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[iftieth. Anniversary of the
Death of Karl Marx.

Marxism

: versus
Social Democracy.

Comrades,

March 14th, 1933, marks the fiftieth anniver-
sary of the day on which humanity lost the most
important mind it has ever possessed. Karl
Marx, originator of Communism, founder and
lecader of the International Workingmen’s Asso-
ciation, the man who gave the proletariat ** the
consciousness of its own position and neceds, the
consciousness of the conditions of emancipation,”’
died on March 14th, 1883. In the workshop of
this mind was created the most potent, most com-
plete and most comprehensive work to be found
in the history of humanity.

Marx's doctrine 1s the most potent doctrine be-
cause it is the reflection of the objective truth. It
did not proceed from any theoretical principle with
its nucleus born in the *‘ realm of reason ’’ in
order to draw its further conclusions from this
principle.  On the contrary, by their- content
Marx's teachings are the theoretical expression
of the real struggle which was going on in his day
and is going on now in capitalist society with its
anarchic mode of production, that struggle be-
tween those who possess and those who do not
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POSSESS, between the t‘;—ﬂ}il;llihlﬁ :m[i ‘-ll‘lt‘ Wﬂge-
workers.  Lhey constitute the answer to (quesSs
tions raised by the foremost minds of humanity
betore Marx, but hitherto left unanswered. They
are the answer 1o all the {IlIL‘HliUHH plll b}’ an actual

fustorical movement, questions which we are being

made hourly to face by the working-class move-
ment of to-day.

Marx's doctrine 1s the most complete there is.
It contains the defuutively discovered law of de-
celopment governing human history; which; as
rederick Engels said in his funeral oration at the

bier of his dead companion in their joint labours

and struggle,

" contains the simple fact covered
up under ideological over-grawth that man must,
betfore all else, eat, drink, ive and clothe himself,
and then only can he engage in politics, science,
art, religion, etc.; that therefore the _prmlti'ctinn
of the immediate material means of existence and
thereby the corresponding degree of economic de-
velopment of a people or a period forms the
basis on which the State institutions, legal views,

art and even the religious ideas of the people

concerned developed and on which they therefore
must be explained—and not vice versa, as hereto-
tore.

Marx's doctrine does more than expound the
general law of development of human history., It
.'tlrzau contains the special law of devclupment
of the capitalist method of production and of
bourgeois society engendered by it. 4
- The great secret of capitalist production and
its concurrent bourgeois society was a sealed book
to the best representatives of baurgeois econom
1':'}1{1 investigated }h{: capitalist method of produc-
tion and deemed it an eternal institution, as well
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as to be the best representatives of pre-Marxian
utopian socialism who critisised and rejected the
capitalist system. The discovery of surplus value
by Marx revealed this secret of capitalist produc-
tion and bourgecois society, The wage-worker in
capitalist society sells his labour power to the
owner of the means of production. It is not a
question here of any relation of things : product
of labour and means of production, but of relations
hetween people of whom one has only his labour
power while the ather owns the means of produc-
tion. Commodity labour power is endowed with
the peculiar property that even when purchased

at its full value it creates more value than the -

cquivalent of its own value, i.e., than is necessary
for the reproduction of the commodity labour
power. ‘The private appropriation of these un-
paid surplus values is the basis of the capitalist
method of production and it is precisely this sur-
plus value which is the source from which' the
capitalist class draws its growing wealth.

The discovery of surplus value led not only to
the discovery of the motive power of the develop-
ment of capitalist production, but also to the dis-
covery of the driving force of the struggle be-
tween the two classes arising historically under
capitalism : the proletariat and the bourgeoisie.
Socialism was no longer a fortuitous discovery
of this or that ¢ gifted mind ** but recognised as
a necessary consequezce of capitalist development
and of the class struggle. |

Capital—created by the workers—brings about
the ruin of the small producers. It multiplies
the class of the wage-workers. .
the forces of production (machines, ete.), it con-

By developing

~NJ

stantly increases the ecarnings of the capitalists
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derived Trom the work of the former. Cnpitﬂi be
comes more and more cancentrated and ﬁnaﬂ-'
cads to monopolist domination by a handful of thi
IMost ihn,,n.,”tul Hl:t;.;ll:llrm l]"l'ui.fllt‘liul‘l h(f{".ﬂl'ﬂﬂhﬁ:

MMore and ImMaore --'.m‘i;i]i:-ivl;l. I"llllltll'u{lﬁ Df -

Lhousands and millions of workers are cmbraced
moa tew andustrial organisations. The product

ol therr socal labour 1S, however, upprnpriﬂted b-}’
4 mere handtul of capitalists. |

In the process ol the concentration af ::apital,.

human labour POWEr 1s increas '
| s mncreasingly displac
machinerv., | &3 Riaced b)'

the workimg class. This also g‘h’ﬂﬁ rise to the
Jrant army of the unemployed. This industrial
reserve army renders possible a still more inten-
stve exploitation of the working class by the capi-
talists,
| his t'lrliwl..'il‘ll expansion of prﬂductiun (wh’ich
'~ accompanied by a steady decline in the pur-
chasing power of the masses), leads to crises of
:.H't‘I'-;‘::'lIlhll'Ii}‘!lI which become more a”ggravated
At cach repetition and shake the capitalist system
more and more. |
1his hastorical tendency of development of capi-
talism was strikingly epitomized in *‘ Capital,”’
the mamin work of Marx, in the following words :
" The expropriation of the immediate pro-
ducers was accomplished with merciless Van-
{i:lllﬂl‘llﬂ and under the stimulus of passions the
most infamous, the most sordid, the pettiest
the most meanly odious.  Self-earned privaté
property, that is based, so to say, on the fusin
?u;-_i:_-.ft_hrr of 1]11: iIsolated, il1f]t‘plfl?l(1ttll lzllmur'ingg..
mdividual with the conditions of his labour, is

supplanted by capitalistic v
b “ edlls private property
?

4

nery.  This leads, on the one hand, to the
mostomtensithed  accumulation of wealth for the
aptabists: an the nlht‘l', LO illL‘l‘t‘IlSing nﬂscr}' fﬂl"-'

which rests on exploitation of the nominally free
labour of others, 1.¢., on u—*agch-lahuur.”

““ That which is now to be expropriated 1s
no longer the labourer working for himself,
but the capitalist exploiting many labourers.
This expropriation is accomplished by the action
of the immanent laws of capitalistic production
itself, by the centralisation of capital. One
capitalist always kills many. Hand in hand
with this centralisation, or this expropriation of
many capitalists by few, develop, on an ever-
extending scale, the co-operative form of the
labour-process, the conscious technical applica-
tion of science, the methodical cultivation of the
soil, the transformation of the instruments of
labour into instruments of labour only usable in
common, the economising of all means of pro-
duction by their use as the means of pro-
duction of combined, socialised labour, the ¢n-
tanglement of all peoples in the net of the world-
market, and this, the international character of
the capitalistic régime. Along with the con-
stantly diminishing number of the magnates of
capital grows the mass of misery, oppression,
slavery, degradation, exploitation; but with
this too grows the revolt of the working-class,
a class always increasing in numbers, and dis-
ciplined, united, organised by the very mechan-
ism of the process of capitalist production itself.
The monopoly of capital becomes a fetter upon
the mode of production, which has sprung up
and flourished along with, and under it. Cen-
tralisation of the means of production and
socialisation of labour at last reach a point
where they become incompatible with ‘thﬁfr ;

capitalist integument.  This integument
burst asunder. The knell of capitalist private
property sounds.  The expropriators are ex-
propriated.”’ 5 S
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prophesy, but ta-day they already toll the death
ol morthund capitalist society and sound the
ol the allacking proletarian armies which,
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Lhe miudst Ol Ihl.' {It‘t':lhl:llillg' wnrl{l umnumic

Crisis, are storming the fartresses of capitalist ex-
plottation and oppression on the sure ground of
the post-war crisis of decaying capitalism. These.

-
revealed by

- | . i .. - = . L]
sociaiism which was a ulopra has become a science

and finally a reality, a science which records the
society toT.

objective  law  of  development of
socrahism as dictated by nature.
Uherefore the doctrine of Marx is the most com-
LP.":I‘:‘_-_' which has been created through the collective
ctiorts ol the thaught of all preceding generations
and  through the genius of their individual
thinkers.
| Marx accomplished the discovery of the general
laws of motion of the development of human his-
tory as well as of nature through the cognition of
materialist philosophy, on the basis of the cogni-
tion that, as Feuerbach said, *‘ thinking is to be
explained from being and not being from think-
ing. "’ .\Iil'f':'-n:., however, did not stop at this
| cognition. l)ialculiu&-—tlm science of the
laws of the development of the external world as
well as of human thinking which was liberated by
Marx and Engels from the idealist envelope of tha};:
Hegelian system of philosophy—in its materialist
form—the .r.htrlrim‘ of the relativity of lhil'lliill“"
as a reflection of matter eternally in'mutinn——t‘m?
tronted Marx with the question whether differe ;
"-_-I;I'.E-._:'t'."-i in the t]t'\'{']npnl{rﬂl of society had not SIJ}
terent and peculiar laws of Il‘lmiu;‘l. 7
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Marx dis-

prophetic words, the recognition, too, of the laws
them, have brought it about thﬂ*i:-:' |

g e

covered the peculiar laws of motion the capitalist
method of production and of bourgeois society
built upon it,

Yet he went farther than that.  In contradis-
tinction to everything that had existed before him
in science, Marx’s doctrine is not only an explana-
tion ‘of society, of its objective laws of motion,
but is simultancously the doctrine of the transfor-
mation ol society.

In the notes by Marx on Feuerbach penned n
the Spring of 1845 when, together with Engels,
he wrote ‘‘‘German ldeology,’ which was both
the foundation of Marxism and the balance sheet,
if you like, presented to bourgeois ideology, we
read :

‘“ The philosophers only give different inter-
pretations of the world, but the point is to
transform it.”’

The doctrine of Marx is the first not only to
give a world outlook which is not only a Weltan-
schauung, a world philosophy, but a doctrine of
the transformation of the world and a guide for
effecting this transformation.

It consists not only in that which the
materialists taught even before Marx, namely that

‘“‘Man is a product of circumstances and up-
bringing ; modified man is therefore a product
of other circumstances and changed up-
bringing."’

‘ Circumstances are modified by man,”’ reads
the great, historic, epoch-making discovery of
Marx, by which not only was philosophy freed
from the shackles of intuitive materialism but
theory also—through materialist dialectics—was
transferred  to  practical,  human, perceptible

activily.
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"is what
% . The re ) " >
ntion of thas tact has made active agents out ol ,_'.".

" Man himsell makes his own history
the great discovery of Marx denotes,
the I'-'[}"]t‘[-'“'.ﬂll'lh mstead of merely passive ones,
Society divided into  classes -;m.:un'lpliﬁlum |b '
development in the class struggle. The cla'-
strugele 1s the basis of its development., Tl'fﬁg-
class struggle is the driving force in the histbi‘f
Of Eunn:nnl}.'. -;"'1*

- L]
Lhe proletarians have not only been uhang{;-
!111'!11_]'}:155‘11'1' o active agents but from actii@ﬁ :
mdiiduals to exponents of their class and its con~

scronsness. Thus Marx developed the kernel of
his doctrine. -
MARNX'S TEACHING ON THE WORLD

HISTORICAL ROLE OF THE )
PROLETARIAT AS CREATOR OF 1

| THE NEW SOCIETY.

In his letter to Weydemeyer, dated March 5th
I872, a year after the Paris Commune, the ﬁrsl;
:'.L-}-ulutmn of the proletariat, Marx himself des-
cribed this kernel of his doctrine in the following
manner :

* What 1 did was to prove, first: that the
existence of classes is linked only to definite
historical stages of development; second : that
the class struggle leads necessarily to the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat; third: that this
dictatorship itself forms only a transition to the
abolition of all classes and to classless society.”’
The historical réle of the proletariat, as tile

creator of the new saciety, consists Il1er:cf{:;re n
the conquest of its own class dictatorshi
pre-condition of the abolition of all ¢
creation of classless saciety.,

Thus the most important point w

8

p as the
asses and the

as discovered :

the path to Socialism, the path to the liberation
of the proletariat, the direction of the leap human-
ity must take from the land of necessity into the
realm of liberty, into socialism,

The science of Marxism is likewise ** an histori-
cally moving, a revolutionary force.” Science
and revolution are united in Marxism not through
the personal qualities of the creator of the doc-
trine, but internally and inseparably through the
method—through materialist dialectics. There-
forec Marxism is not only the most potent, the
most complete, but also the most comprehensive
of all doctrines that have been created in the field
of the cognition of nature and of human society.

This most potent, most complete and most com-
prehensive of all doetrines, which itself represents
an historically moving, revolutianary force; is the
theory of a class. 1t lays no claim to hovering
above the classes. It lays no claim to being non-
partisan science, without pre-conditions. It is
the theory of the revolutionary class of the prole-
tariat and its revolutionary class party—the Com-
munist Party !

| Let toothless Kautsky repeat a hundred and a
| thousand times that the doctrine of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat is not the quintessence of
Marxism ; let his disciples keep on repeating after
him such chatter as that the dictatorship of the
proletariat was a * youthful aberration '’ of Marx
and Engels. Marx himself attests the fact that
his doctrine can only be the theory of the revolu-
tionarvy workers, of the party that struggles for
the dictatorship of the proletariat and materialises
1t

]

The revolutionisation of the working class, the
historical mission of which is the revolutionary

9



overthrow Ol t‘:'a.'lwlin;.,; mu‘it'l}‘. could l_}l'lly be
etlected by anchoring socialist theory in the con-
s1otsness of this very class. On the other llﬂlld,
the transtormation ol utopian socialist theory from
an "tabsolute truth,”" 'Y independent of time and
space and historical development ' and which only
needs be discovered in order to ** conquer the
world by its own power,”’ into a science, could
take place only by connecting sacialist theory, on
the very real basis of the existing capitalist sys-

tem, with a dehnite class in whose very interests
It 1s Lo Iig‘ht for the destruction of the capitalist-

svstem and tor socialism, wis., the working class.

The socialist movement and the labaur move-
ment pursued parallel and separate courses before
Marx. The more or less sectarian socialist trends
and movements lived their own lives outside of the
working class and its daily struggles. The labour
movements, the struggle of the workers against
the emplovers, even the struggles of the workers
tor political rights (as for instance the Chartist
movement in England), proceeded without being
given socialist aims,  Socialism and the working
class, the socialist and the labour movement, were
united for the fhrst time by the party whose
theoretical and practical leaders -were Marx and
Engels : by the revolutionary party of the Com-
munists. This party was first the Communist
League, whose programme was the Communist
Manifesto dawn up by Marx and Engels.

The other revolutionary labour organisation
called into life directly by Marx .and Engels was
the International Workingmen’s Associati
First International, the ﬁiﬂ.t world pnr::“?}?, :EE
revolutionary proletariat. The following historical
slogan in its constitution has since become the

10

common property of the international working
class :

' The emancipation of the working class
must be accomplished by the working class
itself.”’

But the interlinking of socialist theory with the
labour movement could not be consummated
through revolutionary theory alone.  That re-
quired also a revolutionary leader.

‘““ Marx was a revolutionist above everything
clse,” wrote Engels. “° To participate somehow
or other in the overthrow of capitalist society and
of the state institutions created by it, to partici-
pate in the liberation of the mddern proletariat
. . . was his real life profession. And he fought
with a passion, ability and success that could be
matched by few.”’

As a revolutionist Marx was the ** most hated
and most slandered man of his day.”” And this
not only as the mortal foe of the bourgeoisic who
called and organised the workers for combat. He
was hated and spurned as an enemy not only be-
cause he was the leader of the Communist League,
the editor of the revolutionary Neue Rhenische
Zeitung, the founder of the First International,
the leader of its General Council, the advisor of
the socialist organisations and movements in
Europe and America, the leading publicist of the
revolutionary labour movement, the spokesman
of all revolutions of his day before the forum of
international public opinion : of the French, the
German, the Austrian and Hungarian revolutions
in 1848-49, of the French Commune in 1871, of
the revolutionary movements of the Russian
Narédniki in the ’70’s and 80's, the defender of
the oppressed nations : the Poles and the Irish as .

I
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well as the Hindus and the American l\'ugrtmﬁ, bu
also because he tought against [}t*lt}*-l)uurg

Sk ol

democrats like Mazzini, Ledru Rollin, Kinkel, e"'
who in the name of the ** interests of dunmcracjii
attempted to prevent the development of an indes
pendent Class Movement of the Proletariat. H:
was no less hated and slandered as a ﬁg‘h‘f
awamst the world-redeeming ideas of the various
soctalist and anarchist sects, from Weitling and
!"Il oudhon by way of Willich, Schapper and Baku-
i night o Ferdinand Lassalle, the I'riw.a-ru:i'i1
Bismarck. They all wanted to transform 'J
world etther according to their own rumh'-mi
prescriptions or to tie the working class to "5,',
tai ol the l'll]in;’ classes. -3
©The history of the International,’”’ wrote
Marx, on, November 13th, 1871, to Boltke
was a continuous struggle of the General
Council against the sects and amateur attempts.
which sought to assert themselves against the
real movement of the working class within the
International itself.”’
1The Right-opportunist, petty-bourgeois danger
(to use present-day terminology) which greatly
threatened the young class-conscious labour move-
ment from its inception, encountered his passion-
ate ire in no lesser degree.  In his famous Critique
of the Gotha Programme he warned the followers
of the Eisenach tendency of the dangers of the |
Lassallean dilution of the German labour move-
ment. logether with Engels he remonstrated
still more energetically when during the period of
the validity of the anti-Socialist law the delivering
over of II.H' Party organ of the German Social-
[)_t'l;l':t_‘i{‘l‘;‘llll‘ l’:lrt_’t' to a t‘i‘l't‘]{' ol friends {_"n]]ﬁigt.ing'3
ol philanthropically-minded students and prg.{'
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lessors of the upper and lower middle-classes,’
was contemplated,

" 5o the gentlemen have been forewarned,”
wrote Marx in 1879 to Sorge on the occasion
ol the emergence of this opportunist danger,
and they know us sufficiently well to appreciate
that here it means either bend or break! If
they want to compromise themselves, fant pis
(so much the worse). :

‘““ In no event will they be permitted to com-
promise us.’’ |
An irreconcilable revolutionist, hurling defiance

at all govenments, whether absolute or republi-
can; at all bourgeois-conservatives as well as ex-
treme democrats, all petty-bourgeois — the
preachers of general fraternisation between man
and man, as well as the preachers of general des-
truction—an inflexible revolutionist was our
greatest of teachers, Karl Marx.

The fifty years that have elapsed since the death
of Marx have been a period of incessant struggle
for and againsl Marxism. No matter how numer-
ous or how palpable the evidence furnished by
history to corroborate the correctness of Marxism,
the struggle for and against Marxism has never
stopped, as this struggle is part of the great con-
test between two historical classes, the class
struggle between bourgeoisie and proletariat.

As these fifty yvears rolled by, the course of his-
torical development not only fully and completely
confirmed, in the -countries aof older-established
capitalism, the soundness of the Marxian teaching,
but it was confirmed also by the awakening of new
classes in the East—in Japan, in India and China
—which had been only partly covered by Marx's
investigations and whose ‘‘ historical inactivity

13 | it
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and sleep " were of great assistance to the bour.

of the ald capitalist countries in maintain.

:__.‘1‘-*1‘-IIL‘
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ing

their own countries.

| he hlhluru*;ll tvmlrm‘}' of L"ﬂpitﬂlism's dEV&lﬂpq-- 5

ment, that is the ultimate passing beyond that

stage of society, has moved towards its end with
the ron necessity predicted of it by Marx and
| Capitalism, which after Marx’s death
had already subjugated the entire warld, entered

phase at the end of the nineteenth uc:ntury_,'-‘.'
| 1H' ph:l'ﬂ‘ ) IHHHHPUf_".' t‘IIPffHHHHI, ot I'I'HPE?"I'EHSHI.' B
Fhrough the concentration of capital in the hands
o lew cartels, trusts and syndicates, dominated

]'it];r]u_

i 'I.II.I,":||l
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“by-siall fewer major banks ; through the seizure of
- the ~ources of raw materials especially in the
colonies; through finance capital whose inter-
national cartels have commenced the economic
partition of the world among themselves, free com-
petition was replaced by monopoly. The export
ol capital became the principal means of the éx-
pansion of capital. The territorial division of the
world among the great imperialist powers was
concluded. In one imperialist war after the other
(the Spanish-American war of 1899, the Boer war
ot 1900-02, the Russo-Japanese war of 1904-05)
history was confronted with the problem of a fresh
dizusion of the world.

The three peculiar features of imperialism—
monopolist, parasitic and decaying capitalism—
have L‘%‘{?I{L"tl a number of l':lr-rt::u'hing changes in
htfll!‘gﬂijl!‘; St?t‘.i{:t}". The bourgeoisie of the imperi-
alist countries has lost the last remnants of its
progressive role.  All its sections—though thB-
harbour antagonisms among lh'vm:-;{fh'vﬁ-——h:wc bey-
come reactionary. The parasitism of the bour-

14

Leir positions dgamst the wurkmg r:lass in

i

geoisie, enhanced through the formation of an
entire section of rentiers, has not only strength-
c¢ned political reaction but also corruption, which
had already assumed tremendous proportions.
The parasitism ‘of the ruling class has eached a
monstrous scale through the export of capital and
the exploitation of the colonies. The blood-
sucking bourgeoisie in every imperialist country
has extended privileges to an upper layer of the
working class, the labour aristocracy, which occu-
pies its privileged position partly at the expense
of the colonial peoples, partly at the expense of the
native proletariat. In the Federal Council of the
English Section of the First International ‘' a
vote of censure was administered to Marx beeause

bribed.’”’ But this reprimand has been rescinded

by history. The labour aristocracy, a bribed sec-
tion of the working class, has become an inter-
national phenomenon. 7To the extent that the
English working class as a whole lost its privi-
leged position through the shattering of England’s
monopolist position on the world market, the
bribed section of the labour aristocracy took shape
in the other imperialist countries as well.

The decay of capitalism through the monopoly
system—as well as the sharpening contradiction
between the growing socialisation of labour and
the capitalist method of appropriation—meant
that capitalism, as Marx had predicted, was enter-
ing the stage of its death throes.

The monopoly system within the framework of

“an unewvenly developed world capitalism _p!aud
two decisive questions upon the agenda of history :

imperialist war for a division of the world and

proletarian revolution for the dictatorship of the

15
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proletariat as the transition to socialism ! B

Marxism and the class movement of t]lél i].":"—_'-
letariat, on reaching this turning point in history,
have arrived at what is a critical stage for them-
selves. The laws of motion underlying capitalist
production discovered by Marx, and of bourgeois
society corresponding to this mode of production,
have exerted their influence on a higher plane of
development. . The historical fate of capitalism
having entered a decisive stage, the historical des-
tinies of Marxism have also entered a sphere
marked by the embittered struggles of I]istoric""
decisions. .

Marx's doctrine went through its historical de-
velopment in the smoke of battle, both while Marx
was sull alive and after his death. Before the
bourgeoisie applied the eriticism of the weapdﬂf‘
as such, or force of arms, against the revolu-
tionary labour movement, it endeavoured to des-
troy Marxism through the aveapon. of crit_"r;cjsm:
An entire caste of doctors of philosophy, univer-
sity lecturers, professors and syndics representing
capitahist interests and independent scholars, an
entire caste of large and small-scale producers of
bourgeois ideology, was formed to *‘ kill off "’

Marxism.  They not only * killed off”’
Marxism daily, weekly and monthly in theijr
periodical and  non-periodical publications, but

they buried it just as often. These “* Marx-
killers,” these economic and political weather
prophets of the bourgeoisic, applied their Icﬂrniﬁg‘
mainly against the law of the concentration of
capital, the law of the pauperisation of the work-
ing class. Every reform, however small every 3
achievement of social policy, however pwzr‘lljfl which

was gained by the working ¢lass in H{rvcr:{r class
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struggles was celebrated as a refutation of Marx-
ist teaching, particularly that concerning the class
struggle.

The influence of bourgeois ideologies upon the
working class was not only fostered from without,
but also from awithin. In the pre-imperialist
period of capitalism this influence was exerted
mainly through the medium of the proletarianised
artisans, through newcomers in the working class.
During the period of imperialism the labour aris-
tocracy became the principal intermediary through
whom bourgeois influences penetrated the work-
ing class. -

Marxism after the dissolution of the First and
the formation of the Second International gained
the hegemony in the struggle of the working class
to bar bourgeois influences from its movement.
In the comparatively “* peaceful *’ period after the
overthrow of the Paris Commune until the Rus-
stan Revolution of 1905 and the beginning of the
revolutionary mavements of the Eastern nations,
Marxism e¢xpanded the positions it had won
among the broad masses. The perfectly obvious
[acts of the real development of the class struggle
under capitalism were far more potent than the
““ proofs " of the Marx-killers.

Other methods had to be applied against Marx-
ism which was deservedly extending and strength-
ening its hold among the working class. |

Along with the method of Marx-killing, the
method of Marx-adulteration had to be resorted
to, mainly within the labour movement. By this
means it was hoped to create a bourgeois labour

movement instead of the proletarian-revolutionary

class movement of the workers. o [
““ The dialectic of history is such,” wro

17 G
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1.
L.enin in his article entitled The Historical Fﬂt&'ﬂ
of Marxism, ' that the theoretical viulnry ,.-'
Marxism torces i1its encmies to don I\-‘latxi'“"

carb.  Internally decaying lhiberalism seeks :I;:'
gy -

revival mm the form ot socialist uppur!HHI'SHI..'”-".'. |
\ter

national

Iy

the death of Engels the Second Inter-
entered  upan  this  stage of Marx=
adulteration on a ** wholesale ' scale, Enletﬂ
| n Tt entire stage of the undivided dnmiﬁa_:" |
tion of opportunism.’’ N

U'pon the structure housing the leading par,'t' |
of the Second International, the German Social-
Democratic Party, the lately dececased Edward 8
Bernstein openly hoisted the flag of the revision of i
the Marxian doctrine.  In the realm of philo-"
sophy : against materialism, for idealism ; ﬂgainst' ._
the ** traps of Hegelian dialectics ''—*¢ back to 3§
Kant.” In the realm af economy : against the
Marxian theory of value, for its *‘ supplementa-
tion ' by the so-called theory of final utility of
Boehm-Bawerk's Austrian school of economy, a
theorv which attempted to refute the theory of
labour value. In opposition to the doctrine of the
concentration of t‘ﬂpilﬂl, a th'i:ur}-' L‘mu‘.erning the
‘** indestructibility of small-scale production ** and
the ** democratisation of capital "' through joint-
stock companies, was created.

H;‘Hm AN

*

‘ . A theory concern-
ing the absolute and relative amelioration in the

position of the warking class was counterposed to
the theory t:f:rm:vrning the absolute pauperisation
of ‘lhu working class, Whole libraries were
written by Edward David and other revisionists .
‘*“ to prove "’ that Marx’s teaching had n |

tion to the development of agriculture
culture small-scale |

o applica-
product) ' In 2ty
iction gamns the upper
hand over large-scale production—was the ggﬂ-

ception of the revisionists.

The Marxist theory of crises was singled out
for special attack by all the revisionists who main-
tained that capitalism through its cartels, trusts,
etc., had overcome its anarchy and thereby also
its periodically recurrent crises. By overcoming
these crises and thus preventing the return of
catastrophic mass unemployment, by dint of the
increasing ‘* social consideration of the bourgeois
class,”’ which finds its expression in the strength-
ening of social policy—through all this Marx’s
““ theory of collapse '’ was to be disproved. It
was claimed that revolution would no longer be
necessary to overthrow the rule of the bourgeoisie ;
that no dictatorship of the proletariat was neces-
sary to safeguard the transition from capitalism
to socialism; that peaceful reformist work, the
conquest of a parliamentary majority on the part
of the Social-Democratic Parties, would assurec
evolution into socialism. Socialism was to ceas€
to be the cause of one class, of the working class,
and was to become the product of the peaceful
““ collaboration of all classes of the population.™
In this way socialism was to be withdrawn as an
urgent actuality of the hour which had to be faced
just when it had been raised as a living 1ssue _by
the advent of imperialism. ‘“The final goal means
nothing to me—the movement is everything,
was the motto of Edward Bernstein, the revision-
1St. | et

But the most dangerous falsification of Marx
was not open revisionism, but the ** defenc:e'of |
Marxism by the Marxian Centre under the leaéle:;—?
'y,

ship of that driest of pedants, Karl Ka:.l‘tsky,?'eﬁ ;
of the Second International. This ** def iae‘-“

\ v P | 2 £kt e 2
consisted in the abandonment of what were JE

|
s i, N
% L -
" B




the most important theoretical positions of Marmx-.{‘ -t
sm 1 lavour ol Llhv l't‘\"l'-;‘iuﬂ'l!'ilﬁ this being dmw |l
primarily on the 1ssue which the FCVISIONIStS PuL J
metaphysically as: *“ Reform or revolution.”” S
Marxism was to be split into two parts : intol
its ** revolutionary "' and its “‘reformist’’ ingredi=s
Reform as such held an independent signi="
ficance all its own in the theory of the Centrists s
Reforms were divested ol their real character offas
by-product of the revolutionary struggle and set gp |
as a goal in themselves. The first victim of the'™s
*defence of Marxism '' by the Centrists was the
Marxian theory of the State. The doctrine of the
dictatorship of the proletariat, and, therefore,
Marx’s doctrine of revolutionary tactics, as well, 3
was relegated by the Centrists to the attic of his=
torv as something superannuated. What Marx
and Engels had written about armed uprising was
passed over in silence or destroved as so much
Blanquist deviation.'' Engel’s introduction to "
Marx's Class Struggles in France was brazenly
talsified by the representative of the Executive
Committee of the German Social-Democratic
Party by suppressing those passages that spoke of
armed uprising. Centrism was far from being 3
headed towards a :-ill‘llg'g]{: Hg:linﬁl the lmurgeﬂis %
influence that the revisionists allowed to seep in;
it represented, on the contrary, conciliation with

the transformation of social democracv into a
bourgeois labour party.

CNnis.

Revisionism and Centrism are most closely
interwoven on the question of imperialism. For :
11{:*511. imperialism was not a spectal phase of capl-
talist development but a policy of part of the ruling‘
class.  The one openly espoused the imperialist
policy of its own bourgeoisie, the other did the

-2
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same thing while making a pretence of uurnﬂ)#at‘lng %
imperialist policy by mouthing pacifist phrases. ‘

The left radical tendency, headed by R_uha
Luxembourg, conducted a valiant 5trugglﬂ :f”:l,g'ﬂlnﬂt
revisionism  and centrism, but_ not cunsnﬁently_
qoainst the latter.  She was not in accord with the
conciliatory attitude of Kautsky and Belm‘l toward
Bernstein and Vollmar.  ‘The left radicals de-
nanded the expulsion of Bernstein from the Social-
Democratic Party. But they thr_,-mﬁelveﬁ desig-
sated very important theoretical views of Marx as
¢ erroncous ' or *‘ obsolete:** " NIhey did thI*S 1
e case of the law of the accumulation of capital ;
. the case of the doctrine of Marx and Engels
concerning the national guestion and thﬂ‘pea:sant
question ; of their (Marx’s and I_?.ngels) VIEWS
concerning the roéle of the proletarian party, con-
cerning armed uprising, the dictatorship of the
proletariat, etc. It therefore -:_:nulc! not be th_e
tendency which continues Marxism in accordance
with the new phase of the capitalist development
of imperialism. It therefore was mf:_apable_alsp
of discovering the roots of revisionism. For it
veformism—and that variety of revisionism known
1s centrism—was not an inevitable consequence of -
the social composition, the social stratiﬁcatmn,_.gf_.
the working class, but in large n.*lg:asr_.:r_e‘n_nt_hmgj:_
but a theoretical or political deviation of individual -
theoreticians or leaders of the sqcia!-demucpat;t;; _
parties. :

This was the situation In Sections
of the Sccond International when 'im?er:ai;s];:_gﬁ;:.u.__;
velopment confronted the proletariat wrt!? twaiuta]ﬂ]
questions : imperialist war and pm!etar;q.g'rw_g%a :
tion—imperialism or socialism? .

the Western Sections

=
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Lhe passing over ol the revisionists as well ag
the

¢ centrists to the side of their own bourgeoisie,

g
I'IL .

their attitude in favour of the imperialist *6'.‘

‘orm openly social-chauvinist or mantled by socis 7{«’..
pacithism), and their abominable betrayn’]y of E}'a:n.1~._

cause ol the working class was conditioned by the

ntire preceding development of the Second Inter-
national, T

The Left radicals, in accordance with their ;'{':3-.
vious principles, conducted the struggle against
mperialist war with courage and self-sacrifice.
Licbknecht, Luxemburg and Mehring will live for
ever in the history of the labour mavement as
courageous and valiant revolutionary fighters for
the cause of the proletariat.  Yet, and this was in %
Reeping  with their attitude on very important
theoretical questions of Marxism, they could not
break with the centrists during the war and even ]
|

alter the war they could do so only after a
struggle, for they were not consistent supporters
and continuers of the work of Marx and Engels.
When the laws of motion of capitalist production
and bourgeois society, laws discovered by Marx,
were being ** refuted '’ in whole or in part by the
dominant tendencies in the Western parties of
the Second International, it was naturally impos-
a1l 1o perceive that capitalism had entered a new
stage in conformity with these laws. Nor could
thev perceive what constituted the peculiar traits

of capitalism during this phase and what conclu-
sions the proletarian parties had to draw there-
from. " The ]:r;l-rraf,:;:fti-m*n of the imperialisy phase of
capitalism and of 1ts special traits reache |

basis of Marxian {]Esl!c!t'lit*ﬁl nd the - ched ol HiE

and the special |
IS O . ' ' . c ALY
of capitalist production discovered by !ﬂqr\: tt-hi:

histories pach-malkine - |
istorical,  epach-making perception  could rise
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only in the mind ul"_ a MH‘I:KIH ':‘:'hlil P;:::;::fa‘il.
neither so-called ' crticism, nnr "8 }_)I]:m e
tion of Marxism, nor its ossitheation 1
less dogma. o AR UENT
THAT MARXIST '\&_AS ol
Only Lenin could succeed in accomplishing s
? ing  disc : only he was the one

noch-making discovery : oniy :
L;E:llﬁiﬁt(‘lll continuer of the Marxian doctrine after
Iilwr-:h.-:nlh of Engels. H:e alone could ghm; ::11113
right path, tell the working class how it s 1? |
1t in this new imperialist phase of capitalism,
especially with reference to u'np{?nahst war. :

He ['}t*l‘l‘.t'i‘h'l;:d reformism ln its every_ va_rneb)l'.
whether revisionist or [:L-mn%t, as an 1nevitable
phenomenon of capitalist society and cﬁmpletel_y
exposed its social roots : the petty bourgeols
cections of the proletariat which had sunk down
to the working class and the sections. of the
proletariat that had risen to the labour aristocracy
—there was its social source. 2

He also perceived the historical significance of
reformism from its inception in whatever variety
it appeared, revisionist or centrist. In 1908, in his
article dedicated to the twenty-fifth anmiversary
of the death of Karl Marx, he gave final shape to
the characterisation of reformism as follows:

o [t is quite natural that the petty
bourgeois world outlook should again a_n_d
:lgail‘] break into the ranks of the brﬁﬁd
workers' parties. It is quite natural that this
should be so, and it will always be so, until ;th‘l: ¥
climax of the proletarian revolution; for it
would be a great mistake to think that the
' complete
of the population i1s necessary “brin
about such a revolution. What we now ex-
perience more often on the mental plane.ﬁnlf-":_—;’!;
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certam . particular  questions of  the

movement as tactical differences with the revi-
grounds—the

h'.!

stonists  and  splits  on  these

working class will have to experience to an

immeasurably greater extent when the prole-

tarian revolution makes all debatable questions

Acuie, concentrates

all

the differences upon

————

usstons with theoretical additions 1O Mam
now cmerges in working practice only on® |
labour
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pomts which have most direct significance in =

determining the attitude of the masses and
compels us, in- the heat of the battle,

separate enemies from friends, and to expel
bad alliecs in order

agamst the enemy.”’

Lenimism, which according to Stalin’s classic

definition is ** Marxism of the epoch of im-

perialism  and of the proletarian revolution ™’
was born in the struggle—in the only con-
sistent st rugole — for Marxism against the

* Marx-killers
{alsihiers, the
Marxism.

as well as against the Marx-
* supplementers "' and ** critics '’ of
leven historical continuity exists be-
tween the activity of Frederick Engels, Marx’s
peer as a collaborator and comrade-in-arms, and
[Lenin, their peer as a continuer of their work and
struggle.

I'rederick Engel's activity was terminated in
1895 by his death. In 1894, Who Are the
Friends of the People and How do They Struggle
against Social Democracy?, the product of 1.'{}_1111;__;‘
Viadimir Ulyanow, appeared illegally in Tsarist
Russia m hectograph form. In this carly work
of Lenin’s, Marxism appears in full armouy the
programme of the Communist revolution H[;]n[]l.;
forth in complete and bold relief in 4 ;

a " way
24

to deliver decisive blows

to,oe

except Marx and Engels had ever
presented it.  In this work he took upui_,}u-
cudgels, nol only against ﬂ.]{--HlJL‘l.‘lH]"l{l-lbhhlllt
m“'” of petty bourgcols Htt}l‘lilllﬁl'l'l, agaimnst ‘l e
Nar6dniks, but also *° against the narrow tﬂlllf
ception of Marxism cven among HI{:
Marxists.”' Two years alter the dea_th of Eng{:f
appeared the protest by Lenin and his colleagues

(hat no once

against Bernstein z.mcl ]115 BL‘IHS_IHH sup'[;urlur':]-_,h.f_l_

protest written while in Siberian exiie, X s
| 3 v - - i . -z

protest, 10 contradistinction to the ** defence = ol

Marxism by Kautsky and Cn.ﬁ, r(:all.y and COn-
sistently defended Marxism 'in i1ts Fntlruty iand In
cvery puarticle of its doctrine. 1‘_r{1m this first
hectographed production of .Lcnmﬁ until l:hu
October Revolution and until his last work, which
dealt with the co-operative plan, thE‘EﬂmE. con-
distency in  the development of his original
thoughts may be noticed as with Marx and
Engels, and their first labours until the last words
written by them. :

The October Revolution, the dictatorship of the
proletariat in the Soviet Union, the construction
of socialism throughout one-sixth of the globe,
commenced under the leadership of Lenin and
continued under the leadership of Stalin, is the
fulfilment, the materialisation of Marxism in a
struggle, not only against the bourgeoisie, but
also against the opportunism of the Marx-falsi-
which had developed into social-chauvinism,
social-imperialism and social-fascism, from Bern-
stein, Kautsky and Trotsky
Hilferding and Vandervelde, as well as against

to Otto Bauer,

the Right and *‘ Left '’ distorters of Leni’rii'sn-_)f_- -
The greatest historical act accomplished after |

the October Revolution in the course of snmallst

25



construction, the rooting of socialist
agriculture resultant on
soctahist  industrialisation

[t‘lTL‘:‘iL‘{l
collectivisation  of  the

peasant

through the
farms

economy. In a letter, heretofore unpublished,

written by Engels to Bebel on January 20th, 1886,
we read the following concerning Marx and

Engels’ plan of collectivisation :

" And that during the transition to Com-
munist economy we will have to utilise collec-
tive economy as a medial stage on an exten-

sive scale, neither Marx nor 1 ever doubted.

Now matters must be so itrranged that SOCiEt}’,-'-".
1.€., in the first place, the State, retains the =
ownership of the means of production, (Com-

pare The Nationalisation of the Land, the latest
decree of the Soviet Government concerning
the nalienability of collective-farm
concerning the machine and tractor stations—
B. K.), and that the special interests of the
collective as against society as a whole cannot
become incrustated.””  (Compare, again, the

purging of the collective farms of the kulak

clements that had crept in, as the result of the
efforts to sabotage grain-collections.—B. K

' It we ]LIH‘tﬂpGSE the fhﬂ"lllﬂ(fﬁtﬁ saved frnm the
literary heritage of Marx and [ingels

i and pub-

lished recently—documents which were  kept

secret by the excellent premonition  of social-

democratic theoreticians like Bernstein and ]
: «

Kautsky—to the works of Lenin and Si
tact must be acknowledged that
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alin, the
the theoretical

forms in
the achievements of

andg
claborated theoretically and practically by Stﬂlmﬁ
's nothing more nor less than a literal materialisa-
tion of that which Marx and Engels thought and
wrote concerning the transition to Communist

L
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o
]
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land and

|
o

and |H'HL‘IiL'H| Hll_itu:lu of l.f:;ni'n ::m{l' Stalin  on
questions 1n which the opinion of Marx and
Engels could not have been known to them com-
pletely coincides with the attitude of Marx and
Engels, in many instances even wverbatim. This
is not merely a matter of the personal qualities of
Lenin and Stalin which can be measured with the
rod of our two old masters, but the proof that
the Bolshevism of Lenin and Stalin represent the
only consisfent continuation of the work of Marx
and Engels.

Developments during the fifty years that have
elapsed since Karl Marx died have not only fully
and completely confirmed, upon a new stage of
their development, the laws of the -capitalist
method of production, discovered by Marx, but
especially their theory concerning the State and
revolution, the dictatorship of the proletariat, as
the only possible way to socialism. Not only the
tremendous development of the forces of produc-
tion through the dictatorship of the proletariat
in the Soviet Union, but also—and this is espe-
cially to be noted at the threshold of the second
Five-Year Plan—the struggle to train the toilers
to become conscious builders of classless society
confirm completely what Marx and Engels set
forth in their ‘‘ German Ideology,’’” published
recently for the first time:

' That for the mass generation of this Com-
munist consciousness, as well
accomplishment of the matter itself, a mass
change in man himself is necessary, which can
only take place in a practical movement, in a

revolution ; that the revolution, therefore, is not
only necessary because the ruling class cannot
be overthrown in any other way, but because

27
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only in a revolution can the

overthrowing elae
reach Ihr

poimnt of ri-.hiing itsell ol all i L.‘-,";-}-!;a
rubbish and ol becoming capable of founding
new society. ! e

In the struggle between  the
capitalism  and  socialism—the b
proletariat, which has become

(WO systems-
anners of {the

the ruling class,
bear the proud slogan of the Communist Mani.
{esto :
”.t'?'f{t‘r,\' -*l.\" the ll'urha’. t'?Hlf.t? ! :-"
The leader of the prolet

arians of all countries,

the  Communist International, has it in  its

charter that - :
F'he  Third Communist [nternatio al,
tounded March, 1919, in Moscow, capital of
the Russian Socialist Federative ¢ -.
public, declares solemnly to the entire world
that it undertakes to continue and conclude the
sreat task begun by ‘
Workingmen's :

et

Soviet Re-

o
i

the First International
Wi Association. "’ -

[ his 1';-!1-1!;_;'1- l:n complete the worlk of the First
T.I;:lzlltﬂr-:i“ll“”%l! o Marx un?i _Eﬂgels is' a0 |

ng to fulfil, to materialise Marxism, begun
by the October Revolut: dersht
of Lenin, a Mmaterialisati

niutf::-‘-‘%ﬂnl.. arduous ang imlel’atigﬂﬁlﬂ struggfﬂ'

Lu]: world 1lu.:tamrship of the proletariat, Ma
H:r:::‘::{? tlf} those whu_ fulfil hijs teaching,."ﬁ?
: S€le lor the Materialisation of Marxism—to
- N

i
i

the Lfrninists.
Marx b{:lmngs to

To us, the Con
Young Communist

us ! ho
ImMunijst

. , ”'1' £
I International and the
Mternationg] | i

111 N

Many of you wil Consider v

vent in stressing so

. N

S, \
hrl':;l']lﬁf lliﬁli::l(fﬁ Communists lays claim to Marx
oy :mile Vandervelde, chairman
Was it not Mr. Emile Vandery : A
of the Sccond ll'l!l.:l'!‘li-lllﬂﬂﬂ] ~and frg:eia edly
Minister of His Majesty the ngrﬂ ' eﬂglum.
who recently publicly rc_pudmtcd MdrxlET.Marx-
He did this by replying to E newf L
killing '" by Lord Melchett, chairman ﬂg% lEAIf Ed
lish Chemical Trust, better l::nﬂwn as Sir t ai]e..
Mond, partner to lhr:' IEnglish reform::._t r o
union leaders in founding so-called Mon rlsm, .
[inglish variety of the theory of industrial pea Eci
This noble lord said about seven years ago and
reprinted in his  book, entitled Industry an
3 P e » :
}”mff&n: there i1s one thing in the world wh_u:h
is dead in this country it is socialism. It was
buried at Liverpool, buried deep, deep down.
You have only to read Mr. Ramsay
MacDonald’s speech to all. And why? Be-
cause every practical man knows, and every
man who has had the responsibility of Govern-
ment in this country, knows perfectly well in
his heart, whatever he may in theory think
about socialism or speak about it, you canneot
apply the system.’ .
To this Marx-killing the chairman of the
Sccond International replied as follows :

" Socialism and Marxism are not to be taken
4s synonymous. . . . It would give the concep-
tion of socialism a peculiarly narrow construc-
tion if this conception were to be completely
identified with Marxism.*’

The chairman of the Second lntern,atiﬂnal__h‘_aﬂ
nothing clse to do but feign that he was abandon- “
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Democratic Party, which is recognised by the
party as useful (i.e., for the purpose of ** Left '
manceuvres.—B.  K.).  Social-Democracy is
constrained to conduct an opportunist policy
of coalition and support of the State, which,
while not in reason, yet in sentiment contradicts
the prior keynote of irreconcilable class
struggle to which it owes its origin; in conse-
quence of which it is particularly interested in
emphasising the inner stability of this policy
by symbolising its attachment to the Marxian
tradition It (i.e., Marxism.—B. K.) can
no longer guide the policy of the party because
this policy rests upon actual pre-conditions,
which contradict those out of which the doctrine
once arose. Of course, Marxism can still
supply slogans for agitational purposes, slogans
which, in the main, bridge the gap between the
political tradition of yesterday and the policy of
to-day.”’

This is the judgment of a leading social-
democrat, not only concerning Marxism in
general but also concerning the relation between
soctal-democracy and Marxism.

In his latest book on Capitalism and Socialism
After the World War (Rationalisation—Mistaken
Rationalisation) (Fehlrationalisierung), Otto Bauer
" dethrones '’ the Marxian theory of price to re-
place it by a brand new ‘‘ theory ' of Marshall,
Moor and other American investigators of busi-

ess conditions and manufacturers of ideology for
Dollar Imperialism :

il *

just as great for the development of the theqry f
of price,”’
the

wrote Otto Bauer, commenting “311
work of these American economists.
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While Otto Bauer repudiates Marx's theory of
price, Rudolf Hilferding, who before the war
was engaged in revising Marx’s money theory,
cannot now reconcile himself to Marxism as ap-
plied to the agrarian question. On the occasion
of the agrarian debate in the German Social-
Democratic Party (1927) he declared in his Theo-
vetical Observations on the Agrarvian Question
that :

« .. the dispute concerning the preponderance

between large and small-scale production in

agriculture continues undecided to this day

.. ."" That on the one hand; and on the other

he says that: ‘‘ precisely the application of

Marx’s method ’’ shows ‘‘ that the law of con-

centration (i.e., the law concerning the concen-

tration of capital and of enterprises) does not
apply to agriculture.”’ _ | ¥

Disproving Marxism ‘‘ in instalments '’ could
not satisfy Prof. Erik Noélting, a social-democrat
and one of the maost typical theoreticians of
In one of his discourses entitled
What does Marxism mean to us to-day? (reported
in the Frankfurter Volksstimme of January 2lst,
1928), he attempted to guillotine Marxism
altogether. | DL B

He recapitulated his refutation of Marxism in
ten points from which we can cull only a few
excerpts @ s il vstatd ¥

1. Since Marx, capitalist society 'fms
changed in its basic structure . . . . The doc-
trine of crises is itself no longer tenable, as;g

(s LR

crises of to-day have their origin in shocks that

have arisen outside the process of

lion.
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market changed
H.‘.U“L-.'r
s
Lhberation
But the

lroops ol
)

. Marx taught that uw* |
MUst necessarily become impnveriaﬁ'-t
sink - lower and lower ; thal L |
ISt s are the basje
socialism., E']S}'Chﬂlﬂgiﬂﬂll}' tili‘
Tt:l"'n'.llr }"a.l'!if‘t'i"l.ﬂt”e”l I‘. crroneous., I:'”'i
i.‘ L he peasant question  remains  entir y
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extle in Aight, We assumed with him that!'
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""'l'f:l.-' i .H' :‘lm.- narrotw. In one place he wan I;
Somal justice, then he wants the transfer' 0
the means of production, The socialisa-
_tlm_l i”:”]}“!‘iil] of Marx also lacks the cnncret”
t:‘ulu‘;llmn as o wheom the means of prﬂdUCﬁﬂn
transterred.  This we missed in the

would
IMost

centration

are to be
revoltute .

0. The cultural question found no solution
m orthodox Marxism. Marxism says that
the proletarian stands In  opposition to the
his culture also stands in|

to bourgeois culture. Cultures did

ot grow out of the economic structure, how-
ever much they were modified by it : The
hf-‘;-f“” the proletarian rises the} m- th.
H'I_f_h‘rt‘ru‘t"s ;H:;uppi.'nr, ‘ G 1

6. International que
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7. The democratic parliamentary state is a
fact which can afford the proletariat the possi-
bility of improving its position. You must
utilise this and not deny the State in the old
Marxist sense. Marx is of the opinion
that the State is to be destroyed. But we see
that it will only pass from one hand to the
other. It is neither a purely bourgeois nor a
purely proletarian matter., In essence it is
rather a matter of officials. (Exactly the pro-
gramme of the presidential government of von
Papen and von Schleicher-—B. K.).

8. The fact that there is an intermediate
link between capitalism and socialism over-
comes the Marxist conception of an explosive
conversion from capitalism to socialism. This
transitional phase finds threefold expression :
(a) politically by coalition governments (Kaut-
sky is the fathker of this idea.—B. K.); (b)
cconomically by industrial democracy (Hilfer-
ding is the father of this idea.—B. K.); (c)
socially through labour legislation (the paternity
of this idea is difficult to. establish, the entire
international trade-union bureaucracy share the
responsibility.—B. K.). h 2]
9. Why the concept of determinism u
superfluows. Marxism is imbued with the belief
that socialism must grow out of capitali;m.
Every movement seeks to base its raison d'élre
on hope in the determinism of its thesis. {
Enough of this pifile of the most vulgar bour-

weois science, which nevertheless, has uﬁe_-a‘dva;}-__-.
tage in Prof. Nolting's recapitulation, wiz., that
i* contains almost everything that the lead'ng
theoreticians of the Second International have
uttered at various times in refutation of Marxizm.

35 S g




Marx passed jmlgnn*nt on such a garbled apl,ﬂ
of capitalism, when in his preface to the | |
volume ol Capital he wrote tTUHL"EI'l'lng th |
Lheoret ‘ir.ll.llh that for them it is not a qllﬁﬁti'ﬁﬁ:-b;r.-:
W ill.‘lht'l' this or that theorem is true '-ﬁti':
whether it is useful or harmful, convenient ‘-"*':
inconvenient for capitalism, whether allnwed.;'
t‘u"l_l allow ed h‘», the I}U]il‘[',“ B :Il_q
~ We could multiply ad infinitum such and E
lar declarations of social-democratic theureticiaﬁ‘
and ‘h!';u'lilimu':'a_ I which .'\IEII'H 1§ I'Bfllt l
and forever ** dethroned.* They were E'::E-‘:.;‘M"L’'J.?'i.ﬁﬁ1
numerous  during the period of the relative
stabilisation of r:l]iilulihm when it seemed to theF
that  Hilferding and Naphtali’s ¢ DrganiSéa
*:“IiPlT.l!lﬁﬂ‘I " had for ever rendered ‘* unreal tl‘iﬁ“
irksome "’ law of capitalist production dis-
t“:tﬁ't*rrd bx Marx and Engels. In the days .Df‘
 Prospenty,” when it seemed to the socialtl
democratic leaders that imperialism had over-
~OME 1S post-war crisis, Marxism was' thrown®
m.'crhn;lr_{i as ballast by al] parties of the Second-ll
111_“:1{:!*:13“”"5“' Even its utilisation as a shib- |
Joleth 1o placate those who wanted to erect a
h:‘u.l;_;c " between the past and the resent of
-.m:::il-drmm.'rm:}' " was reduced to a f:ﬁnie um
But the period of shocks and j{}ll*; for i 1'3 t.
and the end of relative stabilisation Brm l:]n ubs B
by t}lu‘ ;wn;-ptulﬂtiun of the world c{:nn{:g'ti{t: ?:rit::;; s
N the capita 1‘11 CO 1CS - |
ai:]iult_ﬂrmcuﬁs virtnrinﬂzt;|3:2111::2gz}11:r -“;fth the -
struction in the Soviet Union (whic-hu?:ﬂ ISt~CPn-
possible to conceal from the necesqitnuawah el
of the capitalist countries), the rev-::;-lutic;naTaSSes |
swing and the growing influx of the maqﬂ.f-y'“p-
the Communist Parties caused other \':?i‘n{;qmtz
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prevail,  The practical as well as the theoretical
victories of Marxism have compelled the enemies
of Marxism to re-dress themselves in Marxian
garb after all their seasonal thearies have been
torn to tatters.

After the election victory of the Communist
‘arty of Germany on November 7th, two Marxian
arties suddenly appeared in Germany on the
worizon of the Vienna Arbeiterseitung.

** Relatively the share of votes obtained by
the two Marxian Parties has increased,’ wrote
Mr. Otto Bauer or one of his lieutenants after
the Reichstag elections in November, putting a
pleasant face on an unpleasant situation,

The Berlin organ of the Social-Democratic
Party, the Vorwadarts, reprinted with special em-
phasis this new discovery of Otto Bauer’s con-
cerning the ‘‘ two Marxist parties.”’

Mr. Vandervelde who, after the miners’ strike
in Borinage, had to record the fact that the
reformistically organised Belgian workers were
disinclined to follow the coalition policy of his
party, wants to convince them in the name of
‘“ Marxism '’ that they ought to form a united
front with the clericals instead of with the Com-
munists. On the occasion of the last govern-.
mental crisis in Belgium he wrote in Le Peuple
on December 11th : YA

‘““ ] am an old Marxist. I believe in the
primacy of the economic factors. 1 am_ de-
cidedly inimical to any reversion to political
formulas that would push anti-clericalism again
into the foreground. 1 would deprecate Wlfh
all the power within me every action whose aim
it would be to divide the working class stll
more against itself, by undertaking any attack -
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Mmissars
Nt of the

German Republic. 1 refer to Friedrich Ebert.
The watchword that is traceable to him and dates
back to those same days of the November revolu-
tion reads :

"I hate revolution like poison.”’

| entertain no hopes that this proposal of mine
—although it would be a correct introduction to
hllerding’s discourse on ** Marx and the Present
Day ""—will be accepted. On the contrary, |
think it 1s highly probable that Hilferding will
solve this *
ceptions of Marx and Ebert in his own fashion—
which savours of Austro-Marxism-—as follows :

" Well, you see, it’s a matter of taste; this
one hates capitalism, and that one revolution,
but both were enamoured with Socialism !’
| think it is quite improbable that in his dis-

course Hilferding will deal with all questions that
bear on his theme—especially such current topics
as the development of social-democracy into
social-fascism, its relation to fascism ; the respon-
sibility of the social democrats and the reformist
trade unions for the lowering of the working-
class standard of living; for the unemployment
of millions.

' slight discrepancy between the con-

These questions are of the utmost importance

to the present-day labour movement. A correct
reply to them can be made only by consulting
Marx. This is the more necessary because many
social-democratic workers feel offended if. one
speaks about their party as a social-fascist party
and opine—quite in good faith—that the social-
democratic party has retained something of
Marxism. For this reason it 1S necessary to
counterpose at least two important questions of

the day; the relation of the social-democrats anﬂ
;i
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according to the ** proposals for a united front "'
made by Breitscheid, Kunstler, Otto BHUE‘I’, etc.,
las nothing in common with the Marxist concep-
tion of the ‘" irreconcilability of class contradie-
tions, '

But this sentence in the Weimar Constitution
corresponds so much the more—both in meaning
mnd language—to the conception of the State
cntertained by the fascists.

Mussoliny gives utterance to this principle upon
which the social-democrats harp so much as his
own principle in the following modest words :

““ We have incorporated all forces of produc-
tion in the State. Labour and capital have
equal rights and equal duties; they must work
together, their conflicts being adjusted by re-
course to law and the courts.”

And the fascist constitutional charter in Italy,
the * Carta del Lavoro'' (Charter of Labour)
contains the following article, corresponding to
Article 165 of the Weimar Constitution :

‘“ The trades corporations recognised by law
guarantee equality before the law as between
employers and employees. They maintain the

discipline of ¢production and promote its
perfection.”
Turati, the former General Secretary of the

FFascist Party of Italy, could point with pride to

its theories of communes expounded in the
‘“ Carta del Lavoro ' : |

““ The juridical recognition of the syndicates

as organisations of public law, which g{e

authorised to represent all productive .f@fcgﬂs__'_,ﬂj;_ .*

the country (the entreprencurs and the worker:
by hand and brain), forms the basic princip
of the Fascist State.”’ ! i
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I'his basic principle of fascism appears '!ltl
lows i Y socialist o garb in ”i“-t‘l‘dillg‘s'_
at the Kiel Party Congress of the German Socil
Democratic Party in 1927 : |

L

1 i
L

1 1s socialist principle prEEiSEI)’ 10 Cor
sider the direction ol l*t]lt‘rlll'iHL'H and ?‘.‘_!"'-_
as the atfair of .'itlt‘ft'f}', and Hﬁfict}’ -'-'I"::"'f'-
agency through which it can act conscious!

other than the State.'
Lhere 1s no need to dwell further on H
't by this agency of society Hilferding E
tands not the  proletarian but the bourgeois
Sat Hilferding would, of course, have L'-E'f-“-
terred 1o see himself and his party at the helrﬁ-‘;._
this huln‘grniﬁ State, but—as BEI.'nm.Ein up'in&f'
when proletarian or fascist dictatorship is the

Oy _:tTtL:t'tl;tlix'L-, he, as a :-am*ial-dvnmr:rat, Chﬂﬁ
'["!-_"_T;lm‘l'-;'[ {Iu“l:urrr'v-al‘.till. =
Lhe class content of the

]
I .

two conceptions of the

Slate -I'Eu tascist  and the social-fascist—is the
rame T othe mamtenance and defence of capitali'sf._
privatle

properiy

T against proletarian revolution.
¢ one,

| the social-fascist method, calls itself

ff:;!:e,n-f;'r:rf democracy " ; the other, the fascist,

Co-operative system.” There are differences

n the :n;}phrrmiun of methods, but there are no

P:_Hr{-;'r.'ct'x m principle. Cogent proof of this is

the fact that Article 48 of the Weimar Constitu-
tion of the German bourgeoisie snfeguardé the

possibility of pnHf-:.ing—-cm'tstitutiﬂnﬂly |

-from ht!'lr democratic to the fascist mr_-thnd' of |
bourgeois dictatorship. Also the class forces

which !(I-ll.‘"l}' are arrayved against the proletarian
‘t""'”.l““{m in Germany, mainly through ﬂper:lf
tascist methods, differ in no essential res 'c:
from the alignment at the time the bnuréz({;ig
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" .

counter-revolution  fought  with  democratic
methods for the consummation of the Weimar
Constitution, The only difference consists in
this : that, while in 1918-19 the forces which to-
day are carrying out the fascisation of Germany,
pushed the social-democracy to the fore as the
standard-bearer of the counter-revolution, they
now I{El’:p it in the bﬂ{:kgmund.

In the struggle against the proletarian revolu-
tion, social-democracy had to settle completely
with the Marxian concept of the State. By doing
this, and by proclaiming to the masses that
followed them the exact opposite in word and
speech of what constitutes the essence of Marx's
conception of the State—that *‘ political power
in the proper sense of the expression is the
organised power of a class for the oppression of
another class ''—it not only disarmed these
masses but created the ideological and even the
constitutional basis for the fascisation of
Germany.

Even if there be differences in the methnds_ em-
ployed by the Briining, Papen and Schleicher
governments—respectively, the policy of tolera-
tion adopted by the social-democrats towards all
three governments means only one thing. They
tolerate what they prapufed,- what they C:l’ﬂ'flf'ed.
by preventing the proletariat from seizing pqhtn_ca}
power, by preventing the proletariat from estab-
lishing its class dictatorship. Therefore the
standpoint of the social-democrats is the exact
opposite of Marxism also in this most important

problem of the day. _ : A

But let us throw the light of Marxism _nq;;p?'l_;y ]
upon the political but also upon the trade wnion
activity of the social-democrats of the present
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by the incess
labour -

of the participants in the struggle "' (Value,

Price and Profit),—such is the other thesis

upon which the Marxian trade union policy is

founded.

Messrs. Nolting, whose text book Imtroduction
to Theoretical Economy is considered a semi-
official publication of the A.D.G.B., entertain a
different opinion :

““ The formation of wages '—we read in
this social-democratic text book—*‘‘ is beyond
the reach of strikes and the arbitrary will of
parties. Every attempt to influence wages col-
lapses by reason of its internal impossibility

. . trade union wage policy, especially of
the organisation and the carrying through of
wage strikes 1s a fruitless and fateful illusion;

laws can not be abrogated by puisches. A

revolution against wages would be as nonsensi-

cal as a revolution against the law of gravita-
tion."’

It is difficult to imagine that anything in the
works of the social-democratic theoreticians could
possibly exhibit more open enmity against
Marxism. None the less the following choice
morsel comes from the pen of Naphtali, whom
Tarnow celebrated as the ** Marx-substitute '’ of
the reformist trade unions :

‘““ To-day relations have changed essen-
tially,’’ this great discovery announces. ‘‘Legal
relationships are being established between
entrepreneurs and worker. To-day we can no
longer speak in general of exploitation of the
workers by their employers.”

These ‘* refutations ’* of Marxism are the prin-
ciples which form the basis of the policy of the
A.D.G.B. This was the basis of its attitude on

45

il
-



(LN 21 ;tili!;ilifni I‘:llinﬂﬂ]iﬁﬂliﬂﬂ, ~=_|‘i’
word was passed round that the ** organisation it
L1 iIsm was o be ;ltl‘;;i!’lt'l‘{l at lhﬂ "1;}--\
ol the working class by means of cap_i'_t
veryvthing that vulgar eco _,
ould imvent was set up h_\ the German :'il'-'-':
mon leaders in u}‘\pnhilinn 1o Marxism, was +-’_‘
momotion by the theoreticians of the German res
tormist trade unions to have the workers vi‘ I
that what was being done under capitalism was
n detence of their Interests, actually pl'OITIO-._
the realisation ol Lheir :Inll‘t't‘ﬁtﬁ‘ much thtEl' T’ 'j
‘ould be done by a socialism after the model 73:‘
S certain Marx.'" Die Arbeit, thl?ﬂretiCﬂl.ﬂI'Eﬂ
i the German lrade uninnh. wrote at the timei”
" Every step in rationalisation is a lap or
*.h_r way to the return to consumption economy,
ot course, big capitalist in form, but without
'tn;:-rnp:lv:ﬂi%l spirit, and is consequently a big
lump of socialisation. Thus a ccntury-old
dream is coming true."’
tvery word of which is so much bosh and non-
‘win«-a.:! None the less, this mnnium-gathf:rum of
uhlm“vra was the theoretical basis upon which the
'-.-Llrrnﬂat rade union members were *° volun-
tartly '7 subjected by their leaders to Cﬂpitﬁ-:dliﬁt

‘.I.

d

L %1 ~‘|_|1'-~|.','\~]i, '_!*.1’: '

wage pressure in the halcyon days of capitalist
r;ituu'lﬂli:-‘-:ili{}ﬂ.

Time, however, brought changes in trade union
tactics and a newer refutation of Marxism.
Rationalisation could not even adduce the seme=-
blance of proof that the laws of capitalist prn-]
duction—discovered b}' :“HTR'—'hﬂd lost thf:irr
vahdity. ~ The ** organisation * of capitalism
could not master the crisis even with the aid of
capitalist rationalisation. The theory ACCording
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to which capitalism is interested in high wages
wias thus disproved. It was not the ** individual
entreprencur ' but  the bourgeois State, the
agent ol the capitalist class or to use Tarnow's
terminology—""of the entrepreneurs as a whole''
which led the offensive against the wages of the
working class. The industrial reserve army, the
host of unemployed, grew to monstrous propor-
tions during the crisis. Otto Bauer was im-
mediately on the spot when a defence of social-
tascist practice was to be ‘‘ theorised '’—the
practice of the reformist trade unions which, by
supporting the pressure upon wages, and be-
cause of the immense increase in unemployment,
pressed the workers (by supporting capitalist
rationalisation), close to the border line of bar-
barism or even into barbarism itself. The new
descriptive word of social-democracy for the
defence of capitalist rationalisation was coined by

Otto Bauer and is denominated °° mistaken
rattonalisation.”’ ;

The same Tarnow whao conducted the chorus of
the German trade union bureaucrats when they
sang the praises of capitalist rationalisation had
to admit publicly that “‘precipitate and over-
zealous rationalisation was one of the main

causes of mass unemployment.”’

As the crisis sharpened the workers offered
resistance to the capitalist offensive. _ |

Marx's theory of trade union wage policy says
clearly on this point that the wark‘ipg class
should ** utilise any occasional possibilities for
temporary improvements R If _it w@era__ to
vield in cowardly fashion in its daily conflicts
with Capital, it would most assuredly dej.xwe
itself of the capacity to undertake any major
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Isuit th 1i.'.¢'-1'.1tl Wils *‘it'l'l'ihl'l}' lhi?-i: lhﬂi lhﬂ'
vorking class was to be restrained from lll“iﬂing’
apitalism’s  crnitical  state due to the crisiﬁ,

‘' major movements,’’ i.e.,
revolution, from the
That is why the entire
social-democracy—supported by all sorts of
renegades—proclaimed the theory: ‘Y No wage
struggles, no strikes, during the crisis!”’
course, far from being a
evolution, but to underestimate the revolutionary
significance of strikes is anything but Marxism.
Both the social-democrats and the reformist
(e umon leaders correctly appraised the revolu-
tonary significance of strikes—especially in times
ol crises—(more correctly than many Communists
who do not understand the revolutionary signifi-
ance of partial demands and partial struggles),
by the supreme efforts they made, and are mak-
ng, to hold the workers back from strikes in
brder thereby to be able ta defend capitalism
against proletarian revolution.
That is why Tarnow, the arch-reformist,
advanced exactly the opposite kind of tactics
against the trade-union tactics advocated by
Marxism. In his notorious Konigsberg discourse
on the world econamic crisis—delivered at 5 time
when wage cuts were being handed out af high-
pressure speed—Tarnow raised -Htl'n{{f—br{jﬂ]{ing
instead of reforms and minor alleviations, tq lh{;
rank of a theory.

The crisis should not be regarded from 4,
standpoint of the working class.  The crigic
must be tided over within the framework ﬂ‘f
capitalist economy by the sacrifices of the
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'rom the il{'n];'llll'i;ll‘l

Slru le for socialism,

rugg

| he strike IH ol

i_
n

working class necessary for that purpose.”’
Now, whereas the trade-union : lh{’:ﬂry afld
practice of social-democracy is the direct opposite
5f Marxian trade-union theory E-lnd' practice, this
heory of strike-breaking, enunciated by the
-ocial-fascists has all the traits in common with
the [ascist point of wiew as to the relation of the
working class to the crisis and to wage move-
ments.  Small wonder, then, that “fhllle Tarnow
was delivering himself of these astonishingly self-
cevealing  sentiments, Hitler's personal prfﬁs
organ, the Valkische Bﬂﬂim.ﬂht‘rﬂr was act:;a ._}’
printing its stand on the matter In t-he_se words :
““ If in this situation the economic demands
of Germany's employees are cxamlr_tcd frnmﬁtl;i
point of view of right, it will be evident at :h
blush that reason is against them because &is
entive economic scheme as such ts on the verge

of collapse.” 'S
Bfuth declarations date back to November, 1930

- ) e Naper.
_Tarnow’'s as well as that of Hitler's own papeé

- . =4
Quite true, there have been fﬂw}llﬁ-;:;?jr;gy
justices to match the cas¢ of social-c

which stands accused of M-arxl_smf .fm_-__s:l: regrsgz
whatever by its twin brother, ashc; ::int:i'plES
cconomic theory of Sﬂ'tElB.]-f&SCIsm! the gﬁ.._ B
of which form the basis of the w:'tg;a ge tﬁims,
the entire practice of the reformist e
is as far distant from ;E’IB.I'XISIH a:t fa’éc"i'smz. _
the economic ' theory of mational m

The point of departure takenhp{i :Ii]: | e:‘{;l?;::
(heory is that surplus .Vﬂ]uﬂ-’-t“;hf expense of the
apprnpriatcs in 1ts _iEI_ItII‘_Et}’ a jgenf ffoﬂiic# |

liar. has its origin in the process *J e
;Tr?:; From this fact follows the 1r1;lecnﬂ1e e
t:nm'radicti'nn between the &mPln}*er an
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iheory of productivity 1s undoubtedly superior
io the Marxist theory.”

—r

class contradiction between capitalist

wage worker.  The point of departure of all )
onomy. also ol the economic lI‘I{JUI‘\' " £ 18 ** SUuperior "' hbecause it I‘Epl‘ESEﬂtS the In-
nis, on the cantrary, the process of erests of the capitalists by seeking to persuade

he workers that an increase in the productivity
of labour occurs ‘‘ in the interests of the com-
munity ' and ‘* within the framework of the en-
ire body politic and must accrue to the advan-
tage of -Fl“ "' ——to use the words of the fascist

| l’:“ll: S il\:_:»; Nnol tr!‘ulﬂ lhi." ]}!'t}lIUC’l-iﬂn
commaoditnies but from lht'i!' L‘Htllilngtf.
But, according to the theories of both the

1N SO i;L]!-TL't‘él'.IHlﬂ, hurnlnn}' })I'ﬂ\'ﬂils in
¢ process ol production as between the interests

* ipitahists and the wage workers. programmec., : .

| s the programme ol the N.S.l_)u‘\.l‘v. Braunthal’s lhl‘ﬂ!’)’ of wages Stl“lkES ﬂ-dlﬂ'ﬂfﬂﬂt
Natwnal Socialist Labour Party of Germany), tune.  There we are informed that : ul,

cxpresses less scientifically than clearly by stating ““ Of course not more can be dlwdt’:d ﬂ:lﬂﬂ

: has been produced, and the more there is being

i~ tenth paragraph :
It must be the first duty of every citizen to
lo mental or physical work. The 'nutivity of
the individual may not infringe upon the in-
terests of the Ii_“lurl‘l‘ll‘l‘il.ll'lli‘[:".',r but must be pUrSUEd
withm the tramework u_r‘ the entire bodvy pu!ftic
11l must accrue to ”h‘.’ H{f‘:'”HfH.}.‘"t’ ilf {I‘“.”
\itred Braunthal, one of the I;L-:il—l-;tiuwll
conomic theoreticians of social-democracy pro-
;1-1;111%% l T.I]L"HF‘_\.‘ n Upptlf-«".'.inn Lo l]:ll'}:iﬁl‘l{ t'F."r']'lillﬂ'l
s scientifically  formulated, but whose content
orresponds fully to the fascist programme. This
'.?H-;u:':.. 1S s Iil.‘.ll'lh i!'l hiﬁ jjrt'.‘?i’i”-f}il}' EL‘“”Q”;
ind its Lazws, and 1s intended for use a¢ j!

produced, the more we have at our disposal for

distribution.  Therefore the worker s .u:l::-
doubtedly interested in the g;::eatest. possible
increase in production. . .. (Of courslfe,
everything Braunthal says has reference to t

itali jon.—B. K.).
canitalist method of production. __
\\-’ihile Braunthal bases the social-fascist theory

of wages solely upon the harmony of interests

W y lover in the capitalist
b-tween worker and emqua);tsky e el

srocess of production; ASatiah |
liiITcrcnt i m';san 1. whereby; tie economic as l:v?l;
1s the political struggle of the wilgil wor :ﬁe
1oainst the capitalists can be - regarded 4as

. T : a text RS S E O infringement
book. ”l here this disciple of Otto Bauer SAVS - (ascists regard a1 Iflgmﬁl)': as r:::nit ) gln his
"* The theory of productivity, viewed "i— : unon the interests ﬂf-ﬂ-.m. . I d

' ’ - rom pPo r edition of the second

opula _
preface tf; g:;lﬁf Kautsky distorted this great
r‘u’{iulTifQMﬁrﬂis inter alia by the following sen-
wor 1a
M 1 the pr
~ arise which ar

the angle of wages, doubtless has
significance and can be justified | .
for the following law accords with it - Any ri :
in wages hnds an absolute limit in the pmdum
tivity of labour. And vice versa : the gmmg_
the productivity, the higher wages can, Un{iﬁ::
certain circumstances, rise. In this respect the
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ocess of circulation phenomena
e of the greatest moment for the
of the workers and which do not
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LS A\ ¢ t he

capitalbists have

oht by fact that here workers

wdentical interests up to a

LN AdeYree.

i|'|1\'tl.,"-t"'-; ‘ IH"I""‘.'tilill W - v
orkers
iy 1IN '1.' f and

he process of production as well as
. o circulation,  What else 1s there
\gains, whom 1s  the social-democratic
I-I,. 'wht in the opinion of his thcnreticiané‘,-

s polthical and trade union leaders ?
j\ Lhing : IS¢ remains but to hight against thfﬂ'.
- 1 do not recognise these *f identicﬂ
etk T ween s workers and  capitalists, ™
_ ‘oo Lommumsts, ;l_&.{ﬁil'l:it the I‘ﬁ\"ﬁlﬂ'

W " - | -
v PMOIICLATrIANnsS

who adhere to the Marxian
e that the contradictions between Capit':'
and Labour, 'anr;_;'vuir-it_‘ and proletariat, are ﬂﬁ
: irreconcilable. E 5
S0 what does 1 |
democratic lcaders

.'.'Hl

1
LAY

dentical but

l'l_'H.'iH'l ’U.'h{"ﬂ now a fﬂw socia%
}‘1114' Utto Bauer, Vandervelde
their immediat ; "
ASCIS 41¢ propinquity to
Ti : cism, a;nhh-tﬂ}' make the discovery pUI?deryt F- 8
}.twlﬂu'l.-“'- ll1 T. 1'.' 'I,I'I[_i 3 s } '-::'l
. . the revoluts : 4
that IN SOMe con '1onary upsurge, |
I-x-“-lit =10 S | lillllt[’}' lhﬂl‘ﬂ are ‘s t“;.
i . — .y a =%
labour in*rrn'llinn'll !j[’l":.t‘]lpH 0 it B’Ieri&
{ll*-n‘nrl-r*.‘- K : cance attaoches Ir
2x Nautsky's  w
'{'E.lFtHHIH that if what i« going on in t?!l kn{)‘\:'.r
’ = - et
.”“m -and  what we all want e 1€ S'thlﬁ.,
throughout the world—is Marxism }tl Inﬂt]ﬂ!’-i:a!lli |
ol en his hifes

had been in vain?

| I'his discovery is nothing more or
attempt to parry the main blow of
tionary proletariat which, in the stru

5(‘1{‘1;‘1.]1"-;1’1}, must necessarily be dirc;t:lcdggle ~fﬂr:'
the internal foe of the proletariat a.—-'agm“"‘t.
social-democracy. The Otto Bauer::-., S2inst the
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Crisis
*-.1”111'\‘."!'“;:';-
Marxian

alter

N

less than an |

‘“ the people who,” as Marx and Engels

wrote concerning such types in  the labour
movement, ' under the guise of incessant

hustle and bustle, not only do nothing them-
selves, but even endeavour to hinder others so
that nothing but idle chatter results . . . these
s f-same people who sce a reaction (which they
help into the saddle.—B. K.), and thEl’i are
perfectly astonished to find themselves in an
impasse where neither resistance nor ﬂlg:ht
avail, the same people who want to cram his-
tory into their narrow philistine I}ﬂ:’iznn‘- and
whom history passes by each time without
taking note of them,” :
these people, caught in a deadlaock, now write
concerning the unity which they have split. They
vociferate about the defence of the interests of
the workers whom they have sold and sell every
day of the year. They _iﬂ\*ﬂg‘-h *.38'-?-1"51* the
"\ monsense of the Communists ** who direct their
main  blow  against ’t!'lﬁ _‘ r‘_gq?Jy-dlscnver_ed
‘“ Marxian party.”’ All thﬂlfdm;r albmft un:t)ir_
s because they know that ipfthercihcult times ©
: o o ration for imperialist war, of
this crisis, of pfﬂ?ﬂ!’ﬂ?ﬁﬁ;,;;- = Soviet UUnion
military mter\fenmﬂﬁrgau:‘s;t;hz fﬂiﬂ:ﬂ )
the pro.c ui p{fg Eglt;it: the social-democrats,

The sortt? and cry against the Com-
who raise | L'w.ﬁ-ﬁ:-; cemplified by the conference of
+he national committee of German

lnunistﬂy,"' ;%E :
the lea_g_' H'(pdfr!;f which met on November 26th
Orgats ndencies were represented, social-

I8 = < well as national-socialists, with the
demoCrats &% = of the Communist youth.  This
sole eXCE vhich had ‘‘ Youth in the Struggle
nfer€i=e o on its agenda, is reported in the

F 53



v who direct the main blow against the

e challszeillune 1re ! Tint ¥ nists ’ ¥
| \ ”'l ‘ﬁl‘ t i|: Al l{_“;uﬂ g Paper), Imll-i-;l democrats, who want to realise the u_nltcc‘I:
. o & - TN an article g : SOC1al- : e -
triacie analingding l':'un! of the Communist and social-democratic, ol

pancgyrics, as stating that :
| ‘rade wrmions 1t was intcresting to
mong the numerous  groups repre-
Lhe conterence of the Reich C’Dmmil-
Lerman youth  organisations none
ind to SpoOnsor a [}nﬁt‘}' of laisses-
1S also t‘.n'lt.‘u'{‘hl‘lh}‘ that n the COn-
'ks by Prof. Flitner, as well as in
us  Press comments, the queatinn was
& Wl it was not tume for the leaders
e vouth organisations to cndcavnur lo
A common od positive stand on concrele

the organised and the unurganised workers, but
o

: g
who arc l“hil‘lﬂ“ﬂﬂdr to enter ml:ﬂ a ]al:::;::
iront ' with the misleaders of t efst;ce i
cratic \.*.‘ur'ht:rﬁ—-wil‘h the leader_s O d
and the Amsterdam lntcrl_'latmnalshap
cections, whose bankrupt policy was € nfr. __
as follows by the Arbeiter Zeilung © S

932 : .30

o ‘l')'l'hc GGerman workers have Saﬂﬂﬁcﬂiu S
<welves for the State, have @‘gmﬂ e
placed their own interests aft_er.
State. The German bnu_rgeﬂ_iﬁl_#f!?;, e
them for th’is_thrﬂugh Hltlﬂl' “'":TII*‘
In this letter from ﬁw
January 20th, 1886, we :“I has |
““ In France the long=€x PEC S schemen
come a fact. The '—-~= 1
tween Guesde and LataisCeunss

\.1- :pli'..tl-'.:"r " lill.' L] '___iH '-.'!f I!‘t: l‘.\lDiGiBl is in
l&RVOUr ol ;I._ common and PH.‘EHI-‘I*E Stﬂnd on con-
g "!r..'-;'.ﬁi:u‘;'- U".II LIV tll‘e = hEt\VEEn thB SOCi%l'
t,;.“.ﬂﬂ_-.!“h and Tl:i' lascist vouth. For where
L hie 1S 'h}lr-ﬁyn_n;il difference of (inﬂiﬂn in ﬂlﬂ. |
IT~.l..:J tiLlj'w‘.h:n_ Ol Iu-tl;l‘_\'t th_‘l‘f_’nt_‘,{: of Cﬂpit’alism
11.' afuth-:m; Ol L“Hl}‘lt:l]iﬁﬂl, such a common
.l:,hi_I;.t.t‘ s not at all difficult to maintain 1

1CTre hll‘.\.'r.‘ hl;'t"l - : - )|
i ASNSOS r = E -
democrats have succoee '“erE cue SMIQI;.'I

b 1ave succeeded—in the interests qf’
Capiifiam—in perverting the pressure of the Pl': \

LT ’

g

Brousse -could not b€

ok - L

founding the ﬂf."”"'

T+ I
f :
 F

4 TELA]

".r._-.

~ver laboured unc :]" Sure

that this could NOESEa
- - - ""1.1.'.' u

pute is purely ©Ff

It't'lri'lt I-'l'.lr L flllt‘ll' {’f acts . s % ~on(

ari: , ction int y to be
There are still many S0 A umty farce struggle 3 L Jadiags

; ‘ : nany proletarians, | am certail of the proletalrers 7 b P "
1"!.1-1".‘_1;111{“*-1‘ t}]-{. 11111111‘11{_‘{‘ ﬁf h{H‘inl‘d{ 111[:’[ r' . it tﬂ be ‘p:—*‘n’-*r_? ‘ s : ‘:'-I _|J+,-'r__ral__td_eéh rﬂf
the reformist trade unions—stjl 1Cy an TV s arac L

1 . . A trans Arop the TN e
tiate between unity of action in 1:1.:?:;11,[?“ ‘f.llﬂ'eren ; (0;;; eachiof s a;'.;,l';,f-',q'ilﬂ wPe:dwlfr
and the unity farce that serves the .',‘I; E:lrugg:]g. J ﬂ ' "=~ followers, mnbe gam 4 4
the bourgeoisie. €rests ol th.x L rotasit: EFf‘il}f',:; 'Eﬁqg[gpmentﬂf the Prﬂ'l'

In an unpublished letter of Engels’ wa o [ ” = owhere the result Df interna
i France, which now 1s forming a

[ i &
. | N od M
-
oy
-~

| .--'.‘-".'
34 .-‘I':l':}.J i

splendid reply to Otto Bauer’s h."’llﬂ‘irilir;ﬂ o ind Fr
miads concerning the ‘* nonsense of Cre-=a ; |
| ¢ C P 55
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‘%"’knt.':'-u"-u.
L1, \\.u' in lh."['ln'lll‘\' dre

Party tor the hirst ume, i1s no CXCep-
bevond the first

phasce of the internal struggle. Other struggles
are still ahead of us. Unity is all right as long
things take precedence
And when one has fought all one’s
than anyone else against self-styled
as Marx and | have done (for the
bourgceoisie we tackled only as a class and
engaged in single combat with
cannot lose any tears over
inevitable  struggle has

as 1t lasts, but somg
OVer unity,
1

iic¢ morea

SOCL: i]IHIa

.!nm.at never

| ?HIHT:_-_;'{'H:;'-" one

the  fact that the
broken out.”

[his 1s the corroboratory judgment of Marx
md Engels concerning the theory that the main
blow of the revolutionary masses in the struggle
wainst the main enemy, the bourgeoisie—must
't\t; directed against social- democracy. This is

the answer Marx and Engels have for political
t* imkrupts who desire to manceuvre their way out
ol the deadlock at the expense of the workers
they have betraved. This is the kKevnote for our
activities to effect a real united front of the work-
ing class, a united front from below, in the daily
struggles which must be led on to the decisive
struggles tor power.

1V,

The mmsurrection of the forces of production
against I}I'H ate property in the means of produc-
tion, against the capitalist production relation-

ships which are the hife springs of the lmurgnmau,
and its domination, has won greater vigour by
the economically and politically decisive fact thay
the Union of Socialist Soviet Republics exijst«
and is victorious, while the capitalist world hae
approached the point where the dynamiting of

RA

the capitalist relations of production commences.
Never before has the bourgeoisie proved itself so
clearly a '' superfluous class ' as now. In its
own countries it contemplates the crisis with
despair as it breaks out with ever-renewed fury.
It founds its domination more and more upon
open terror against its wage slaves, whose mil-
lions lack the absolute minimum of existence.

But in the country where Socialism has become

a fact, in the Soviet Union, it is daily proven that
the working class, freed from its exploiters and
OpPressors, now its own master and ruling in its
own right in the Soviets, develops the socialised
forces of production at a tempo that staggers
lm'tgmat:ﬂn, while at the same time appropriat-
ing socially the social product of labour. :'Bjr
abolishing the conditions of life under which it
lived in bourgeois society, it abolishes ° “ all ['“ )
inhuman conditions of life '’ that ¢ F:‘?l'-‘"fjj}_ ‘has _.l‘*
created : no unemplnyment, abolit -ﬂ,@g-
slavery of woman, abolition of ‘the wwm.;;
of more than a hundr "'r-if.f"f.f"-: 'f”“‘;'.- “
general crisis of the PLE W”
also a crisis fnr the nate pos '“',_f' ety
the power of H”]'U*‘ class, "‘"-"‘;{—U e  view

nh: ;1 march ¢ "socmhsm

of the simultaneous trium

n{' s H' his C rH‘ ir-ﬂ_}-r r t_}]e materlﬂl
- Union. -2
in the Soviet Linior: a c.us:s of the

- 51’ - at tne *”'".
ruling i ellectual porer:
Zeo1s !,11[.-.11 {- .t SysSte J.; W c:h cannot give bread
The CaPTA o ns of millions of its wage slaves

nor V wor

g 1.,M; co ver their mtellectual needs

can a jeologies ies, ‘not even with *‘ anti-
wi ﬂﬁ deolo .9 ,’' can no longer constantly
apitd’ e period of the mtensnﬁcahan of

27

¥



ceonoiie orists 1s at the same time a
ner ol of enisis ol all 'rhrtll';_;rnih i{h'u]n;'il‘ﬁ which

dre as o means whereby the bourgeoisie
mav keep explotted and  oppressed masses  in
beok.  The hunger ol the masses, cspecially of

milhions ol voung workers whose ** gradua-
to hile 7" takes place at a time of severest
mi\‘l'i.l‘i.;lf.i-.‘:!‘w, o] uru'l‘lllllﬂ}'nu'l‘ll and Lerror, de-

ands not only work and bread, but also a world

.. The pertod of the general crisis has
become the peniod of ' grave doubts ' on the

ol the bourgeotsie.  Words hike dislocation,
distntegration, mternecie  struggle, cataclysm,
runn and chaos are now Iin Very common usage not
VIV 1IN the hi‘#'.*h'l'u' of science but also of idﬂﬂ]ﬂg}'.
 \What 1s the point at issue?’’ queries some-
one active in fascst circles who arrogates to
hrmselt the role of ideologist of young Ger-
manyv. ‘" That 1s the decisive question which
evervone who thinks at all must ponder, which
gives him no peace and agitates his entire
being.  Is that which we are living through to-
day the result and the aim of a development
which has devoured untold sacrifice and which
has shaken man from head to foot? Is this
the end?™
But also in the victor countries, in France, in
l[ingland, in the United States, the words written
by Hegel in his Philosophy of History concerning
the wars ol Napoleon are more than nppli{:ﬂh]:: to
their economy as well as to their ideology :
No greater victories have ever been
gained, no more genial moves have ever been
made; but likewise the impotence of wvictory
never appeared in a more striking hight.” -
The nationalism rampant in the countries of
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victor and vanquished alike is an expression of
tie impotence that has seized the world after the
cepartition of the world by the Versailles Peace
Ireaty and the Washington Convention had ten-
lold increased the number of potential starting-
points of war to-day. On the other hand, it is
also the consequence of the impotence of the
bourgeoisie in the province of home policy, an
cxpression of the fact, that as a result of the
crisis, it feels itself more and more constricted in
the application of its ideology of social reforms
and is constrained to have recourse almost exclu-
sively to what is the sheerest national damagogy.
Pacifism—that falsification of the honest will of
\he workers to peace, first omen of instinctive
protest against imperialist war and of the aware-
ness of a reactionary character in the clandestine
preparations of imperialist war and military inter-
vention against the Soviet Union is undergoing a
profound crisis.  The bourgeoisie becomes less
and less capable of concealing the fact that the
cause of war lies in iwe_r{alqgt_ca_pltallsm itself ;
that capitalism and war are H}SEP"""'H‘?' _Thnse
who used to be pacifists by HODESt '{]::\GHVICUDH fare
cxperiencing a Ohan,gﬁﬁofheaﬂ | hey e hTe
e ‘hism and drawing nearer to the idea
SakingoDas nary struggle against capitalism as
. of war. This was one lesson taught by
tordam Anti-War Congress. Those, on
~+ hand, who were not the deceived but
“. e in the pacifist movements are now
remselves mare and more to the
» pacifist agents in this work of pre-

SRR - _::r'-:"iﬂf ‘ 3 - % L
: }”Eﬂ mperialist war and intervention.
L pevalorisation of all values,” that ex-
ABE ¢ disbelief in all traditional ideologies
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which alwavs tends to crop up among the bour-
ceoisie in all orises of capitalism, extends to all
<pheres of bourgeois wdeology, but more ¢spect-
v 1o th }\:nh‘.;-:n ol the p;ﬁﬂh"il\.‘ ol survival
for the capitalist system itsell. '

Those political and economic leaders, l(‘ﬂding
wleologists of the bourgeoisie, who still entertain
the behiel that capritalism can continue as of old,
re Ut owhite ravens V' indeed. The words of the
bourgeois, as well as social-democratic economic
healers of  the bourgeoisiec concerning  ‘* late-
capitalism 77 oand 'Y organised capitalism,'' only
ek to vell the hideous fact that for them
ntalism has come to the end of its tether and
thit of course an attempt must be made to save
- somehow.  Optimists are scarce. But their
opumism is no less impotent than the gloomy
{ 'ﬂ'.“uhi'tn:__;a of the 1}L‘551111i515.

' he danger that man will become the slave
of his tool,” wrote Prof. Adolf Weber, one of
the optimistic champions of capitalism after the
crists had set in, ** cannot be averted by chang-
ing the economic system, but nn]} b)’ influenc-
in;_; the patterns uf thuught and soul-life of
man.

The accentuated crisis of capitalist economy
SUre } greets this mmane prattle with derisive
laughter.  For 1t *' freed ' forty to fifty million
nrole !11 ins, who had bLanL unemployed, from

;!:; oslavery ol their tools.’ It never even per-

mit ui Ih'L millions of u]ulh lu reach the status
of ** slaves of their tools.’
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" Influence upon the
patterns of thought and the soul-life of man "'—
that 1s social-democracy ; that 1s fascism. Hoqw
long they awill suffice to stem the rising tide of
the [‘H'U!t“iﬂ'i-'“ I}L‘:t[h'lg ﬂgﬂi”ﬁt lhE Eﬂpitﬂliﬁl

system, against the bourgeoisie, is to-day the

oreatest  worry  of the capitalists and  their

ideology manufacturers.

In this period of ** grave doubt,”” of the “ re-
valorisalion of all wvalues,”” when ewverything in
cconomy, in the machinery of power, in the
ideology of capitalism, has been shaken to its
deepest foundations, the edifice of Marxian
doctrine stands firm and pmud in all its parts and
particles, untouched by the crisis of ideologies.

Prof. Schmalenbach, a most prominent bour-
geois theoretician of industrial cconomy, has said
with resignation : |

‘“ What difference is there in essence be-
tween what we are going through tn-daj‘ and
the fulfilment of the predictions made b) Mﬁﬂy ]
the great socialist?"’ = e |

Nor is it this ‘‘ recognition * bf_:.-_,'l';l x
part of an ideologist of the bourgeoisi
glaringly characterises the: dlsgg!fﬂ:._ Ire

weois ideology and its del 13)’

Leninism. The following ﬁf-ﬁ” haps. 1355 self-
u*“* uci .mmre characteris-

cvident but none the !\,E reoisie, in its period
l!

e : the LU of th 50 hin it had created
of decline, away e L:"E:'i* N :f B‘ 1
d 'ﬂf.n'u ent c:"v! I'x and Eﬂg’ﬂls—

r oad ¢
ot Gyt roored i the
J o ;r:, ,--_-m the theoretical
material € ':’: Hﬂ;-,;u;n socialism, derived their
¢labor: tion i best t the young bourgeoisie
ﬂ;ﬁj‘u el md of ascent in the realm of

J
T

start *if)“‘f“' |
had roated 1n i th tlh ht 1
> hat b mg e thqught material on
ldEOJ ;;'_-' { L ‘_ ‘ll'-
han « thoug t matenal on hand '’ was sup-
E' o Gern g;;n classical phrlusaphy—pr:manly

[Jf""

; . classical political economy, prim-
fihis
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artly Smith and ff."{'-_ll'af-!, and French H{H‘fﬂfl‘h‘ﬂl,
4.;im,1| ly Saint Simon and Fourier., The ¢labora-
o of scientitic socialism, of Commaunism, by
\larx and Engels, praceeded theoretically in the
torm of a critique of these doctrines, 1.e., by con-
trasting these doctrines with the L‘lbjt?{‘.livl} facts
and their coherence. All that transcended in
these systems the limited borders of bourgeois
hinking was rescued by Marx and [Engels and
Civen over to the [‘H‘Uh‘l:u‘i:ll,

I'he pulrescent bourgeoisie in the period of its
decline repudiates even the remnants of those intel-
lectual _,hhwfm'f:; pnuhu‘t‘d i the fu:}'dﬂ'}' {}f its de-
velopment as a class.

Hugo Schulz, a bourgeois economist, recently
confessed that the bourgeoisie had to abandon the
classical theory of political economy as it could
not combat Marxism from the standpoint of this
theory., The period of the present crisis is the
period  of  a revival of wvulgar economy In
the camp of bourgeols science to an ex-
tent never  witnessed before. A refutation
of all law n economy, and the rejectian
of every theory, i1s the main trait of these
hirelings of bourgeois economy. For them the
ceconomic Crisis 1s not a consequence of the regu-
lar economic development, its cause does not lie

‘in economy ' but ‘" in the soul’': it is a

“ crisis of confidence.’’ Vulgar economics like
this have nothing in common with the classical
theory of political economy awhich the best repre-
sentatives of the young bourgeoisie elaborated in
the struggle against feudalism that the capitalist

method of production might be victorious.

German classical philosophy, which translated
the great French revolution into the field of philo-
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sophy for the cowardly German bourgeoisie, is
to-day as dead as a door nail as far as it (the Ger-
man bourgeoisie¢) is concerned. Hegel, greatest
representatave of the classical school, is again
singled out by the bourgeoisie for treatment as a
‘“dead dog."" Marx and Engels linked up the
dialectic method with the revolutionary side of
Hegelian philosophy. They stripped dialecties of
their mystical covering of Hegelian idealism. They
turned dialectics ** up-side down '’ by demonstra-
ting that the *‘ ideal ’’ is nothing else than the
" material '’ converted and translated in the mind
of man.,

The bourgeoisie in the period of its crisis had to
repudiate Hegel since his dialectics were intoler-
able for 1t even in their idealistic covering.
Hegelian dialectics preclude precisely that which
Is most necessary for the idealogists of the bour-
geoisie in the course of the crisis : the contempla-
tion of the existing, of the existing order of society,
as something endowed with finality.

[‘light from truth, flight into the “‘intellectual,™
is a general phenomenon in bourgeols science.
The one takes refuge in religion—not only Chris-
tian religions, but also the ancient _heathen re-
ligions, as certain fascist tendencies in Germany

do, in oriental religions, in Buddhism, like the

I'nglish theosophists.  Within the bourgcoisie
multifarious schools of philosophical mysticism
prosper. | It is,the religion jofithe irefined bour-
eoisie. which has lost faith in the Christian as
well as in the Jewish god, inasmuch as the Jewish
0 2 and the Christian god in all his
: " aroved themselves incapable of pre-
- e pr i T i . Al :
trinity Lh? ;F"?jﬁ from the crisis. |
Not & Ai“g,r 1{{‘; is spared this flight from




the truth. The vouth movement which finds ex-
pression in the ** back to nature '’ ideologies : the
cult of the old Germanie, of the Celtic, all sorts of
vegetarian  sects, religious pacifism, etc., are
nothing but disintegrated products of bourgeois
ideology.

Social-democracy too takes flight ** into the in-
tellectual.” The English trade union bureaucrats
and American Socialist leaders unite their bureau-
rat'e functions in the labour organisations with
(he post of preachers in various ecclesiastical sects.
Religious socialists find more favour in the social-
'mocratic  parties than radical free-thinkers.
sollmann, a German social-democratic leader, pro-
fesses positive Catholicism.  Otto Bauer has be-
come nothing less than a god-seeker who has ele-
vated a timeless, spaceless, and classless ‘‘ free-
dom of conscienc: ' to be his social-democratic
god. The worst kinds of inane 1dealism have re-
placed the old French materialism and even the
wdealism of classical German philosophy.

In France the various radical-socialist tendencies

—which In a certain sens¢e consider themselves
heirs of the French Rewvolution and French social-
ism—have discarded all semblance of kinship with
the great utopians of French socialism and the
great French Revolution.  The socialism of the
oreat utapians sallied forth from the traditions of
the French Revolution to the watchwords : liberty,
quality, fraternity. For these watchwords the
radical-socialist groups in France have substituted
the trinity : Panama-scandal-corruption.

To-day more than ever il is appropriale, is the
high u'uh' of every Communist, of every young
Communist worker, to bear ﬂlﬂﬂ Hle flag of
Marxism-Leninism, the revolutionary ** doclrine

6+

f the conditions uf ""H.fﬂrv the *ﬂnrkmg dass,” lo
ma'te Marxism=Leninism the common properly of
all proletarians seeking a world philosophy and

eManc :punuu This duly now becomes para-
mount in the period of ** grave doubt,'’ which has
penetrated even the ranks of the proletarian yauﬂg

Hpr:l:hll smmﬁcanc-.. attaches to-day fﬁ Lenirﬂs
words : \’V:thaut revolutionary theu ﬂwrﬁdéﬁ ]
be no revolutionary movement.” Mijlmnﬁ-
vouth—without any trade or Pl'ﬂf&*rﬁlﬂ"-l, m‘ﬂ NS5
of adults who are losing their professional training
through unemployment, who have been th '-_,.-*'f'
upon the street, are now in quest not only of
““ room to live "' but also of a ** Pprincif Ie = lfﬂ
of a guide to action that will enable t .;_qqgf',;.-"h'"
for themselves “‘ room to live."" They need :
revolutionary theory to be able to re: 51& fﬂdff{‘ u‘ﬂw*-'
tion of fascist demagogy, of : n-ﬂ’ﬂ -de Ffﬂr tc
hypocrisy. £

The bourgeoisie not only hﬁlﬂ§ “ o ?L f,;
tions in the process of prnducmm ret !i}kifr ;1~'~”
on Lap:tahst private property with all possibic
tenacity, with all the power of its mai
to and even after its ove rth
upon the propagation ﬂfﬂ:l 3;,"
how low it is laid by the _mﬂ | 1
more n v:ew of n:;"-*,‘*,,'l “‘-ff:_‘:.;
rul)r{.hents =:'1- asure of power which
mainte Iis '.-'-'._" ken

I*as sm it is which
hawn TECOUESC I OPCIALY: 25
and as 3 Ew
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of this tenacious, desperate life-and-death struggle
of capitalism for its domination, for i1ts very €xis-
LenNoee,

I'o free the workers won by tascism, especially
the young workers, from the ideology of du.*ip*lir
that drove them to fascism is pnnaﬂ)lv only in a
persevering struggle conducted with the weapons
f Marxist-Leninist theory. This, of course, re-
fers no less to the masses ol workers and young
workers which directly or indirectly, under the in-
luence of social-democracy, are unwilling props
in the main support of bourgeois dictatorship.
The superiority of Marxism-Leninism as the con-
sciousness of the working class over fascism and
social-fascism cannot be doubted. Here the ques-
tion is, on the one hand, only this : that our prac-
tice in the political-economic struggle has not been
sufficiently pervaded by this theory; on the other
hand, that our theoretical struggle lags far behind
the requirements necessary to destroy the
ideological-political influence of social-democracy
and fascism in the working class.

Let us be honest with ourselves, comrades. Let
each one take stock of himsell and confess how
often he remembers that the historical struggle of
the praletariat does not proceed only in two forms
(1 _c!r:;;_":_'f: How aften are we tl‘linfiflll Llf u'h"ll
Engels wrote and what Lemin and Stalin always
emphasised—that the historical struggle for the
liberation of the proletariat must proceed not only
in two forms, in the form of the pu?ﬁf{.‘ﬂf and econ-
omic struggle, but in three forms : in the form of
the political, economic and theoretical struggle, if
the proletariat is to attain victory.

| have no doubt but that especially the neglect of
the economic front of the class struggle, the boy-
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cotting ol trade union work on the part of many
VL r!llllnnhth which is customary in the Commu-
1,..,1 Part.es—to-day rather covert but none the
less existent—is the consequence of the inadeguate
theoretical insight into the conditions and methods
of the revolutionary class struggle, the conse-
quence of the lack of knowledge of Marxist-
| ¢ninist theory.
| now put another question, comrades: How
often are we mindful of the facts recorded by |
[Engels back in 1875, the beginning of the sactalu'f.
mass movement, when he stated that :
= Ind:fference to all theory . . . . is one of the
main causes responsible for the fact that the
English labour movement, despite all the excel-
lent organisations of its mdmdual apparatus,
creeps along at such a snail’s pace; and on the
other hand, for the mischief and confusion
which Proudhonism in its or:gmal form wrought
among the French and the Belgians, and in a
form more caricatured bj!" Baku

”___lﬂ among the

Spaniards and I an S a=Sr 2
'Il:anslate this, * ‘“ nch, Spanish and
[talian cnmradeﬁ-_ e lang ruage of the present-
dﬂ\’ mﬂ‘.’ﬂmﬂn; _LH..{; ‘*FI'-- li. j ctive countries. Thlnk.
of the narrn Ay iELu ticism *' of the leaders of the
F"ghsh tr 1 *;Tu.:_i_m ﬂ ﬂf thﬂ LLabour Party Who
‘“ reject al .,lﬁp}.j n order to be able under this
gulse the ”.m. _,_.,, by to Smllgg’le all kinds of bnur.
3 Hls[ t}[s‘i}}';: thEOI‘IE‘i SuCh as t.h'e
ﬁf:; of m.u,fi al peace and of guild socialism
_ ,’ wor ._,,,;.1 - class. Think of French synd:--
:, chibits many essential reactionary
ur,,; murgemq Proudhonist anarchism ;
aC88 e he reformist svndicalists, of the Mmor:—-- -
hin and without the C.G.T.U. ! Tiunk-. P
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of the Spanish anarcho-syndicalists who were and
are 1 I'I_i.'ulh‘ Ol 1“‘1:::{_:11_":I“\ t"ill“'ltu'l"i'i'\'illlltil}l] in
Spain and who with theie carcature revolutionism
mislead many good revolutionary workers and
hem back rom the Htl'll:._:_";_:l{‘ tor the advanc-
of the bourgeois democratic revolution into
the stage ol ;nn‘.ut:n'i;m revolution,

r i

—
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And vou, voung Communists of Germany ! Re-.

member what Engels wrote concerning the Ger-
man working class in whose ranks Marx fought
his hrst battles :

The German workers must be goven cred:t
for the fact that thev exploited the advantage
of their situation (as the birthplace of Marxism

B. K.) with rare ingenuity. For the first time
since a labour movement has been in existence

s the struggle being conducted harmoniously,

co-ordinatedly and planfully on all its three

fronts, the theoretical, the political and the
practical-economic (resistance against the
Precisely in this what may be
called concentrated attack lies the strength and
invincibility of the German movement.”’

Remember that in your victories also this good
tradition of the German labour movement is and
will continue to be effective: but reflect also
whether the degree of concentration of the
struggle to-day does not leave much to be desired
N Many instances.

No doubt the fact that we have been unable to
enlarge our mass imfluence at the expense of
Social-Democracy in all countries, of the anarcho-
svndicalists in Spain and South America, of the
reformist trade union leaders in the entire world,
to the extent that this may have been possible in
the opven :l!}j-.,'t HIve ‘hillli”ii]"’l, i"-'- Iﬂrgi"l}‘ (Illi_,‘ 1o OuTr

€8

capitalists).

(ailure to conduct our agitational and propaganda
work among the masses sufficiently on principle,
with an adequate Marxist-Leninist basis. To-day
when everything—ithe crisis, the rcvolutiunary up-
surge, the end of capitalist stabilisation, the great
fundamental questions, questions of principle, of
the struggle for and the way to socialism, the
question Dictatorship or Democracy? when the
victories of socialist construction in the Soviet
Union—places the question of classless society
now confronting the broad masses of the workers
inevitably upon the order of the day, this is an
cspecially grave shortcoming in our mass work.
The point is that Social-Democracy, because of the
trouncing it is receiving at the hands of the revolu-
tionary working masses in the capitalist countries,
‘cels compelled to act as if it wanted to return to
1 ' policy of principle.”"  The *“Leift ** man-
cruvres denote a broader exploitation of pseudo-
Marxian phrascology. These attempts to mislead
‘he workers through these pseudo-Marxist phrases
can be combatted successfully only by unfolding
1 thorough propaganda of Marxism-Leninism and
by basing our day-to-day policy on a broad footing
wpon basic principles. Likewise dryness, pedant-
icism, bureaucrﬂ.@'-'}'fmQW‘HEMWM’“S -*wg:eds that
sften take root in our mass work and which youth
can bear least—these too can be fought with no
AR imbuing our day-to-day work
nary spirit and ardour of

better means than
with - USRS,

AR
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forget the problem of cadres, a ques-
¢ in as bad shape as our mass work.

How can we burrow deep enough if in dealing
r 1 this question we do not act on the directions
T Engels :

‘.!::.'1" »




[t is the duty of the leaders to enlighten
themselves more and more on all theoretical
‘i““"‘“ ins, o 1rae [1:11'”1.“‘-‘..'15'1."% More :lﬂd maore
from the influence of traditional phrases apper-
taining to the old world philosophy and ever to
bear 1n mind that socialism SINCe it has become
a science must needs be treated like one, 1.e., be
studied. The point will be to disseminate with
steadily mounting zeal among the workers the
increasingly clarified discernment thus gained,
o weld the organisations of the Party as well
1s of the trade umon associations ever closer
:k";_:t‘lht.‘l".”

\Who can assert that the ** influence of tradi-
tional phrases appertaining to the old world phile-
sophy ''—above all Social-Democratic conceptions
1 the Communist Parties as well as in the sections
of the Young Communist International—is non-
existent and does not act as a stumbling block on
our wayv to conquer the majoriy of the working
~lass? One should nat seek comfort in the belief
that vouth has no Social-Democratic traditions
like their elders. Unfortunately the fact is that
neither age nor yvouth guard against folly. Social-
Democratic conceptions percolate into the Com-
munist movement not only via custom and tradi-
tions. The strenuous efforts of the petty-
bourgeoisic seeking to maintain its existence finds
expression also in the ideological pressure which
his moribund medial stratum of society (incapable
reelf of conducting any independent policy),
«teadily exerts upon the \‘s'{}!'l{iilg class. The
u.rum:ih of the labour aristocracy consists not so
vuch in its numbers as in its key position in pro-
duction—especially to-day in the period of the
crisis—and 1t 1s precisely this position which js

/0

atilised as a conduit to pump bﬂurgﬁﬂis idt‘:ﬂlﬂg
into the broad masses of the workers. Sﬂciﬂﬁ
Democracy s nothing more or less than the bour-
geols poison that is innoculated through the pe-fty-
bourgeoisic, through the labour aristocracy, day
by day into the heads of the workers. The: sole
wivd exciusive antidote in the Marxist-Leninist en-
f'.r;,;-hn-unn::n‘ of the workers through -cadfés lrained
for that purpose. It would be a denial of
Marxism-Leninism, which is the revolutionary
Ul}ilhﬂi()l}ﬁnﬂﬁﬁ. of the working class, an anti-
Bolshevik deference to spontaneity, to think that
without a thorough Marxist-Leninist education
the ofhcials of our Party and youth organisation
can be madz into leading Bolshevik cadres free
‘rem petty-bourgeois social-democratic inhibitions,
nto cadres that understand politics—the art of
figuring with millions, the art of leading millions
—who, in the coming war will do their bit without
any hesitancy, wha can lead the proletariat to
:*fc!nr*y! N Uk 1 5o

Look at the Party of the Bolsheviks, hardened
1ad steeled in three revolutions, in civil wars and
last but not least in splits and in the struggle for
the ereciionih the united front of the working

class ! ThlsP@ﬁ learnt ﬂ:le art of conquering
n the pﬂﬁ!}i@%’]':éﬂ-e_tﬂﬂﬂﬂnﬂ struggle by never

neglecting 1€ = 'ﬁ!l‘#tlfﬂl struggle, by makij_zg
splendid use of the burnished weapans of Marxist
‘heory in the struggle against the Mensheviks as
well asithess Left °" currents.

Consider our two greatest and most victorious

bbbbb

e

s : Lenin, the greatest theoretician and tac-

'f,;-_._'f_:I T R 3 i :
tician of the proletarian revolution and the dicta-

"of the proletariat—and the perpetuator of

o
t ' -.I_:-:.I";:I= o

- _work, Stalin, the theoretician and tactician of
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list construction, 1t was and 1s their greas-
2l --ll'rn;,_'_lh‘ and at the same Lime lhuir
pride, that they were and are the best
lisciples of Aarx and l':”;t"& who lh".'tllt‘l"l «l l‘l‘l::ljut'
artion of their knowledge and ther revolutionary
whting energy to the struggle on the theoretical
ant. to the defence ol Marx:sm-Leninism against

-n-.l Hl,ll;l:lt

overy counterfent,

Proud and cager for battle we claam :
‘lftlF"‘L 11.‘1- +H.H"+";!
But we must take possesston of him if we arm

‘v be accoutred for battle and victorious.

W e must iwrmit the broad masses of adult and
Vouny workers to share this p::ss-:'s:-:f:_m ol ours, soO
that they may be transformed  into  conscious
Gohters for the cause of the liberation of the work-
ing class and nto conscious builders of socialism
hrough the dictatorship of the proletanat.

Fast and West, North and South, the prole-
rian millions rally to the red banner of the Com-
unist 1nternational of Marx, Engels and Lenin !
From the tops of the industrial titans of the Soviet
Union the five beams of light radiating from the
Soviet star illumine the path to be trod by the
proletarians and oppressed peoples of all five con-
Gnents. who crave and fight for bread, work and
liberation. The capitalist system, the power of
the exploiters and Oppressors, the power of the
imperialist I_n'n1rg{-ni.~air. rocks to its very founda-

dons.  The more we strain our every cffort to scc
'y it that Marxist theory penetrates the masses, the
more this theory becomes the force that will deal
‘he death blow to the power of the bourgeoisie !
T'he time has come for the proletariat to carry
out this world-liberating deed in pursuance of its
historical mMission discovered by Marx : 12t is now !
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Let the petty bourgeois denizens, the pedants
the philistines, the counterfeiters of Marxism thé
traitors to the working class, the mur@erers c:f its
best Jeaders and fighters shriek to their hearts’
content about the ** dislocation, ruin and chaos "’
which it is claimed the revolution will call forth—
the proletariat, flying the flags of the Communist
[nternational, will pursue its road plotted by Marx
and Engels and graded by Lenin and Stalin. The
call then is forward along the road of struggle for
the socialist revolution, for the dictatorship of the

proletariat, for the victory of communism through-
out the world !
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