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Marx’s Advice On Organizations Such As The
Pcople’s Frant And The Labor Party

"At the present moment when the democratic

patty bourgesis are everywherse  oppressad,
they lecture the proletariat, exhorting it to effact
a unification ond conciliation; they would like
to join hands and form one great opposition
partv; embracing within its folds all shades
cf democracy.
“That is, they would like fo entangle the pro-
lefariat in a party organization in which the
general social democratic phrases predomin-
ate, behind which their partcular interests are
concealed, and in which the partiular orolat-
aricn demands should net, for the sake of
peace and accord, be brought forward.

"Such a unification would be to the exclusive
benefit of the petty-bourgeois democracy and
to the injury of the proletariat. The organized

Capitalism Under

working class would lose its hard-won inde-
pencence and would become again a mere
cxpfiéndage of the official bourgeois democracy.
Stch a unification must be- resolutely opposgd
"Instead of gllowihg themselves to form-a
chorus of the bourgeois démocracy, the work-
ing men, and particularly “the Leagus, must
strive to es'ablish next to the official- demo-
cracy an independent, a secret as well as-a
legal organization of the  working class party,
and to mcke each cormmunity the centre and
nucleus ct workmq class societies in which
the atmu”‘e and interests of the proletariat
should be Wdlﬂ(‘ussed mdependently of‘ bour-
genig mfluence . -

From Karl Marx Inququml ]deros f_o?r/ tho
First International, Scpioibar 18, 8?? T
German Fasscnsm

A REPLY TO DVVIUH'P MA(‘ DO’\’ALD

In the present period of decay capitalism,
when - Fascism (under the domijnation of Ger-
man imperialism) is marching forward in rapid
strides; when the world is living through o per-
iod of wars and revolutions, .a great confusion
has been created by thej“new fascist forms of
deccry capitalism. . . :

One phenomenon which i€ a toplc for dis-
cussion and about which there is more confus-
ion than understcm\lmq, is the type of economy
that exists in” Fascist Germany. Because the
human mind has been taught.for cénturies to

fhink 3 in terms of surface tonditions and to fe-
legate to tho bacquouhd or to ignore, contert
or.essence, most ’ 'learned” mén of today writé
volumes of words about fascist economy with-

out ever touching”the’ recrl pfoblem b‘elow the
surface.

"“THE FND OF CAPITALISM IN GERMANY"
Dwight Mac Donald, in'the June 1941 PART-
ISAN REVIEW has-a long article proclalmmg

the end of conitalism in Germany. One of the
theoreticioms from whom he draws his” argu-
ments is R.ldolph/ Hilferding. LMorc Donald
: C = . N . - #
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‘presented by Hilferding.

praises and then quotes Hilferding, “The cap-
Laiisi. economic s;siem is goveined by iue
laws of the market whose analysis was given
by Marx and the autonomy of those laws con-
stitutes the delermining characteristics of the
capitalist system of production.”” Mac Donald
uses this Hilferding concept as his main thesis
on the capilalist mode of production and pass-
es it off as genuine Marxism. He says, "There
are two main elements: (1) production is regul-
ated by exchange, that is by the prospect of
individual and corporale property owners mak-
ing a profit by selling their goods on the mar-
ket; (2) this market regulates "nct consciously”
but as an impersonal, aulonomous mechaaisn
working "indepenaent of man's will.” He quot-
es lrotsky to prove this. Regarudless of what
irotsky and Hilferding say, the fact remains
that this is a fundamental error.

WHAT DOES MARX SAY?

Marx gives just the opposite concept to that
“The real science of
modern economy does not-begin, until the the-
oretical analysis passes from the process of
circulation to the process of production.” (p.
590 v. llI). The process of circulation deals
with the question of markets and Marx clearly
points out that one must pass on to produciion
to really understond the capitalist mode of pro-
duction.

“In the relation of capitalist and wage lab-
orer, the relation between buyer and seller,
the money relation, becomes an immaomnent re-
lation of production. And this relation has its
founcation in the social character of produc-
tion, not circulation.”(p. 132 v. II) Whereas
Hilferding and Mac Donald speak of markets
being the determining facior of capitalist econ-
omy, Marx speaks of production.

Marx explains the relation further: "That
accumulation should take place at the expense
of consumption, is, as a general assumption,
an illusion contradicting the nature of capital-
ist production. For it takes for granted that the
aim and compelling motive of capitalist pro-
duction is consumption, instead of the gain of
surplus-value and its capitalization, in other
words, accumulation.” (p. 588 v. II) (our em-
phasis) '

"Capitalist produciion, therefore, under its
aspects of a continuwous connected process, a
process of reproduction, produces not only
commodities, not only surplus value, but it also
produces and reproduces the capitalist rela-
tions; on the one side the capitalist, on the
other the wage laborer.” (p. 633 v. 1)

Whereas Mac Donald agrees with Hilfer-
Qing's posidon ana puns hom i conext Trot-
iy S losmulaion, and speaks ot produc.ion be-
Uy reyuiaed by exchange and markess gov-
erning producticn, Marx on the conurdry snows
that the p.oductive piocess is ine rey and de-
termuning faclor for the understanding of all as-
pects of capilalism. ’

With this basic error in Mac Donald’s thes-
is, on the end of capilalism in Gerinaay, his
whole swucturef falls to the ground.

In dedling with aspects of the market rela-
ious 1 Gesmany aad their criange in rORuw
as compazed 10 capitalism (in its developinent
Siage) Mac Lo..aia sees capralsm at an enu.
But the prob.em ot capitahsm OLY BeGinS
WiLRE HE LEAVES OFF.
ruk;iSE AND CONCLUSIONS?

Mac Lonald arrives at queer conclusions:
"In Germany today the market still exisis, but

it has lest its autonomy; it does not determine

prowuction, but it is merely used as a means
¢f measuring and expressing in economic terms
the production which is planned and controlled
by the Nazi bureaucracy.” "‘Since 1936, pro-
duction in Germany has not been delermined
by markeis but by needs of Wehrwirthschaft:
guns, tanks, shces, steel,... (not necessarily for
profit)... but for making war.”

Markets have not determined production in
Germany or in any other country. To under-
siand any form of capitalism one must under-
stand production, one must understand that
produciion outstrips markets, that it is meaning-
less to talk of a basic contradiction in the realm
of markets. It is the antagonism between pro-
auctive forces and markets that reflects the bas-
ic contradiction. Above all Germany is trying
to break out of her difficulties to capture a lar-
ger share of the world markets for the needs
of her gigantic productive forces. The taking
over of the weaker nations of Europe, and in
attempting to organize a “new order” is a part
cf this plan for world markets.

In the first quoted sentence Mac Donald

claims that Nazi Germany has "planned and

controlled” production. In the second sentence
he says production is for WAR.

German production is not planned produc- -

tion. Production FOR WAR is not planned e-
conomy. Planned economy must be based on
PRODUCTION FOR USE, not production for
war. Yes, Germany has plemning — just like
any capitalist nation, but this type of planning
(even though more systematized than the an-

- grchy of bourgeois-democracy) does not equal

g




INTERNATIONAL NEWS ' 3

s

PLANNED ECONOMY. Germany's planning s'ale, the Soviet Union, under Stalinism.

is ORGANIZED STARVATION. Mac Donald
says the profit motive is in the background, un-
impor'ant, in the Nazi "planning” because it
is for war. How absurd! I suppose bscause
England and the United States are “planning”
for war and gear production for war — we will
now see the "end of capitalism’ here too? 1
suppose that this means the elimination of the
profit motive? On the contrary — the "plan-
ning for war” is a step for the CONQUEST OF
THE WORLD MARKET in order to obtain an
outlet for PRODUCTION AND ACCUMULA-
TION FOR PROFITS. It is only a means to an
end and the end is production for PROFITS,
not production for USE. That is the essence of
Fascist Germany's attempt to dominate Europe
and use this as a base for world conquest.

Mac Donald continues this false theme by
saying, "Nor is this production controlled by
the market mechanism...” Of course not, it
never was.

BASIC FORMS OF CAPITALISM

“But in all capitlalist nations, the bourgeoisie
face the same dilemma faced by the German
bourgeoisie: they cannot survive without war,
but in order to make war, they must allow the
State to destroy the basic forms of capitalism.”
Mac Donald has a thought here that is almost
correct — but he fills it with a false content.

He says the State destroys the "basic
forms” of capitalism in the present decay stage.
It is true that the OLD forms of capitalism which
Mac Donald calls “basic’” because they existed
throughout the period of developing capital-
ism are now being transformed in the decay
stage. The important question is not that the
FORMS of capitalism have been changed in
Germany. The important question is — have
the basic essential relations, the CONTENTS
of capitalism been changed? They have not.

- Mac Donald does not claim that they have. He

only claims FORMS have been changed. But
from a change in the form of capitalism he de-
duces that it is the end of copitalism in Ger-
many. We may point out that forms of capit-
alism chonged from mercantile capitalism to
industrial capitalism, and then to finamce cap-
itadism; as well as between forms of bourgenis-
democracy and fascism. We agree that Fas-
cism has changed the forms of ~apitalism. But
so did bourgeois-democracy. So did imperial-
ism at the turn of the century.

But Mcc Donald not only mixes up form
with con'ent; hs also confuses forms of dacay
capitalism “with forms of ¢ decaying workers

From these false deductions, Mac Donald
thinks that our "old concepts of the class strug-
gle must be reshaped.” But Mac Donald's
“laws’’ of markets determining production and
changing forms of capitalism meaning the end
of capitalism, have no bearing on capitalism as
it really exists; and therefore, no changes in
its class relations, have been made yet in Ger-
many, Italy or anywhere else except in the
Soviet Union.

MORE ABOUT FORMS.

"How can one... not see that the totalitarian
Stale has done economically, just what Marx
and Lenin looked to the proletariat to do, name-
ly, create new economic forms, which corres-
pond more closely to the 'socialization of pro-
duclion’ than do the old private property
forms?’ If Marx and Engels and Lenin only
called for the “creation of new economic
FORMS" then they never have to be feared
by the exploiters.

Marx did not settle the question by counter-
posing new preperty FORMS to OLD property
FORMS. Marx counterposed new property
RELATIONS to old property relations. The
property forms are secondary to this question
even though Mac Donald does not know this.
It is not merely a question of new property
forms to correspond more closely to the social-
ization of production. Instead, for socialism to
exist, capitalist appropriation must give way
to social appropriation. The contradiction of
the capitalist mode of production is socialized
production and capitalist appropriation.  Not
the socialization of production in relation to
property forms. Change this relation of prop-
erty and it is not decisive then, although im-
portant, just what the form of property is.
AGAIN — MARX IS WRONG?

“The crucial error of Marxist thought on the
subyect, however, was that it expected that this
historical trend would intensify the social and
economic contradictions of capitalism — wher-
eos it has actually resulted in the destruction
of capitalism itself and consequently in the
transposing of these contradictions in quite dif-
ferent terms.” Nothing can be further from the
truth.

‘Capitalism has not been destroyed in Ger-
many. On thz contrary German imperialism
(capitalism) in its Fascist form is waging «
world war to find world markets suitabie for.
its gigantic productive forces. The most im-
portant hisiorical manifer*oti~n of intensified

capitalist centradictions — the present imoor-
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ialist war, with Germany playing a leading
role — is completely ignored, unseen and un-
recognized- by our econcmists of the Partisan
Review.

When socalled competmve capltahsm Was
giving way to monopoly capitalism we had
new schools, of revisionism that tried to prove
that the Marxian concept of the intensification
of the contradiction cf capitalism was o myth
and instead copitalism was evolving into some-
thing new, "peaceful” capitalism. Mac Donald
has the same arguments today when he sees
competitive private monopolies of yesterday
coming more under the centralized state con-
trol today (Fascism and other dictatorial forms).
In reality the antagonism beiween the imper-
ialisi stales and between the international -car-
tels are intensified. The compstition covers a
much wider area and is between much larger
forces, but it is at the same time much more
violent.

Contmﬁing to speak on the question. of in-
tensification, Mac Donald says, "The effect ot
Siate-controlled monopolies in Germany, has
been the reverse; it has weakened, if not elim-
inated, the economic contradictions of capital-
ism."” Mac Donald agreed. with Marx's ‘ con-
tention against Bernstein, but falls into Bern-
stein’s trap. Whereas Bernstein made this ‘er-
ror dealing with developing capitalism, our
present day “economists” of whom Mac Don-
ald is cne, make the same error in relation to
different FORMS of capitalism in decay.

War is the continuation of politics by other
means. And the imperialist war, and war a-
- gainsi the Soviet Union which Germany is wa-
ging is the highest expressicn of an intensific-
ation of the basic coniradictions of capitalism.
It is no contradiction (except in Mac Donald's
‘mind) that German imperialism "'organizes’ its
-war machinery, its produciion and army, to
-the highest degree in order to carry on o more
destructive war internationally, economically
and militarily. The present imperialist war is a
high form of the organization of production in
the factory {and to a greatet extent than yes-
terday in the -natien) but within the FRAME-
WORX of ANARCHY of PRODUCTION AS A
WHOLE, on o world scale.

“In such an economy” as that of Fascist
Germany, Mac Donald contends, Marx's fam-
ous “laws of motion of rapitalism’ ara of little
practical importance. The state con sslve the
economic difficulties — so far as they are caus-
ed by the workings of capitalist factors —— by

almest any means it chooses, including if
necessary a prcciamation by the Fuehrer that
the moon is made of green cheese, tollowed
by a decree by the Four Year Pian Authority
that cul banks and corporaiions musi subscrioe
to a certain peiceniage of their capital to fin-
ance the Goering Cheese Works to exploit
luaair-food resources.’

This is the depth of stupidityl The tight
centrel of the staie over the economy of Ger-
many in no way has altered the fundamental
moiion of the accumulaiicn of capital ana iis
laws as presented by Marx. Forms have been
cianged but not the essence. The state can
solve no ecoricmic difficulties confronting Ger-
man copilalism unless the siate decrees meas-
ures that are 5OuL. L in relaion 10 the capiid.-
15t moae of expl.haidon (proauction), not in
reiation to the FORMS of economy of develop-
ing capitalism. Every step German Fascis.a
has taken since Hiiler took power was based
on SOUND maierial conditions of capiialist
socalled “'free’’ market,” not 1 the interes: u:
production. Possibly not in the interest of the
the Jewish petiy-bourgeoisie, not in the micress
of -"free” competition, but in the interests of
sound capitalist policy to survive when that-
econcmy is in deep social decay.

just because the fascist leaders used cap-
ital for new industries to PRODUCE WAR
GOQDS even though the cost was far above
the world price and profits had to be ignored;
one cannot conclude, as Mac Donald does,
that they will invest in foolish production, use-
less to the ruling exploiters. ALL war produc-
ticn, from the siandpeint of production for use
is useless, and just as useless and wasteful as

_making a plant to produce cheese from the

moon. But fer capitalism in decay this produc-
tion FOR DESTRUCTION is the most necessary
sector of economy — without it there is not a
chance of capitalist survival.
BARTER AND TRADE

Speaking of barter, Mac Donald says,
"These non-capitalist trading methods were

.evolved precisely because of the disintegrating

world market..." Barter was not evolved bs-
cause of the disintegrating world market. Our
friend evclves everything around the cizcula-
tion and not the production of commodities.
Barter was a necessity based upon the gigon-
tic German productive forces smashing all na-
tional limitations, outstripping markets. These

. ore two opposite concepts of the problem. Fur-

thermore, the German method of trade is not
NEW, is not non-capitalist. Barter is a different -~




: ~ INTERNATIONAL NEWS s

FORM of capitalist trading methods from the

form cof free trade and in*ernational exchange

on the old basis, but it was evolved in differ-
ent forms first under bourgeois democracy .and
only perfected under fczsc1sm

The essence of the problem of barter is
D 'MPING. The DUMPING =f commodities can
take different forme. You can dump commodit-
ies.by selling below the market price, driving
the other competitors from the market, e. g. sell-
ing ‘American made produ~e in Latin Amsrica
far cheaper than it can be bought in industrial
cities in the United Sta‘*es. You can durp com-
modities - by arranging loans to nations, loans
that pay f-r the imporis or by rebates.  You

con use the gold heard as the United States -

does. and dump commodities on the interna-
tional market. Or you can use the barter meth-
od ~f Fascism. They all represent attempts to
patch up the breakdown of capi‘alist produc-
tion and exchance, not just capitalist ex-
change, or capitalist markets.

- Many other errors in economics and its re-
lation to politics must be skipped, due to lack
of space in this article. We at least have
dealt with the basic errers from which the other
errors in the article flow.

But in concluding it is necessary to give a
prsitive preseniation of what Fascism is. It
may be well to mention that all of the writers
whn deal with the elimination of capitalism
under Fascism pir’ Germany and not laly
as their example. They leave Italy out almost
entirelv.. This is due to the fact that productive
forces in ltaly and industrial development are
more bockward than Germany and .the new
FORMS less pronnunced. But people who only
deal in forms instead of essence could not
cover up s» easily in an analvsis of Italion
economy as in an analysis of German econ-

- omy

WHAT IS FASCISM?

We do not intend to give a detailed explan-
ation of Fascism; we only deal with its two
oustanding features and not iis development
and forms. In the first place Fascism is the
most acute form of copitalism in its- decay
stage, when the old forms of economy and state
rule no longer can kesp in check the class
forces, when a working class in driving for
state power has been decisively defeated by
the exploiters who then must reorganize their
structure on the basis of a defeated revolution.
It is a product of industrially developed coun-

'

tries. The "fascism’ ol the backwoard coun-
iries is of a different structure, even though the
above elements enter into the problem.

Economically speaking, Fascism is .an. of-
tempt to “solve the problem’ of the constant
over-accumulation of means of production, cap-
ital and commodities, that occur because of
the productive forces alwcxys oulstripping the
markets.

In the past, when capitalism was develop-

ing and backward countries still afforded an

expanding market, despite a crisis every few
yvears, o crisis of over production, there was
still room for development, and expansion. But
aiter the six leading imperialists had by war
divided and redivided the earth three times

- (up to 1917), international competition became

most acute.

It has reached the point, not only in fascist
countries, where the individual copitalists or
groups of capitalists can no longer solve the
crisis of overproduction by the bourgeois-demo-
cratic method of letting nature take its own
course. The accumulation of capital is so
great that if the exploiters state does not take
a hand a new révival on a grand scale is out
of the question.

The solution is for the state censtantly to
usurp this accumulation and' surplus from the
usurpers of labor and use it up one way or the
other, or destroy it if necessary, to permit the

- turn-over of industrial copital, to start on «a

new capitalist cycle. , ]
Germany used up this over-accumulation
(that the British, French and American capital-
isis hemmed in by domination of the world
markets) by rebuilding an internal war mach- -
ine equaled by none. After seven years of
vast accumulations of war materials and pro-
duction for war materials the war starts and
more accumulation is destroyed in war. Al
other countrles now use up their over accum-
ulation the same way. This is what the New
Dedal calls a spending program. This is what
Keynes calls prosperity by spending. Under-
neath it is the sarme problem. To use up the
over-accumulation that capitalism produces, to
DESTRQY it, so wage labor may continue to

.be exploited, so capital may continue to rule.

This is the economic frundation of the ‘‘return
to the dark ages”, of Fascist barbarism. And
this decay capitalism Mac Donald and others
see as a "New Order"

July 7, 1941.




6 o INTERNATIONAL NEWS

Notice On Pub!ications

The 1.C.C. calls its readers attention to the
first few issues cf the "SPARK', German organ
published in South America by comrades of
the Foreign Buro of the Red Front in collabora-
tion with other revolutionists; that this organ
has presented valuable material, some of
which has been translated and published in
the INTERNATIONAL NEWS.

However, the failure of the Editorial Board

Worker’s

Whatever the outcome of the Nazi invasion
of the Soviet Union the conclusion will have
a profound effect upon the question of Soviets
in other parts of the world. The history of
Workers' Councils (Soviets) dates back to 1905,
but the Paris Commune for the first time saw
new rudimentary working class organs begin
to take shape in the wage slaves struggle for
power. But the short period of the Paris Com-
mune and the low level of economic develop-
ment did not enable these structures to develop.
Then came the Russian Revolution of 1905 in
which the developed forms of the Worker's,
Soldier's and Peasant's Councils could be
clearly seen, even though this revolution was
also drowned in blood.

In 1917 these councils of the workers were
able to establish the rule of the working class
along with its peasant ally. From then on
Soviets in one form or the other developed in
all parts of the world wherever the capitalist
disintegration and the proletarion upsurge
brought forth the question of state power. These
Councils have been revealed to be the out-
growth of a revolutionary situation, and revres-
ent the stage of struggle for power by the wage
workers; just as the trade union represented
the first orgamized class f~r—s cf wave work-
ers. From trade unions t» Worker's Councils
fighting for power, a whole pzriod of historical
development has been written.

THE FORM OF THE COU.'TILS

 [\s cracmizational structures of a worker's
State the Councils take on yaried forms de-
pending uvpon the concret> situation. Lvery-
body who:has studied the problem is familiar
with the Russian-form of Soviets. (Workers,
Peasants, Soldiers Soviets) In England the

to point out the articles it agreed with and
thooe 1t disagreed with has caused contusion,
to say the least. Another shortcoming has
been the failure of the Editorial Board to pres-
ent a s.atement as to the political policy of the
paper. It is always essential in Marxian pub-
lications to present the Editorial policy and.to
make a distinction between articles of the
Board and discussion articles.

Councils And Democracy

Shop Steward Movement would have develop-
ed into Councils if the situation had ripened.
In Germony, not only the classical form of So-
viets exisled but the Factory Committee and
Shop Steward Movement could have been de-
veloped into Councils of the Worker's State.
In Spain the Anii-Fascist Committees represent-
ed a variety of Soviets or Councils. In the Un-
ited Siates the Factory Committee and the Shop
Committee seem the most suitable embryo
forms toward this end.
STRUCTURAL ASPECTS OF THE COUNCILS
History has already revealed the basic
structural aspects of the soviets both in develop-
ment and in decay, in Russia and in other
countries where they have sprung up. Above
all, in order that they may be Councils of a
State power that is moving in the direction of
greater working class democarcy and toward
socialism the Councils must be BASED UPON
AN INDUSTRIAL STRUCTURE. Or in back-
ward countries, a geographical structure may
exist in several areas but the industrial struc-
ture must be decisive, even though the peas-
antry are the majority.

There is an important structural difference
(as well as content difference) between the
Peasant Soviels in Russia under Lenin, and
the Peasant Soviets in the interior of China. In
Russia these peasant Soviets were subordinat-
e t> the proletarian revolution and the pro-
letariat in the period of civil war, with a 5
to 1 voting ratio favoring the workers. But in
China they represented a high level of peasant
civil wor with outside aid from*Stalinism,-which
was in no way a solution of the {~-~msntal
problem confroati:y the peoples of China.

Worker's Councils, Soldier's Councils, and
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Peasant (or Farmer) Councils represent three
basic structural FORMS. If the scldier's and
peasant's Councils are not subordinated to the
industrial structure with the working class as
‘the driving force it involves more than just a
problem of structure. It is, as stated before,
a pioblem of content.

The Councils of FACTORIES, MINES, I\/IILLS
and other ESTABLISHMENTS are the basic in-
dustrial framework to which other geographic
forms of Councils (Peasants, etc.) must be at-
tached. The industrial structure of the Coun-
cils, unlike the indusirial structure of “trade
unions” is based upon INDUSTRIAL AREAS
insiead of nalional industries. Within a given
area the urban and ruial centers are grouped
together through their local soviets and its bas-
ic unit — the Councils of factories, mines and
mills. .

CONTEIN'T OF COUNCILS

The most important aspect of the question
of Councils is 1o find is exact relation to the
question of STATE POWER, to the question of
which class rules at the given moment. This
cils are the stage of embryo Councils (before
basically takes in the question of properiy re-
lations, but here we are only dealing with the
problem of relation to class domination. The
threz siages of the development of the Coun-
Pual Power), developed and functioning Coun-
cils (in period of Dual Power), and Councils
that become the ruling organs of society (when
Dual Power is transformed into the dictatorship
of the Proletariat), replacing the Dictatorship of
the exploiters.

It is clear that in this development the key
question to determine the role of the Councils
is the QUESTION OF STATE POWER. Two
opposite roads are possible. In the period of
Dual Power do the Councils subordinate them-
selves and take orders from the exploiters’ Gov-
ernment (nc matter how weak it may be) or do
the Councils proceed on the basis of DJAL
POWER toward full power? This question s=p-
aa'es reformis's from revolutionists (the line
of Marxism and revisionism must bs drawn
on more than just this one demarcation).

Just as one must make a distinction bet-
ween a trade union and a Company union s»
too one must not forget that even a “warped”
(burocrat or gangster controlled) trade union
is still a trade union, in contrast to a Company
Union. A house cleaning is necessary to re-
vitalize the union, but-.the Company union m st
be destroved. So too, one must make o dis-
tinction between Councils controlled by the

workers, with workers’ democracy and coun-
cils controlled by burocrats or reformists. Nev-
ertheless these latter forms of councils controll-
ed by burocrats or reformists are COUNCILS
and need a house cleaning, not destruction.

The Soviets in Russia before the October
struggle for power were dominated by the re-
formisis, but were transformed under correct
theory 'in ACTION. Later the Stalinists repla-
ced the revolutionists and burocratic opperiun-
ists dominated the Soviels — until Stalin liquid-
ated them. Under certain conditions it may
be necessary, if the Soviets are in reformists
hands, 1o build new Sovieis through establish-
ing new factory councils, where the majority
can be given expression.

THE RULE OF THE WORKING CLASS
AND THE COUNCILS

Above all the Councils must be the DEMO-
CRATIC INSTRUMENT of the class. Without
democracy in the Soviets and Trade unions
the Soviets become a hollow shell just like
irade unions under reactionary, gangster or
burocratic conirol.

In addition to all of the points laid down
by the Bolsheviks on the question of Soviets
up to 1924 we must doubly emphasize the fol-
lowing point to help safe-guard worker's demo-
cracy against burocracy.

The Councils (and not the party or the buro-
crats or the "Secret Police”) must have CON-
TROL of the ARMED MIGHT OF THE STATE.

The armed might of the state must bz so
organized that EACH SOVIET, each COUNCIL
HAS ITS DEPOTS, and ITS CONTROL of
ARMS.

The entire working class THROUGH THE
ORGANIZED COUNCILS MUST CONTROL
THE ARMS OF THE NATION. Not control
from the top — but rank and file CONTROL.

Without an armed working class, controll-
ing the arms, the safe-guarding of democracy
in the period of Transition Economy is a ques-
tionable affair, because there is too much car-
ry-over of bourgeois laws, methods, ideology,
etc., and because the reorganization of produc-
tion must reach a high level before these old
forms can be wiped out completely.

Some will argue that this is an ultro-left
position on the question of State power. Let
the "guardians” of the working class quibble.
We trust no one BUT THE WORKERS THEM-
SELVES. They will make mistakes. They will
often misuse their newly won power. But they
will make a thousand times less mistakes with
this power than the self appointed guardians.
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They will mtoke a million times less mistakesfi dlvorced from the question of classes in society.

than the exploiters who rule today.
THE DICTATORSHIP OF THE PROLETARIAT
~D THE COUNCILS.

Most persons think that the chtatorshlp of
the Proletariat and Councils are the same. This
is not true. The Councils represent only o part
of the problem of the Dictatorship of the Pro-
letariat, just as the Democratic or limited mon-
archical form of the capitalist state represents
only a part of the problem of the dlctatorshlp
of the capitalists.

The dictatorship of the exploiters or the

‘workers includes the question of productive re-

lations, property relations, state power and the
other vital avenues of control and domination
of the mind and body of humans.

THE PARTY AND THE COUNCILS.

The dictatorship of the Party or of Stalinism
is a warped form of the Dictatorship of the
Proletariat; just like the Robaspierre period or
the Louis Bonaparte III Empire were "warped”
forms of the dictatorship of the b-uraenisie, of
the exploiters. The revolutionary Marxian Par-
ty must lead, must direct, must help guide TO-
WARD SOCIALISM, but this activity in-theory
and practice MUST BE CARRIED OUT
THROUGH THE COUNCILS, where the Marx:
ists will try to keep ideological conirol. The
trade unions, which are separate from the
Councils, ond play a role of defending the
workers' interests against the centralized state
in the Transition period on the road to social-
ism, must have the right to strike for their econ-
omic demands if it is necessary to dislodge
burocrats, etc. ,

LTMOCRACY AND DICTATORSHIP.

It is very difficult for minds taught "logic”
to understand that as long as CLASSES EXIST
there will be a state and that all states, no mat-
ter what their form may be, represent dictator-
ships. At the same time they represent demo-
cracy for the ruling class or for a part of that
ruling class. The question of democracy con-
not be separated from the question of CLASS

. RULE. The question of dictatorship cannot bz

But our distinction, the disdnction of a

‘ Workers COUNCIL government from all past.

states is the difference between the rule of the
majority (THROUGH ARMED COUNCILS) and
the rule of the exploiting minoerity. A standing

- army above the people is a product of an ex-

ploiter's state or a warped worker's state.. A
standing army, for border needs in a genuine
Worker's Council State will be subordinated
1o the ARMED WORKING CLASS IN EACH
AND EVERY COUNCIL.

1 COYOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND
COUNCILS

The content of the state is determined by
the economic mode of production. And as
historical materialists (and not economic de-
terminists) peint out, once this state has its de-
velopment and becomes a powerful material
facior, it plays a real role in social develop-
ment — at given junctures even a de:isive
role — al'hough not independent of the econ-
cmic foundaiion but in relation to that struc-
ture.

Furthermore (when cand where the workers
take power) the level of economic development
{aken over from the exploiters will materially
determine important aspects of the worker's
Councils. Greater economic produckvity, high-
er economic productive forces will assure a
higher level of worker's democracy.

Where the Soviets have to contend with a
low. econcmic level when they seize power,
and where the peasants are still in the majority,
this material weight of the past will weigh
heavily upon the development of worker's de-
mocracy — and will materlally favor the buro-
crats.

Where the workers obtain a high produc-
tive level, where there is a majority of work-
ers, as in the United States, the situation favors

workers democracy and the struggle against

the exploiters attempt to retain power, and a-
gainst the burocrats who attempt to usurp the

workers newly won power.
August 16—41.
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