
State"). They ar~ their major partners; they a~e
swallowing up an ever growing share of the nat~onls
wealth; and while in some countries they are now
greatly favoring their munition magnates, their tax-es and assessments are 1mpoverishing the bourgeoisie
as a whole in order to feed an enormoUS bureaucratie
machine. That machine does not stand "above theclasses" (:{f-seebottom of next page) ; 1t iS-both a
"protector" of the rioh and their blackmalling para-site at the same time; largely comparable +'0 thePraetorians of the Roman Empire, who, whll,epermitting
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the property-owners to exist, actually were the masters
of the count~y and lived at the expense of all tho
other classes of the popula t Lon , Of, 'if another examp'Le
is still necessary, there is the Japanes6 officersl

cas te , now in possess ion of ilianchuria which not only
rules the country politically ani rob~ it by taxation
as do the Fascists in Italy, but has also taken over'
the economie management and exploitation of Qost of
the -count.ryIS resources - not for the Japanese mill ion--
aires on the Ls Land Empire, 'but for the army that is
fOT itself. They are certainly not the flunk~ys of th~
Chinese-Manchu capitalists, nor of the Japanese multi-
millionaires whose most prominent representatives they
are in the hab it of "bumping of'f " from time to time •••
UndoUbtedly ~he 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.M. asserts that rasotsm "would never have come to
power" if it were at all possible that the fascists
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 hiroof the fact that there is an
openly anti-capitalist wing within the Italian fas-
cist party which recommends "the Road to Msocow"ji.e.
the expropriation of the capitalistsj and that in the
opinion of those famlliar .vith the situation, Musso-
lini, if driven to a corner, \'1illnot hes ttate to turn
BOlshevik~ if by so doing he oan save the ruïe of his
party - the party of the most determined and energetio

(#) The Fascists of Italy have repeatedly forced the
capita~ists to increase wag2s,to shorten hours and
e~en.to take on numbers of ~~employed workers. They
d~d ~t at moments when they thought it necessary by
some "anti-capitalist" gesture to win the allegiance
of the workers,or,as in the case of the unemployed,
for the purpose of reducing their fiscal, expenses,
preferring,as they did, to use the Treasury for the
ne~ds ,?f the bureaucracy. If P.M. says that such ath~ng as "objectively not poas IbIe " and that "nothtngof th~ sort has so far happened",he simply chooses todeny racts which in their time were generally report-ed in the newspapers.
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section of the intelligentsia. Ui')
If ~ 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 same
reason for which many wor kers likewise don the black
or brown shirt. No dotibt, the influence.of react i on-
ary ideology plays a oertain part in ths process.But
it is 1argely the ir inpatience, their desire for a
short cut to power, that is r.espensible for ths suc-
cess of the new gospel. Many of the fascist intellect-
uals wotud join the Communist movement, if they saw
that it had any chances, or at least intentions of
winning 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 110t of anti-capitalist revolt.
Over and over again P.M. repeats the Stal inist 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 aetually happened -
and why it happened - in Italy and GermaIlY, 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 fro~ the proletarian menace or
from its internal weakness - that brought about fas-
cism in Italy. The first menace had been taken caRe
of by the socialists themselves, when the jitters ex-
per ienced by tre bour geois ä e dur ing the near-revol u-
tion of 1920 induced the capitalists to enter that
alliance with Mussolini1s 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 O~ indirect
exactions for the maintenance of the g07er~~ent
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 readilyaccepts.
This is not the place for repeating 8,11 the ciro..um-
m There is no longer any secret about Mussolini"soriginal intention of becoming Ital;,'IS Lenän ; andthat he chose hie other road to power only becausethe breach between him and his former comrades couldno longer be bridged. '
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stances which hoisted Hitler into power. Only dogmat~
ic blindness, judging äöcording to set formulas,could
assert that the Weimar Reptiblic, or a combination of
Weimarism with Bruening's or Schleicher's semi-consti-
tut ional ism, would not have just as well done the jobof saving German capita1ism.
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 big landed property
either; practically all the exploitation being done
in what one ,could call the old Chinese method des-
cribed by Wittfogel: taxation of the small property
holders for the sake of a parasitic bureaucratie and
military apparatus. It is for the possession of the
soft jobs in the civil service and in ~he officel's'
caste that struggles are waged there between the var-
ious groups of "outa" and "insn, 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 ~ital-
iSm itself is not affected, whether these machinationsare successful or not.
The Stalinists' insistence upon the thesis about fas-
ciem-and-monopoly-capitaliem is obvious enough. For
Y8&rs they have been repeating that the Trotekyists
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 1nexhaustible arsenal of.abuse
that is always calculated to hide the real issues.
He Lnz Ne'..lmann,a leading' German Oommun rst who, after
the catastrophe of 1933,for awhile engaged in inde-
pendent thinking, finally began to mutter something
about the dictatorship of the "Lumpenproletariattt:heactually meant the declasse intellectuals and semi-
~ntellectuals. He was severely called down and pun-lshed by h La masters in Moscowj for if the German
semi-intellectual Itdown-and-outers" were able to
seize power and to hold it as major partners of theGerman capitalists, then some people might become
Suspicious that it was a sL~ilar group of declasse
intellectuals and eemi-intellectuala who seized allthe'power in Russia and bas been holding it until now

- 27 -



under the guise of a "proletarian diotatorahip".
P.M. docilely accepts the Bolshevik thesis as to fas-
cist identity with fine.nce capital. And as if to make
up for thia auap'icrous harmony of opiniona, he ,supple-
ments it with another theory according to which the
house built by Lenin, Trotsky and Stal in is nothing
but a form of capitalism, subject to the same laws of
motion as any other ~apitalist system. He consistent-
ly speaks of "State C~pitalism", a term that many
writers, inc1uding th~ undersigned as weIl, have
100se1y app1ied 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 economie system whose means of produotion are
socialized, or "bureaucratizedn which is the same, no
longer falls under the category of capitalism. It is
ncapitalism" only inasmuch as "capitalism" is accepted
as identical with nexploitation". But the two terms
are not identical. Capitalism, of course, necessarily
invo1ves exp1oitation; but there were forms of e~loi-
tation which oould not be caj Led oapitalistic. (#)

According to the best Marxist authorities which P.M.
certain1y reoognizes, oapita1ism no longer exists
where there is only one owner; and the Russian State,
that is, the bureauoracy, is only one sole firm,so to
speak. At the end of his book Das Akkmnulations-und
Zusammenbruchs-Gesetz, the well-known Marxist Profes-
sor Henryk Grossmann analyzea the idea whether capi-
ta1ism coul.deven tually aasume tne form of a "aeneral-
KartelI", l.e., of a One-Big-Trust system. He denies
this posSibility and daclares that, once matters have
gotten to that point, capitalism will not exist any
longer and its plaoe will have been taken "either by
a plain s~tem of domination (Grossmann uses the ex-
pression 'offenes Herrsohaftsverhaltnisi, whioh it is
difficult to translate litarally - M.H.) as in the
Middle Ages (which may mean only the re1ation of the
feudal lord to h Ls serfs) or a sooratist'commonweal th
(sozialistisohe Gemeinwirtschaft)".
As a good old Socialist, with sympathies for the U.S.
S.R., GrosSmann was reluctant to dweIl in greater de-
(#) The immense majority of readers still identifies
the concept of socialism with the absenoe of exploita-
tion - an assumption which is altogether wrong.lt was
precisely for the purpose of indicating the exploit-
ing essence of Soviet Russials eoonomie system thatin my previous writings I used the term of State Capi-
talism.But the term "unequalitarian soeialismn wouldbe more appropriate.
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tail upon this alternative. He apparently feIt thathe was on dangerous ground for, as far as the present
writer knows from personal eonversation with him the
professor refuses to Oo~nit himself as to the ohárae-
ter of the Russian social system and calls it vagusly
a "pro'lete.rian state". Had he disregarded these per-
sonal~sympathies> he would have had to state that
~hat.lollow~d upon the elimination of private capital-lsm rn Russla was a 9ombination of both "soc äaä rsm"and "Herrsehaftsverhal tnis" •
For, paradoxical as it may sound to some readers ex-
ploitation is just as much possible under socia11sm
as ~der anr other previous social system. If one were
to lndUlge ln prophesying one aould make a guess that
the com~ng,form of human explolt&t1on, as foreshadowed
~y Russ~a's system of government ownership and inQqual-
lty o~ ancomes, will Simply be called socialism, and
that ~n the ears of the underdog this word will assume
the same connotation of master-and-slave relationshipas feud.a.läsm and capitalram.
Theoretioally speaking, the essence of socialism has
always been merely 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 so many other ~raditional socialist Slogans. In
other words, socialism means primarily a change in
the form of product ion, o~ in ths ownership of the
means of production. T'nequestion of distribution has
always been ccnsidered as a secondary matter after
the first and most import~.t task of sociali~ation
~ad been carried out. Practically all socialist theor-
lSt~ t~ke it for ~ranted that immediately after the
soc7al;st revolution,during "the iirst phase of Com-
mun rsm , to use an expression of Marx there wouï d
b~ no equali~y of äncomee, (:/f) It'is bnlY under "the
hlgher phase~f oommunism" after God knows how many
generationa or centuries, hat the principle of "from
1#) There are a nuniber of passages in Marxls Critique
~f ~he ~otha Program dealing with the distribution

urlng the first phase of communism".These passages
h~~e been generally interpreted by all writers to the
~ ~ct that during the period in question there woilld
1e lnequality of compensation.Among these writers areGncluded such independent and dissimilar thinkers aS
s~orges Sorel,in his "Decomposition du Marxisme" and
\!ldney Hook in h äs "Towards the Understanding of Karl
aarx" >~either of whom could be accused of being anP010glst of the Stalin system whose offioial Marx-sChol~rs use the Same passages for justifying the in-equal~t1es of the Rt$sian regime.
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each according to his aoilities, to each according to
his neede" would be applied. (It is hard to assume
that a genius of the sharp intelligence of a Marx
should not have aeen thru the hazinesa, not to aay
deceitfulneas, of thia formula. For who ia to dater-
mine a manIs nneede"? None other apparently than the
bureaucrata, the aame man who in preaent-day Ruasia
deternine that a high class manager "neede" or, let
us say, "deserves", aeveral thousand rubles a month,
while for an ordinary laborer or other plain worker,
one hundred or one hundred fifty a month ia auffi-
c ren t , )

P.M. uaes the old liturgical ,phrase of the "oontra-
diction between the productive forces and the produc-
tior. relations" for his wiahful content ion that "cap-
italism~ ••in all its manifestations must go under."
WeIl, if he means that the private capitalist s~tam
is doomed, I have no quarrel with his statement; but
the "state capitalism" Russian model which he in-
cludes amcng these manifestations, is no "capitalism"
such as envisaged by Marxist criticism. It is a 8y8-
tem of planned economy to which the Marxist concepts
are not applicable; and its disappearance, or more
correctly, its evolution towards a more equalitarian
(and libertarian) form of socialism will be subject
to altogether different laws, as to which thore are
no indications in the writings of the TeacheD.
Another exampLe of P.M. 's "wishful thinking" Ls h rs
content ion that a system, suoh 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 wo~d lead too far
afield to follow his entire agrumentation. Suffice it
to quote his conclusion whioh establishes the fallacy
of his reasoning. He says th~t "in highly developed
capitalist count.rtea ,.•any revolution is of necessity
a workers' revolut~on (because) •••state capitalism ••
likewise is incapable of i~proving their situation"
(my emphasis - M.N,)
The very opposite is true. Even that one per cent of
planned economy, or s'tate capitalism, or pa.berna'Ltsm ,
ii you wish, which was instituted by the New Dealers,
has undoUbtedly improvsd the situation of large eec-
tions of the working clase and won the sympathies of
the masses ior President Roosevelt. Only seotarianism
)aD assert that if some unforeseen event should giva
the power to a combination of, let us say,left-Wing
,~ew Dealers, Socialists an d pink Oommun äsna, they
vould not open the closed plants and so increase the
~ountry's productivity as to have enough for raising
substantially 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 man~gera and directors; ~ut 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
cert a Injy be modified by further struggles of the
wor kers intent upon obtaining a ~arger 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.

In - "COUNCILS" AND SOVIETS

There is a eertain very definite purpose behind all
this frantic and contradictory pleading. It is not
merely ~he desire to defend the purity and the cor-
rectness of the Marxia.'1scheme of thinQ's \'l'ithits
two-dimensional pattern of "capitalist\î' and "prole-
tar ran", that knew of ne intellectualS as the possible
inheritors of capitalist exploitation, and whose no~-
descript "petty-bourgeoisie" was bound to become a
p~r~ of the "proletariat."
F.M. is the representative of a new revolutionary cur-
rent that is out to regenerate Marxism af ter its de-
filement at the hands of the Socialiste and the Com-
munists. That new current - its followers call them-
sel ves n Counc 11 Communists " _ at so hope s to win over
the masses still under the 8way of the Teaeher's un-
worthy disciplas. It seas in the Workers. Councils
the instrument for destroying the eapitalist system
and,for establishing the dictatorahip of the prole-
tar äat.

Now, the Council Communists realize that a critioism
~f the ~ntell j,gen'Csie,as the rul ing cl.aas of the com-
l.ng per1.od of a sOJializeèt forrJ of eccncmy , is iirf!c-
ted nO"G,onlY agatne t the 800iaJists ar..:i t;1'3'.:'or.rr~è4:.1ists,
b~t aga ms t their own ambitions for power as w"ll.
They will, of course, violently contest this consid-
er rng that they do not cone t i t ute a party; that 'Ghey
include practically no intellsotU3.1s, and tha't t!:eir
concept ion of the proletarian revolution is not that
of t~e B91shevik party dictatorship but the truly
Marx1.st l.dea of a real dictatorship of the workingJnas!3es.
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Well we have heard these things before. The modern
Fren~h post-War eynd.Lcati.eta - 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 togethar
have repeatedlY pointed out to them that at bottom
this was only another form of bolshevism;for, con-
sidering 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
un ions, such as the Hendersons , the Jouhaux, tne Wm.
Greens, the Legiensor Tomskys, all of whom in time
became first class politicians and even cabinet mem-
bers, differing in nothing from the "regular" in~el-
lectuals. A social system whose economie and pol~ti-
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
intelÎeotuals 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
organi zation.
And how about the "OounoiLs "? In the April, 1936 is-
SUO 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, th~ worker~' coun-
oils, for the time being, will certainly have ~mpor-
tant political' functions still to repress the remnànta
of capitalist power. Their political function of gov-
erning, however, will be gradually turned into nothing
but the economic function of managing the collective
process of product ion of goods for the needa of soc-
iety" •
Were the Russian Boviets - áhd "Soviet" means nothing
else but "Council" - not holding out the aame promise
of "withering away" of the State? Who, pray, will
carry out these "important political functions to re-
pre ss the rem:aanta of capitalist power"? The masses?
Or will it not be rather a special, well-armed body
of trUQy proletarian Cheka-men, under the gui~ce of
well-educated ex-workers, the most ardent militanteof the "Cbunoil"idea? Where is the guarante.ethat,
these men. once entrusted with "important politicalfunctions to repress the remnants of capitalist power"will not repress the workers as well, by deceiving and
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disarming them gradually, the way it was done by the
just as ardent and honest Bolshevik Soviet milit~~ts?
And will the sum total of all these ardent and honest
council militants not constitute a party,whether they
adopt that name or not? And will that party not be in-
terested in establishing a privileged bureaucracy liv-
ing on the fat of the land just as was done by the
Russian bureaucracy? Do the Council Communiste mean
to say that their pur~ Marxist principles will pre-
vent them from doing so? Do they actually believe
that any class or gruup 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 "prmc tples "
which were opposed to exploitation?
P.M. IS reply is very simple. "The means of production"
he says "in the hands of the producer - by which the
technically necessary centralism is n,tprecluded but
rendered imperative - that is communïsm." No - that
is not "communtem "] that is just sheer phrasemonger-
ing. The "necessary centralism" actually does away
with "the means of production in the hands of the pro-
ducers", i.e., of the factory ccunc 11s, if I correctl y
get P.M. 's meaning. That "necessary central tsm" is no-
thing but our good old Bolshevik state "bur eaucr-aoy
which under P.M. '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 energetio and the most intel-
ligent and educated individuals - merely the basio
embrycnal unit of the new "proletarian" aristocracy
that invariably rises above the masses, ~ process
that is as old and as melancholy as the history of
all human mass struggles since the begir~ing of time?
In an effort to show how , acccr däng to the oonception
of the Council Communists, the whole sooia1 fabric is
pl'actically in the hands of the workers themselves,P.
M. writes that the "enterprise is the starting point
of their (the workers') insurrection, the basis of
their dictatorship and efforts at social reorganiza-
tion". And what about the millions of the unemployed-
-Sometimes one-third of the nopulation - who will have
to be taken care of? Before they get "the means of
production in their hands" and can "start" anythingat their "enterprise, it is the State, that is the
bureaucracy, that will have to tackle the problem of
r~o~ganizing the industries, of opening the idlè faa-
t~r~es and of distributing work to the unemployed.Andwl.ll the State bureaucracy, onae it had aoqu ired suah
an enormous power, voluntarily give up the source ofthat power?
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There is a very suspiCioUS passage on page 33 of P.M.a'rt Lcle s He says there quite correctly that "without
economio equality there is no communist society".(r
take it that under "economie equality" he means plain-ly equaL pay for a dayts (#) work whether it be disa..•.
washing or teaohing astronomy). Then he adds: "This
equality must not only be actually poa s äbLe j it must
also be oapable of driving forward the productive
forces of so cietv, and until that time communrsm is
quite out of the question."
What does this mean? Does P.M. intend to say that nf
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 npt
be quite praoticable m~ediately? Not that I believe
that such full equality could be established immedi~
ately non the morrow after the revolution" as the
usual phrase goes. But if that complete economio e-
quality of incomes cannot be established immediately,
what will be the differenoe, except in personnel, be-
tween the "real" dictatorship of the proletariat, as
advooated by the Council Oommunf.sts, and the system
of exploitation now established by the Russian Com-
munists?
There is another suspicious sentence on the very same
page. P ..M. say~ that "with the setting as ä de of the
class relations (P.M. apparently means the abolition
of classes,M.N.) there van f.sha.Lso the aha.rp distino-
tions in the evaluation of the various labor functions."
If these worde have any significanee, then they can
mean only one thing: that there will be different in-
come levels~ but that these differences will not b~very "sharp • Now, who is to determine what is or
what is not a "sharp distinction?" It will be appar-
ently the Central Offioe of the Workers' Counoils or
whatever other name the Gover~~ent will assume. And
will that Government, that is, the politico-teohnical
office-holders, not be interested in establishing the
same distinctions that would be introduoed by anyother privileged body?
P.M. apparently felt that the educational rift -
which is a cï.asa rift - separating intellectual and
manual workers, would militate against the establish-
ment of complete economie equality right after the
inauguration of the "pr(Hetarian dicte.torship".80 he
[H) Taking it for granted that in harmful occupations
auoh as working in mines,sewers,etc.,the day will beshorter than in other industries or professions.
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dispOS9S of thie difficulty by simply declaring that
there are no "sharp distinctions", in fact,that there
are praotically no distinctions at al!. He actually
has the temerity to say that "the mass of the workers
have beoome skilIed workers"J (#) And that "the de-
mande placed on that element of the population per-
forming intelleotual functions are no higher than
those plaoed on the mass of the workers." Assertions
wh:oh are on par with the old demagogioal flatteries
of Kautsky, Bebel and Wilhelm Liebkneoht about the
intellectual superiority of the workers over the
bourgeoisie. The material kernel behind these flat-
teries being merely the perfeotly justified oonvio-
tion of the sooialist leaders that they were just as
able to run the oountry as their politioal opponents
from the c~pitalist oamp. In the same way P.M. identi-
fies an infinitws1mal minority of labor ar ratoorat.a -
the potential intelleotuals and future bosses - with
the "working oLass " at large. It isthe old,old story
of the leaders demanding power not for themselves but
for the masses whioh are so eduoated, so skilled, so
intelligent that they will be able to run the govern-
ment and the in1ustries all by themselves.
Having thus somewhat vaguely indioated that there.m~y
ne Some distinotions in inoome levels even alter the
establishment of the "proletarian diotatorship",P.M.
feels impelled to allay somewhat the misgivings as
to the truly equalitarian oharacter of his revolution.
"If oommunism", 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 sooial
fo~ces of produotion are impelling to communism and
th1S impulsion iS.the historioally determining fao-
tor". In other words, don't worry; some day the
"sooial foroes of produotion" will oonvinoe the
C~uncil Communists - or should I say Workers' Coun-
c11s1 - in oharge of the new system, that the time
has come to establish real equality of incomes. The
"social foroes of produotion" will work psyoholog-ical
miraclesj the ex-workers in oharge of the economie
and politioal administration will forget their "pres-
ent human egoism"; their egoism will apparently "find
aatisfa~tion in work in common" (p.32), and the bur-
eaucrat10 wolf will voluntarily acoept the same share
of the national wealth as the proletarian sheep. We
have read such stories once in the millenial v1sions
t#).It would be a waste of time to engage in the refu-
tat10n of such an asssrtion,for the operations of the
great majority of modern industrial workers can be}earned in a few days or weeks;and if this is "skill-Bd work",then a peanut peddler is a businessman and anam~ulant soieeore-grinder a manufacturer.
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of the Hebrew prophets, and also in some of the uto-
pian dreama of Charles Fourier. But this time they
are being served with a sauce of "scientifio seoial-
i sm" ••••

Do .Ihave te discuss the statement (p.34) that "there
remains ~or the werkers nothing but to take charge
themsslves of the social organizationtl? Whe-reare the
workers who are able to "take charge of the social or-
ganization"? Even if all wor kera were tlclass-oons-
cious" they could net tackle the job because ninety-
nine out of a hundred understand abeolutely nothing
of the complicated business of running a highlY in-
volved social system of the machine age.
Nc it is obviously not the "workers" whom P.M. means
by'this sentencej it is I repèat, that infinitesimal
minority of workers, subh as P.M. and his friends,who
have acquired a certain amount of edu~tion and who
have beoome intellectuals in fact - even if they are
still compelled to work at the geneh. As soon as the
rising of the workers shakes the foundations of ~api-
talism these "workera" will naturally Leave theu
benche~ and do what évery organized revol,utionary
leadership is bound to do: establish their own,diC-
tatorship as was done by the Bolsheviks, and llke
them, enjoy the advantages of their victory.
Do 1 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 prooesa" ':"
after they will have arrived at the top of the soclal
sy~tem and become a new privileged group jointly with
the other intellectual workers wbo will be under their
orders?
P.M. is altogether amazing.when he says that "the
necessarily spontaneous character of ~he insurrec-
tions ••••restricts the participation in them of the
intellectuals not yet proletarianized." Not yet prole-
tarianizedl As if the trotiblewere merely with the
bourgeois intellectuals, and nat 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 declasse~, the down-and':'outers,those who
are often poorer than the workers themselvea, who aa
a rule become the leaders of the workers, and who,so
far, have always betrayed them. (It is ~derstood ,that this refers to the groups as such wlthout anyreflections upon the personal sincerity of particular
individualS. )
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Having thus left the door open for the "proletar1an-
ized" intellectuals, P.M. says on page 35 that "the
present-day working class is quite in a poaition,
without and if nece saary, against the intellectuals ,
to make their revolution and to build up the new so-
ciety." In other words, he wants a revolutionary
movement headed by aelf-taught workers or ex-workers
like himself, with the "proletarian" intel~ectuals
playing a subordinate role. All the previous experi-
ence with the self-taught wor kers who make up the

trade ~~ion bureaucracy of the whole world,and con-
stitute a stibstantialpart - if nat the majority - of
Russials new bourgeoisie or nobility. has left him un-
impressed.
With a s~~plicity that is touehing he declares that
n the whole problem of the intellectuals is one of
subordinate importance.n And that "any difficulties
which may be oecasioned by the intellectuals (after
the revolution) may be dealt with i~ the framework
of the proletarian dictatorship." In,other worde, if
the iJarxistc91lege-boys of the C.P. will interfere
with the Marxist ex-workers of the C.C., our real
prole~arian G.P.U. will show them whatls what.

IV. THE PERMANENTREVOLUTION

My critic repeatedly mentioned the name of my .friend
and teacher Waclaw Machajski. thus mak1ng ,it appear:'
as though my opinions were in every respect identical
wi th those of the author of the Intellec1ua.li,orker.
Now, as P.M. IS presentation of some of our views was
not quite beyond reproach, I am quoting a few pas-
sages from my book Rebels and Renegades whieh in eon-
densed form give the gist of Machajski's opinions:
"In Machajskils conception, the socialist theories of
~he nineteenth century expressed the interests of the
lntelleetual workers - not those of the working class,
in which he plaeed the manual workers only.The merttal
wC?rkers, he a.rgued, were a risäng privileged class,
~~ght1ng for a place in the sun against the old priv~
l~eged classes, the landed owners and capitalists.
Hlgher, edueation was their specific "cap t taä " - the
source of their actual or potential higher mcomes,
Political democraey (or a revolutionary dictatorship.
according to cireumstances) was the first, and State
Capitalism (used here for the reasons explained inthe third footnote of Chapter 11 of this article) the
~ext, step to their domination. To achieve these ob-Jects they needed the support of the manual workers.The cpnfidence of the latter they won by helping them
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in their early struggles for better wages and bydangling before them the socialist ideal of eqt~lity.That eoc äal, ist Beyond was meant onl.y as propa~a:tl1a.,a.s
a sort of proletarian religion - not as an obJ~ct of
struggle for the living generation. The social~sm
which the radical intelligentsia really aspired to
was nothing but State Capitalism <'*)i a system of
government ownership, under which private capitalists
would have yielded place to office-holders, managers,
engineers' the coming form of exploitation in whioh
the intelÎectual workers receiving higher salaries
than thsse 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.
QAs a champion of the manual workers, particularly
the unskilled and the unemployed, he advooated revo-
lutionary mass struggle for higher wages and govern-
ment provision for the unemployed, as the only issues
of actual interest to tbe working class. The leader-
ship of tbat struggle he visualized in the hand~ of
an international secret organization of revolut~qn-
ists. Engaged exclusively in unifying, and in extend-
in~ the scope of, the spontaneous uprisi~ga of themanual workers and of the unemployed, th~s organiza-
tion "would diota te the law to the governrnents11 , usmg
the weapon of "world-wide strikes". In other words,it
would force the privlleged classes and their govern-
ments to provide either work or support for the unem-
ployed and to grant sweeping inoreases i~ the wag~s
of the manual workers. Elimination of pr~vat~ cap~~al-
ist profits automatic transition to State Capital~sm,
and finally'equalization of the incomes of the manual
workers wi th those of the new rulera would be the pro-
greae äve steps of the r evolut äonary maas struggle•
Equality of inoome woUld seoure to all an equal oppor-
tunity for higher eduoation and thus would do away
with all olass divisions. The function of government
having oeased to be the privilege of an educated min-
ority the State as an instrument of oppression rond
explo1tation would disappear. Marx considered that
exploitation oeased with the disappearance of theprivate capitalists. In Machajski1s opinion the Ma~x-
ian soheme of eliminating capitalists but maintain~ng
higher rewards for meDtal than for manual labor would
'substitute for the capitalists a class of hereditary
soft-handed intelleotuals who would perpetuate the I"slavery of the manual workers and of their offspring •

<*) The worde State Capitalism were UBed hére for thereaSons explained in the third footnote of Chapter 11
of this article.

Now, much as lagree with many of machajskils ideaà
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 aotually to
place his organization in the forefront of the class
struggle, enab'l ing it to bring any existing govern-
ment to its knees and to force it into making sweep-
ing economic ooncessions to the masses - what would
then prevent that organization from seizing power?
What would prevent it from eonsolidating its rule in
the same manner as was done by the Bolsheviks, and
from perpe~uating the Same economie inequalities
which are now so apparent in Soviet Russia? lts or1g-
inal equalitarian principles? But principles are like
promises. They hold good before the Reizure of power,
and are always disregarded af ter they have served
their pnrpoee.
In other words, the objection whioh 1 am rising
against Machajskils oonoeption of the"final" revolu-
tion is the Same that holds with regard to any other
revolutionary sohool, whether its followets call
themselves Bolsheviks, anarchists, syndioalists or
Counoil Communists. If they really adopt revolutiori-
ary measures for the overthrow of the existing system
they can do nothing elae but what was done by the
Bolsheviks: seize power, organize a revolutionary
government even though tney may give it another name,
defend it againet the react äonarres at first,and then
OODSolidate it against the masses as well in the in-
terest of a better paid new aristooracy of offioe-
holders, t~ohnicians, and other members of the eduea-ted layers of society.
P.M. conoludes that my position practioally amounte
to the old, old popular diotum "Thus it had been,
thus it is, and thus 1t will remain"; in other words,
that.- as the saying bas it - I consign the poor to
stat~stios and to eternal slavery. My or1tio's ind1g-
nati,?n a~ my "skeptioism" would be rroreoonvincing 1f
in h~s m~d the idea of workiijg olass emancipationwere not identical with hie own grouplS acoession topower.
As ~ matter of fact, my "skepticism" is the very op-
po~_~te of submission to fate. On the contrary,it im-
pl~es permanent revolt against any status quo:capital-ist exploitation of today, as weIl as sooialist in-equal ity of tomorrow. It is directed both agaillst theprop.erty-o\"mingoppressors of today and the job-hold.·1ng
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"liberatorsn of tomorrowi against the middle class o~
yesterday which used the workers in its ~truggle agaln-
st feudal tyrannYi and against the ne~ ml~dle class of
today which uses them a~ainst the capltallst bourgeoi-
sie' against ths colleg~-trained apolQgists of the
coming form of slavery, and against their competitors
from the ranks of the self-educated wx-workers.
The bas Ic tenets of my "skep,ticism"could be summar-
ized aS follows:
1. The composition of the labor movements iz:.v~lvesan
inevitable partnership of mass and leadershlp,a,p~t-
nership which, though to a certain extent beneflcla~
to the masses, invariably results in a tragic confllct
between the interests of the elite and those of the
following.
2 These leading elites being more educated than the
m~sses, are essentially'aristocratic in character, z:.o
matter whether they profess to be democratic,anarchlst,
socialist-communist, syndicalist or fascist.
3. Like aU aristocratic groups , these ~lites a~e ::n-evitably Machiavellian or amoral in thelr policles!
keeping up their own "moxaLe" with all,sorts of phll-
osophical justifications (rationalizatlons) ~nd re-
sorting constantly to a conscious or uncons~lous de-
cept ion of the masses. All their consideratlons re-
cedebehind the one central purpose of obtfl.in~ngand
maintaining all power and its resulting beneflts for
their specific revolutionary or counter-revolutionarygroup,
4. Sooner or later all of these movements evolve cer-
tain religious features, the ana'ïogy ,'(i,ththe mate~ial
growth and spiritual decay of many of tne 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 soclal status of the downtroddeh.
6. There is an ever recurring competition for power
between the various groupsof the educated mal?ontentsin charge of these mass movements. That competltiQn
for power, with the help, and at the expens~ of theuneducated masses engaged in'physical work,ls at thesame time a guaranty against stagnation and the per-
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petuation of the sta,tuequo.
7. After the elimination of the capitalist owners,
there fellows inevitably a period of in'ternecinecon-
tests between various g~oups of u1tellectuals and ed-
ucated ex-workers for predo~inance within the govern-
ment m~ohine.- the Trots~y-Stalin oomplex _ oaused'by
the .011garohlOal tendenorss prevail ing \'1 ithin each
rullng class , The urge to win foroes the rebeJl ious
rivals to appeal to the dissatisfaotion of thè manual
w?rkers and to aSsist them in obtaining a Iarger
Share of the nat ional inooqJe.This process is aooom-
pan äed by the rtse of the most eduoated and the most
intellige~t elements among the manUal workers them-
sel~es, jo~ning eitter of the contending groups ormaklng thefr own bid for power.
~. ,Thes~ three-.or four-cornered struggles for power,JOlned ln occaslonally by disinterested idealists
championing the caUSe of the underdoe, constitute the
ele~nts of the permanent revolytion which will un-
ceaslngly work for the continuous rise in the material
and educa~ional standard of tue working masses _ even
though arlstocratic tendencies making for oligarchiCal
rlileand the more privileged status of thos wielding
tne most efficient combination of knowledge, intelli-
gence and ruthlessness, may pers ist in one form oranother.
9. For those who are not out for pdwer or personal ad-
vantage,and whose sentiments are with the horny-handed
':lnderdog,there is only one thing to do: To give up the
}dea that there colildbe any specific organization of
I really proletarian" rebels which is more "hcnest " or" . ,more conslst~nt" than all the other parties or groups.For every organization wants only one thing: power;
th~t is privilege,for itself and for its more aQtive
members, Those who are eager for a goed fight may fur-
t~er the cause of'the workers by joining any revolu-
tlonary or trade union organization which in one way
or another is opposed to the existing system, Each of
~hese organizations,in its endeavor to win tbe workers,
lS bound to help them in obtainj,nghigher wages,short-
er noura and jobs or relief for the unemployed.VVithinany of these organizations a disinterested working
olass rebel aan do his useful work by pushing forward
any workin~ Class struggle for bet ter oondi t äone; and
by denounclng the leaders if for one reason or anotherthey may be suspected of restraining the masses or of
sel:ing them out •.Any large-scale wage struggle, anylaroe-sc~e Campalgn of the unemployed for jobs, isfraught wlth the potentialities of a general upriBing
of the masses, of the expropriation of the capitalists,and,of the establishment of a planned socialist econo-
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my, with its further struggles fo~ mor~ ~nd always
more cnntinuously reducing the dlsparltles between
~~aterial and educational level of the bureaucra-
tie masters and that of the slaves of physical labor.
ThiS is my concept ion of the Perma~ent ~evo~utio~. It
is permanent, and it knows of no mUlen •.um an \'lhl?h
full harmony has been achäeved once .for all eternl ty.
The fina1 revolution may be 1eft to those who dream
merely of their own e1evation over the masses.

- Max Nomad -
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THE PARTY AND THE WORKING CLASS.

The first traoes of a new labol'movement are just be-
ooming vlsib1e. The old movement is organized in
parties. The belief ln parties is the main reason for
~he ~mpotenee of the working class; therefore we avold
rorm mg a new party - not because we are to"ofew. but
because a party ls an otganlzätion that aims to lead
and control the workmg claas ,
In opposition to th1s, we maintain the working class
can rise'to ~ictory 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 own groups, but must think,act and
deeide for themselves. This conoepti~n is in sharp
oontradiotion to the tradition of the party ae the
most important means of educating the prolatariat.
ThereÎore many , though repudiating the Socialist and
Communist parties, reeist and oppose us. This is part-
ly due to their ·"raditional conoepts j aftel' viewing
the cj aes struggl e as a struggle of part ies, it be-
Comes difficUlt to oonsider it as purely tbe struggle
of tbe working olass, as a class struggle.But part1y
tbis ooncept is based on tbe idea tbat the party never-
theless p1ays an eseential and important part in the
struggle of the proletarlat. Let us investigate thie
latter idea more olosely.
Essentially, the party ls a grouping aooording to
views, conceptionsj the o1~sse8 are groupings aocord-
ing to economie intereats. C1ass membership is deter-
mined by one's part in tbe process of productionj
party membership ls tbe joining of peraons who agree
in their conoeptions of the social prob1ems.Formerly
it was tbought this oontradiotion would disappear .in
the class party, the"workers' party". During therise
of the Soeial-Demoeracy, it seemed that it would
gradually embrace the who1e working class, part1y as
members, part1y as supporters. Beoause Marxian tbeory
declared that similar interests be~et similar view-
points and aims, the contradictionObetween party and
class was expeoted gradually to disappear. History
proved otherwise. The Social-Democracy remained a
mL~ority, other working c1ass groups organized against
it, sections split away from it, and its own characterchanged. lts own program was revised or reinterpreted.
Tbs evolution of sooiety does not proceed alon~ aSmooth even line. but in oonfliots and contradiotiona.
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W1th the intensification of the workerst struggle,the
might of the ene~y also increasea and besets the work-
ers with renewed doUbts and fears as tO,which road,is
the best. And every doUbt brings on spl~ts,contrad~o-
tions and fractional bat tIes within the labor move-
ment.'rt is futile to bewail these confl~cts and
splits as harmful in dividing and weaken~ng the work-
ing class. The working class is not weak because it
is split up - it is split up because it is weak, Be-
oause the enemy is powerful and the old methods of
warfare prove unavailing, the working class must seek
new methode. lts 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 waYi tharefore the internal strug-
gles. It must relinquish old ideas and illusions and
adopt new ones, and because this is diffic~t,there-
fore the magnitude and severity of the spI~ts.
Nor can we delude ourselves into believing that thiB
period of party and ideological strife iB only tempor-
ary and will make way to renewed harmony. True,in the
course of the class struggle there are occasions when
aII forces unite on a great achievable objective and
tha revolution is carrLed on vri th the might of a
united working class. But after that,as after every
victory come the differences on the question: what~ext? Ánd even if the working class is victorious,it
is always confronted by the most difficult taak of
stibduing the enemy further, reorganizing production,
creat~g new order. It is impossible that aII workers,
all strata and grOupB, 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 onl
after the sharpest controversies and conflicts and
only thus will achieve clarity.

If, .n this situation, persons wi th the eame funda-
mental conceptions unita for the discussion of ~rao-
tical steps and seek olarification thru disouss~o~s,
and propagandize their oonclusions, such groups m~ght
be called parties,but they would be parties in ~n en-
tirely different sense from those of today. Aotlon,
the actual struggIe, is the task of the working mass-
es themselves, in their entirety, in their natural
groupings as faotory and millhande, or other na:uralproduotive groups, because history and eoonomy nave
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 wer? to gO
on strike while those of another continue to work.
But both tendenoies will defend their position onstrike or no strike in the factory meetings, thus af-
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fording an opportunity to arrive at a well-foundeddecis ion. The struggle is so great, the ene~y 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 enthus iaam, but aäac the
resul t of the mental force of thought, of clarity. In
thia lies the great inportanoe of such partiea or
groups based on opinions, that they bring clarity in
their oonflicts, discU6sions and propaganda. They are
the organs of the self-enlightenment of the working
class by means of which the workers find their way to
freedom.
Naturally such parties are not static and unchangeab Le ,
Every new Situation, every new problem will find minds
diverging and uniting in new grçups with new programs.
They have a fluctuating character and constantly read-
just themselvee to new situations.
Compared to suoh groups, the presen~ workerst p~rties
have an entirely different char~cter, for they nave a
different objectivei they want to seize power for
themselves. They aim not at being an aid to the werk-
ing class in its stru~le for emancipation, but to
ruls it themselves and proclaim that oonstitutes the
emancipation of the proletariat. The Social Ilèmocraoy
whiOh roee in the era of parliamentarism Gonceives of
this rule as a parliamentary government. ~e Communist
Party carries the idea of party rUIe thru te its fur-
thest extreme in the party diotatorship.
Such parties in distinetion to the groups descr ibed
above, must be rigid structures with clear lines of,
demarcation thru membership oard, statutes, party d~.8-
cipline and admission and exptüsion 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 Ioyal and unquestioning members of
their faith. While the working olass in its struggle
for power and viotory needs unlimited intellectual
freedom, the party rule must suppress allopinions
except its own. In "democratie" parties, the suppres-
Sion is veiledi in the diotatorship partiee, it isopen, brutal suppression.
Many workers already realize that the rule of the
Social ist or Communist party will be but the conceal-ed form of the rule of • bourgeoiS olass in which the
eXploitation and suppression of the working class re-ma ms , Inatead of these parties , they urge the forma-tion of a "revolutionary party" that will really aimat the rule of tne workers ~nd the realization of
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oommunism, Not a party in the new sense of those des-
oribed above. but a party as those of today, that
fights for power aB the vanguard of the olass.as the
organization of oonsoious. revolutionary minority
that seizes power in order to use it for the emanol-
pat ion of the olass,
We olaim there is an internal cont.radiot ron in the
term: "revol ut ionary party"-, Suoh a party oannot be
revolutionary, It is no more revolutionary than the
oreators of the thlrd Reieh, When we speak of revolu-
tion.we naturally speak of the proletarian revo1ution.
the seizure of power by the working elass itself,
The "revo1utionary party" lS based on the idea that
the working e1ass neede a group of leaders who van-
qulsh the bourgeoisie for the workers and to oon-
struot a new government - (note that the working
olass is not yet oonsidered fit to reorganize and
regulate produetion), But is rot this as it should
be? As the working olasa 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 thls not true as long as the masses wi11-
lngly endure capitalism?
Against thlS, we raise the question: what for~es ean
such a party raise for the revolution? How ls it able
to defeat the capita11st class? Only lf the masses
stand beuind it. Only if the masses rise and thru
maas attacks, maas struggle. and maas strikes, over-
throw the old regime. Wlthout the action of the mass-
es, there can be no revolution.
Two things can follow, Ths masses remaln in aotlon,
they do not go home and leave'the government to the
new party, They organize their power lnfaotory and
workshop, prepare for the further oonflict to the
complete defeat of capital; thru the workers' coun-
011s they establish a firm unlon to take over the
complete direction of all society - ln other worde,
they prove they are not as il,capab1a of revolution
as lt seemed. Of neoesslty. then, oonfliots wi11 a-
rise wlth the party whloh ltBelf wants to take over
power and whlch sees only diBorder and anarohy ln
the self-actlon of the working c1ass.Possibly the
workers will develop thelr movement and sweep out
the party. or , the party, wi th the help of bourgeois
e1ementB defeats the workers. In either case, the
party is an obstac1e to the revolutlon, b~cause it
wants to be more than a means of propaganda and en-,
11ghtenment; because lt feels ltself oalled upon to
lead and rule as a party,
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On the other hand the masaes may follow the party
faith,and leave to it the further direction of affaire.
T,l1eyfo110\•..the slogans from above , have confidence in
t~e new government (aa in Germany in 1918) that ia to
realize communiam and go back home and to work.Immedia-
tely the bour geo ä st e exerts Hs who Le cLa as power the
roots of which are unbrokenjit6 financial forcea)its
great intellectuals resources, and its economie power
in factories and great enterpriaes. Against tl1is the
government party is too weak.Only through mode rat i.on,
concessiona and yielding can it maintain itself.The
eX8use is given then, that more can not be secured at
the moment, that it is insanity for the workers to
try to force impossible demands. Thus the party.~t-
ved of c1as6 power becomes the instrument for maintai-
ni~~ bourgeois power.
We etated before that the term "revolutionary ~arty"
was contradictory in the proletarian sense.We ean
state it otherwise:In the term"revolutionary Party"
"revolutionary" always means a bourgeois revolution.
Al ways , when the masse El overthrow a government and
then allow a new party to take power we have a bourge-
ois revolution-the substitution o! a ruling caste by
a new ruling caste. It was so in Paris in 1830 when
the finance bourgeoisie supp1anted the landad proprie-
tors, in 1848 when the industrial bourseoisie supplan-
ted the financiers, and in 1870 the eombined petty
and large bourgeoisie took over the reins.
In the Russian revolution the party bureaueracy eame
to power as the ruling caste.But in Western Europe
and America the bourgeoisie is much more powerfully
entrenehed in plants and banks, so that a party bu-
reaucracy eannot push them aside.The bourgeoisie in
these countriea can be vanquished only by repeated
and united act ion of the masses in which they seize the
milIa and factories and build up their councils.
Those who speak of nrevolutionary partiesl! draw incom~
plete,limited conclusions from history.When the Soci-
alist and Communist parties bec~me organs of bourgeois
rule for the perpetuation of exploitation,these wel1
meaning people merely concluded th~t they would have
to do better.They cannot realize that the failure of
theee parties is due to the fundamental conflict bet-
\veen the eelf emancipation of the working class through
lts ovm power and the pacifying of the revolution
through a new sympatl1etic ruling clique.They think tney
are the revolutionary vanguard because they see the
masses in!ifferent and inactive.But the masaes are in-
active only because they cannot yet comprehend the
Course of the struggle and the unity of clas6 intereats.
although they instinctively aenae tl1e great power of
the enemy and the enorrnity of their taak.Once condi-
tion force them into act ion they will attack the task
of 6èlf organization and the eonquest of the economie
power of eapital.
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