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THE RED MENACE

Introduction to
this issue

Fortunately for the collective, the rate of
publication of the Red Menace does not indicate
the rate of activity of the group.

The bright side of things is that our ex-
perience with the last two issues has helped
us isolate the factors that prevent the Red
Menace from appearing more often. As a result,
the magazine will likely appear more often and
more regularly in the future.

The most important article in this isswe is
the Statement of Principles in the center.
This was discussed exhaustively by the group
and represents the most detailed expression so
far of our comon position. We encourage peo-
ple to send us their comments and criticisms
Groups wishing to tndertake common work
with us should notesthat this document is the
basis on whichwe would undertake such colla-

of 1%,

boration.

The other articles speak for themselves.
The anarchist/Marxist debate continues with a
reply by Sam Dolgoff to Ulli Diemer's comments
in the last issue as well as several articles
In future issues we will not de-
ote as much space to this topic, so please

make your letters to the point and do not re-

and letters.

We hope to see you again in three months.
while, back to faceless conspiracy.
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2 THE RED MENACE

orking in asupermarket

I am working as a "carry-out" in a super-
market. It's an extremely boring job. My job
is to push carts of groceries to the parking
lot for the customers, unload them, and
then return with the empty carts. A moving
belt between the market and the parking lot,
non-stop if it's really busy. The 'product'
is our service - which actually serves no- °
body but the profit system.

Yet our service is more than a meaning-
less and absurd "pseudo-product'. It is a
purposeful device of consciousness-manipula-
tion. What? This sounds paranoid? It is hard
to believe that a being who is regimented in
the organized life of the commodity society
and assimilates its mentality can ever revolt
against the system. But this is exactly the
concept ingrained in all of our institutions
today —— including the supermarket. Through
participation in institutionalized activities
—-—— which are always permeated by bourgeois
values -—— people are forced to believe that
the existing reality is the only reality and
thus tommodity society secures for itself
survival.

We have always been talking about a "cri-
tique of everyday life" as a way of refresh-
ing our sensitivity towards humanity in a
people-killing culture. Now I find it urgent
to write something about the supermarket as
I see it, as a member of grappling with my .
immediate everyday life.

so structured that everybody is related to
others either by domination or subordination
or both. Not only is this self-evident of
private ownership, assuring the position of
the owner as the head (I happen to work in
a supermarket that is not part of a chain and
thus the big boss is less abstract), but the
whole hierarchy structure from the boss down
adheres ti the management's concept of effi-
ciency. Of course this concept of efficiency
is based on an arbitrary division of labour,
and reinforced by a merit system: one has
more merit the higher up one is in the hie-
rarchy, and this, in turn, corresponds to the
degree one is willing to submit to the hie-
rarchial establishment and its mentality.

This formal structure gives rise to two
crucial aspects of the working life: the
nourishing of the bossing ethic - that is
human relationships based on damination and/
or subordination - and the submerging of
peoples' consciousness into this process so
corpletely that they take this social reali-
ty to be the only possible frame of refer-
ence. One has to give up one's own judge-
ments of any hyman relationship and in fact
learns to repress the slightest awareness
of sharing in order to be successful in this
game. Yet also important and reinforcing of
the bossing ethic is the fact that the bor-
ing and unfulfilling work aggravates a ten-
dency in every individual to shift the bur-
den onto his or her co-workers. And this

 is only possible when one attains a certain

prescribed level in the hierarchy which le-
gitimizes this bossing around.

The lowest grade - the underdog - are
the carry-outs whose work is most unfulfil-
ling and, in fact, deadening. Both because

of their position in the hierarchy and in
the division of labour as the last part of
the production process, there is no one be-
low that for them to boss.

Above them cames the temporary section
workers, section workers on a trial basis
whose work is to put stock up on the shelf.
They do not have a permanent section to work
on and work when and wherever they are need-
ed. They have one of their legs in the
carry-out world which means they only work
on the sections when the business is quiet
and enough carry-outs are stationed at the
front. They have the privileges and are
supposed to learn to manifest this privilege
of shifting the burden of carry-out to the
carry-outs when helping at the front. They
are supposed to help with packing and call
for carry-outs when the custamer is ready
to go. But as I have said, they have one
of their legs in the underdog world. When
it is real busy they have to do carry--out
too.

Next cames the permanent section workers
who are "responsible" for a particular sec-
tion. They stock shelves all the time. The
difference between the carry-outs and the
section-workers (both permanent and non-
permanent) is not in terms of money, just
power. The section workers are able to
avoid the deadening work of a carry-out.
This does not mean, however, that the sec-
tion work is fulfilling. They value their
privilege as section workers because they
hewve a grester chance to work alone and
thus lessen the sense of being bossed around
all the time.

On top of these "pboys"™ are the section
managers who are directly responsible to the
boss. They are quite a different world of
people, totally absorbed by the bossing
ethic. They are the mini-boss because they
cannot but see themselves as part of the
pillar of the hierarchy. They are respon-
sible to keep the "boys" in line and to
straighten up their discipline. Not only
do they train the "boy" to do the work but
also refresh their sense of responsiblity
fo the rules of the bossing game.

The super-boss is of course, the owner
himself and as the name implies, his work
is to boss around.

This is the main body of the supermarket
(except for the wamen on the cash register).
The whole structure is a hierarchy with many
miniature hierarchies inside systematically
co-ordinated. The individual reaction to
this structure is to see oneself inherently
canpetitive with others, manifested in one's
degree of attained power to dominate. So
the carry-outs always seek to go into the
section work. The non-permanent section
workers then hope to became "responsible"
for one section under the section managers
and so on.

Every individual's attitude towards the
bossing game may be a bit different but one
thing is for sure: one is always either vic-
tim or executioner. The different attitude
is a result of one's position in the hier-
archy and one's past experience (e.g. family
background) . So the big boss' and the mini-
boss' attitude is much less obscure. Their
position in the hierarchy which was probably
achieved after a long time in the bossing
game, and their way of perceiving their po-
sition is clearly seen in every little bit
of their ethical judgement.

To illustrate the cambined effect of
pos:Ltlon in the hierarchy and past exper-

ience on one's attitude towards the bossing
game, I'll describe the situation of two -
immigrants.

First is a new immigrant fram Lebanon
who is working as a carry-out. Very pro-
bably it is because of his experience as a
huniliated new immigrant that he exenpli-
fies the most illustrative personality of
a captive being. He never refuses any work
passed onto him; he even rushes for work;
he simply accepts his position as an under-
dog.

The secol rxionelsanoldmgrantfrom'
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that the bossing attitude is most expresse
ly manifest in the section workers.
are the ones who nost despise the -outs.
This is probably because of t
they have just begun to "enjoy" the privi-
lege which the bosses have alotted to them
and thus try to flourish their newly ac-
quired sense of responsibility. Of course,
there is the fact that it is the best and
most legitimate way of getting away from

the boring work of carry-out. One very re-
vealing example: a high school ninth-grader
who works as part-time has recently been
“pramoted” informally by being sent to work
in a section. He is really overjoyed in ig-
noring his ex-fellow carry-outs and bosses
them to do carry-out. He also never for-
gest that he's an "in" person among "in"
section workers. One can also observe his
hyper—-awareness of his new status-symbols:
the duster and personal price stamp of a
permanent section worker.

It's sad enough to see a ninth grader
trying to be a boss. Yet it is even more
terrifying to realize how completely our
society is organized along this principle
of authority; along the idea that the pur-
pose of one's social activities is to do-
miniate. More than that, how many people
accept this idea and thus worsen the situa-
tion by upholding the authoritarian struc-
ture through their own activities. Thus,
the structure becanes self-sustaining.

Then, the point I want to make is clear
and simple. Capitalism has never totally
depended and is now probably far less de-
pendant on its open appressive law and order
machine. We know by just looking around
that our sense of reality cames mainly fram
the social activities we participate in.

The managers of capitalism in exerting their
power over the organizations of our social
activity, succeed to a certain extent in
manipulating our consciousness.

The supermarket is a case in point. The
employees below the management level are all
young people in their teens, either working
part-time after school or full time after
quitting school (only to find it the same
boring life). These people have grown up
in similar environments of one institution



or another, disciplined along the line of
the larger social discipline - notably the
family and the school. To work in the su-

permarket, or any other workplace, is only
to magnify the detail of authority since
the owrk "job" in our society means to
young people, a more calculated responsi-
bility. It becames the next stage towards
total adaptation into the regimentation of
the established reality. Therefore it is
not just a problem of making more pocket
money for the part-timers, or shooting
around before getting into a better job for
the full-timers, it is very much a part of
the conditioning of young people into the
smooth functioning of the machine of modern
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capitalism and their acceptance of its under
lying principles. To see carry-out and
shelving as necessary to make a living and
to be willing to put up with the long hours
of boring work just to refresh oneself in

,nigh entertainment and weekend drinking

(whether this is refreshing or refreshing
for what? is also interesting to ask) is
almost to accept life as it is, to accept
one's being dominated by the system.

The service mentality has becamne a
science. One of the stupid things about
bourgeois sociology and the social sciences
in general is their superficial perception,
always followed by claims of intellectual
neutrality and objectivity. That is why
they call the post-industrial society a
service-oriented society, meaning by it
that the service industries have became do-
minant in the cammodity market. By not
probing into the deeper implications of the
nature of "service" in our society they have
already made the value-laden assumptions of
a status—quo morality. All that is left
for the bourgeois world to do, already well-
practiced at theorizing social reality in
its own image, is to "fit" people into the
only existing reality. Some custamers
didn't really want us to carry-out for them;
their fate was to find a service forced on
them. As to those who have already inte-
grated into the existing world of things,
they merely approve the service with an
ever-decreasing praise, becomimg less and
less aware of the nature of the service.

It never oycurs to them that it is based on
the degradation of a human relationship be-

tween us and them into a camodity relation-

ship between this disintegrating being - the
carry-out as a dying object of a production
process - and the custamer who falsely be-
lieves that he or she is consuming something
in a campletely normal fashion, as much a

part of the universe as the sun going up and

down.

I don't mean to be pessimistic and say
that every one of us working there is a pup-
pet being hopelessly conditioned. In short,
I don't mean social determinism; the very
fact that we are human, having a history of
history-making convinces me against any kind
of determinism. I understand history-making
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in the sense that we are capable of trans-
cending the social environment shaping us,
plus the fact that I see everywhere within
every one of us a seed of rebellion against
the dehumanizing nature of our society. The
mere fact that carry-out or section work is
a deadening job has made us rebel against it
in one way or another. I see co-workers pis-
sing around or working for just one day and
then quitting or taking lots of time. to do
anything, thus slowing down the whole effi-
cient process, and so on. Of course, more
is needed for a revolution but I think this
is the starting point. To be aware of the
deadening nature of our social activities
and to see how it has created its own anti-
thesis in every street corner and workplace
is very oonvincing.

Anonymous
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4 THE RED MENACE

West Germany: Censorship and Repression
in the Model State

By Mario Cutajar

Last September, Nappo and
Kunkel, two Frankfurt actors who
play the part of clowns on a well-
known TV show for West German
children, decided to go out for a
snack. Since the filming session was
scheduled to continue they kept their
full costumes on. They hadn’t
finished their meal when 20
policemen carrying drawn machine
pistols swooped down on them.
Somebody had phoned saying there
were ‘‘suspicious characters’
lurking about. Identity papers
revealed the obvious. But the police
didn't waste time on apologies.
Instead they commended the people
of Frankfurt for being ‘‘so
suspicious’’.

This is what is referred to in
Europe as the Model State, a
description Germany first started to
enjoy in the days of Bismarck. The
difference between now and then is
thal today there is no embarrassing
Kaiser to poison the admiration felt
by other governments for the
“strong"’ state. The descendants of
the Social Democrats which
Bismarck suppressed are now in
power suppressing today's Red
menace, and doing a better job of it.
They no longer do things
autocratically in Germany because
repression is ‘‘democratically”
sanctioned.

The most notorious example of
democratic repression is the
Berufsverbot. Passed in 1972 this
law (literally a “‘profession ban") is
designed to exclude from the public
service all those suspected of
disloyalty to the Constitution. Since
then 4,000 people have either lost

their jobs or been refused
employment because of it. More
important, however, is the

intimidating effect these 4,000 cases
have had on the rest of the civil
service and on those looking for a
job. (There are almost one and a
half million unemployed in West
Germany). In one case a Munich
student was refused employment as
a grammar school teacher because
he supported the ‘“‘medium-term’
political platform of the Sociai
Democratic Party (SPD)!
According to the student the
Bavarian Ministry regarded the
term ‘‘class society’” as applied to
West Germany in the programme as
“‘anti-constitutional’’. Suspicions
that the Berufsverbot was being
used exclusively against the left
were not allayed when the
Mannheim administrative court
ruled that the aims of the neo-fascist
National Democratic Party are not
anti-constitutional. This is just as
well since any ban on fascists in the
public service would have seriously
debilitated the civil service which,
after the Second World War,
absorbed the bureaucracy of the
Third Reich intact.

There are currently 15
“intelligence” services protecting
the West German constitution. What
information they collect is their own
business: it could be your signature
on an anti-Berufsverbote petition,
your membership in Amnesty
International or a commune or
simply the fact that you seem to
read a lot of left-wing books.
German librarians recently
complained that the ‘‘intelligence
services seem to be unusually
preoccupied with library borrowing
lists. However, unlike our own
RCMP, the German secret police
don’t have to step outside the law or
even to keep their disruptive
operations secret.

This is partly true in the area of

radical publications. Legislation
passed two years ago (paragraphs
88a and 126) makes punishable by a
sentence of up to three years the i)

distribution ii) displaying or making"

accessible in an way iii) producing,
subscribing, delivering, storing,
offering, or announcing material
that recommends any of seven
categories of unlawful acts. These
acts range from disturbing the
peace in special cases, to murder
and sabotage This law becomes
even more draconian when coupled
with paragraph 129 which threatens
the founders of ‘‘criminal
organizations'’ with up to five years
imprisonment.

These
passed when the police started
raiding left-wing bockstores. Ten
bookstores in five cities were raided.
The ostensible reason for the raids
was that these stores supported a
criminal organization (para, 129) by
selling copies of Revolutionarer
Zorn (para. 88a), a newspaper put
out by the underground
Revolutionary Cells and sent
anonymously to various left-
bookshops. However, during the
raids the police seized not only this
paper but also 30 different titles,
none of which is officially forbidden.
As well all the apartments and shops
that were raided were sketched and
photographed, samples of
typewriter script were made and,
most ominous of all, subscription
lists, correspondence and publisher
files were seized. Readers will
notice the similarity between these
hc:u and “‘our own’’ Body Politic -
raid.

In an even more blatant case,

Gerd Schnepel, the bookseller and
ex-manager of a left publishing
house, was sentenced to two years
imprisonment for his part in the
publication of The Struggle Against
Annihilation Imprisonment. Though
a largely documentary book on the
practice of isolation, imprisonment
and sensory deprivation in West
German jails, the court concluded
that this book “‘insults” the state and
the judiciary system and “poisons’
the political atmosphere in West
Germany. Following the verdict, the
court explained that ‘‘political
opinion’’ was not the issue.
Significantly, the law here existed
even before paras. 88a and 126 came
into effect. It would appear, in fact,
that the USSR is far from being the
only country where you can go to jail
for “‘anti-state’’ activities.
“In another case, the printers of a
newspaper called Info-BUG (Info
Berliner Undogmatischer Gruppen)
were arrested for printing a
“‘megaphone for terrorist
organizations.”” Yet of the 400 ar-
ticles that appeared in the period
referred to by the public
prosecution, only 12 were
statements from illegal groups and
these appeared in a paper that had
often criticized the politics of these
organizations. Moreover, AGIT
publishing-house, which prints Info-
BUG, has done jobs for groups as
varied as the Postal Workers’ Union
and the Protestant Church.

Nor is it just the printers and
sellers of ‘‘poisonous’’ material that
rare threatened. One truck driver
was arrested for transporting books
and letters from West Berlin to West
Germany. In each case, what is
important is not the actual arrest
but the self-censorship each arrest
teaches other people. Because, as
Rheinland-Pfaltz prime minister
Vogel put it, a terrorist sympathizer
ean be anyone ‘‘who simply says
‘Baaader-Meinhof Group' instead of
‘Gary'

The extent of the censorship being
sought may be glimpsed from the
actions of the police. As Pastor

laws had hardly been

‘/W are su?edtd
of dealina with

the police had so many road blocks
th'at it took 17 hours to drive 300
miles. All participants (more than
50,000) were searched, some more

than once. They were photographed
both from close up and on Video-
tape. Plastic raincoats, scarves,
gloves, lipsticks, screw drivers, first
aid kits, note books, snacks (‘“‘you:
pigs don’t need to eat”) were some:
of the things the police confiscated|
as ‘‘passive weapons''. Eventually
the march started. It was over so
quick that those at the head of the!
march were leaving as those at the
end were arriving. The press
credited the police with preventing a

“bloodbath™ that had never been

more than a media creation.

Complaints against the methods
used by the police were silenced by
turning these methods into law.!
Needless to say all the pictures and '
information gathered at Kalkar was

fec into the police computers, of
which there are 30,000. In Germany
today there are at least 200 pieces of
information (from shopping habits
to political tendencies) stored about
every person living there.

As the economic and ideological
crisis of Western capitalism in-
tensifies and the ™ rts’’ put
forward conflicting ‘‘so
state will increasingly fall
purely coercivg measures
maintain social ‘‘peace'’’. This
process will depend on the
with which liberal ideology
tegrates. At some point, we may
have already passed it, words like
‘‘restraint’” and ‘‘cooperation’’

Ensslin found out after he stated
that his daughter’'s death in Stam-
mheim prison looked more like
murder than suicide, the German
State doesn't like its version of the
Truth questioned, let alone con-
tradicted. After Ensslin made his
statement, the public prosecutor in
Stuttgart started prosecution on the
grounds of ‘‘defaming the state’’ and
“injurious slander.”

The Stammheim deaths
highlighted two other aspects of the
current wave of repression: the co-
operation of the press with the
police, and the ability of the police to
obtain whatever laws they deem
necessary. When Baader, Raspe and
Ensslin were found dead in their
cells the German press immediately
pronounced ‘‘suicide’’ as the ver-
dict, this, despite any confirmation
whatsoever of the allegation. Later
they followed with a stream of
sensational and often contradictory
findings. During the Schleyer kid-
napping, Der Spiegel even bragged
about the co-operation of the press
with the government. “‘That the
chancellor and his government feel
so close to their subjects is certainly
thanks to the understanding com-
mentary on their actions by the
German press.”’ The police for their
part are quite conscious of their
relations with the press. Writing in
the professional magazine Die
Polizei, a high ranking officer ex-
plained that cultivating good con-
tacts with universities and
academies and ‘‘especially the
cultivating of good connections to
the press” is part of the ‘field
work”’. Other field work: confusing
demonstrators ‘‘by spreading
rumours’’ and ‘“telephone calls to
irritate certain groups of distur-
bers".

The police must also have ‘“‘good
contacts’’ with the federal
parliament. All measures resorted
to are either already law or else pass
into law sometime after they are
used. A good example of the latter
was the Kontaktsperregesetz

(Contact Barrier) Law, making it
legal to deny a prisoner all contact
with the outside world (no
newspapers, no radio, television or
letters, no visitors by either
relatives or lawyers and no contact
with other prisoners) when there is
danger to life or freedom from a
“terrorist organization'. This law
was passed in Parliament within a
record three days. At that time, it

had already been in effect for a
month, i.e. from the time that
Martin Schleyer was kidnapped.

These aspects of the situation in
Germany were illustrated in con-
junction with each other at the
massive Kalkar demonstration
which took place at the end of last
September. The demonstration,
described by its organizers as a
“festival with stands and games’’,
was called to protest the building of
a fast-breeder reactor. Though it
was destined to become the largest
demonstration held in Germany
since the War, this was despite the
combined efforts of thé press and the
police. The press, for example,
predicted a bloody confrontation a
month before the demonstration.
The government helped by
spreading rumours that ‘‘some
groups”’ planned a violent con-
frontation. Not surpringly therefore,
“the largest possible show of police”
was to be mobilized. Four days
before the demonstration, the
township director announced special
restrictions which included the
prohibition of articles of camouflage
(scarves and masks) and a ban on
vehicles of all kinds (including
sanitary vehicles) accompanying
the march. Meanwhile, the SPD (the
majority party in North Rhine
Westphalia) formally prohibited
members of its youth organization
from taking part, warning that the
Young Socialists could not be “so
naive as to think that they can make
peaceful citizens out of political
criminals.”’ Likewise the German
union -federation called on its
rmembers not to attend.

On the day of the demonstration

. to gﬁ‘w
%on. traintis a vileterm in a

country where in the same peri
that wage controls were in e

profits and inflation
controllable as ever.
conditions ‘‘co-operation’’ means
leaving the door open for the
burglar.

Germany’'s example will be
followed elsewhere. The technology
and the methods are eminently
suited for export to other Western
countries. Canada is already in-
volved in a massive arms deal with
West Germany. A lot of the armour
being bought has little use for
anything other than the control of
civilians. And as the RCMP
revelations have confirmed in
recent months, the RCMP is quite
adept at doing semi-legally what the
German police nowadays do legally.
Moreover, within the context in
which they took place, these
revelations have only strengthtened
the RCMP by making more people
aware of its presence, the only reply
from the government being a
proposal to legalize “‘dirty tricks”.
The secret police are most effective
when their existence is public
knowledge and their powers self-
defined.

What is happening in Germany,
therefore, has more immediate
relevance to us than would appear at
first sight. If today our press
celebrates the efficiency of the
German police in the months to
come it will have little trouble
congratulating our own force. “*Our
cops are tops” will then reverberate
with a new and quite sinister
meaning
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Hierarchy of salaries
and incomes

1. For several years now and especially since
May 1968, the idea of self-management, of
the effective control of production by workers,
has ceased to be a utopian concept held by a fer
individuals and small groups, and has became a
topic of frequent and animated public discussior
as well as the programmatic position of such an
important labour union as the CFDT. Even those
who up to now were the staunchest opponents of
self-management are gradually being reduced to
defensive positions (such as "it isn't possible
right now", "not absolutely", "it depends what
you mean by it", or "we must test it first").
Sameday it will be necessary to examine the
reasons for this change. For the time being we
can note that this is the destiny of new ideas
in all fields, particularily in the social ard
political sphere. Their adversaries start by
saying that such ideas are absurd, then say
that everything depends on what meaning is
given to themyrand end up by saying that they
have always been strong supporters. We must
never forget that such a purely verbal "accept-
ance” of an idea is one of the best ways of
robbing it of its vital énergy. If those who
up to now were its strong enemies suddenly
adopt an idea and take on the job of putting it
into practice, we can be sure that, whatever
their intentions, in the vast majority of cases
~the result will serve to emasculate it. There
“is strong evidence that modern society possess-

But in the case of self-samagement other
\ me have aided its acceptance by
_same business leaders and politicians-—scome-
thing that no one could have predicted.
These factors relate to the profourd crisis
X of the modern industrial system, the organiz-
\ ation of work and the techniques that corres-
nd to it. On the one hand it is more and
difficult to make workers accept tasks
strictly limited, brutalizing, and
interesting. On the other hand it
ent that the division of

and now creates enormous difficulties at Hhe
same time as it intensifies the daily struggle
in production between workers and those who
would impose the system on them--a conflict
chhbecammrearﬂmreevidmt, for exam-
ple, in strikes over working conditions.

The bosses say that this conflict cannot
be reduced by granting wage increases, and
faced with the collapse of the dream of com-
plete autcmation, they are led to consider the
introduction of some partial modifications in
working conditions. Hence the projects and
attempts at "job enrichment", autonomy of pro-
duction teams, etc. Opinions may vary as to
the real meaning ard possible results of these
efforts. However, two things are certain: such
a process once started could very well achieve
a mamentum which might not be controllable by
the capitalists and the state. On the other
hand, since the present organization of society
sets precise limits to such efforts, they will
ot affect the power of the hierarchical
bureaucracies which really run every business,
however small, and even less will they chall-
enge-basic relations of power in society.
Without a fundamental change, all modifications
inside the business will have only a very
limited significance.

In any case there is only one way to combat
this dilution of the idea of self-management
by the powers that be. We must make it as
clear as possible, and draw out all the impli-
cations. Only in this way will we be able to
distinguish the idea of a collective manage-
ment by producers, the control of society by
all men and women, from its empty and mislead-
ing caricatures. :

2. In all discussions of self-management one
fundamental aspect of the organization of
business and society is hardly every mentioned:

hierarchy of power ard of wages and incames.
However, as soon as one thinks of self-
management beyond the limits of a production
team, the hierarchy of power, and the chain of
cammand as it now exists are necessarily
called into question, and therefore so is the
hierarchy of incomes. The idea that true self-
management of an enterprise could co-exist
with the present power is a contradiction in
terms. What meaning could we give to the term
"self-management" if we still had the same
pyramid of power with a minority of bosses at
different levels managing the work of a major-
ity of workers reduced to following orders? In
what sense could workers really run production
and the enterprise if a separate group of
bosses kept the power to make decisions in its
own hands? Above all, how could workers take

sterTrise ap feel o : f'_u‘ conce
them—failing which, any attempt at self-
management would be defeated--if, on°the one
hand, they are condemned to passivity by

-having to maintain a system of leadership that

makes the final decisions by itself, and on
the other hand, the economic inequality fin-
ally persuades them that the progress of the
enterprise is not their concern because it
benefits only a small part of the personnel?
Similarily, in a much wider context the
progress of the enterprise is affected in a
thousand ways by the econamy and society, and
thus the self-management of an enterprise
cannot have any real meaning unless organiz-
ations of workers and the rest of the popula-
tion assume those functions of coordination
and planning that are now in the hards of

those who wield economic and political power.

3. Certainly the existence of a hierarchy of
power and income is presented as justified by
a host of arguments. Before discussing them
we note that they have a clearly ideological
character: on the basis on unstated assump~
tions they attempt to justify with only an
appearance of logic a reality with which they
have little connection. They submit real-
ity to the last few decades' official ideology,
an ideology currently decomposing and no longer
coherent. It can no longer invoke values that
no one accepts, and is incapable of inventing
new ones. The result is a mass of contra-
dictions: thus in France we have Gaullist "part-
icipation" alongside the absolute and uncontrol
able power of the president of -the Republic.
Similarily, the arguments used to justify
bureaucracy contradict each other, are based
on different and incompatible assumptions, or
lead to conclusions diametrically opposite to
what really happens. .

4. The crux of the official ideology's notion
is the justification of a hierarchy of
incame based on a hierarchy of power, which in

turn is defended as based on a hierarchy of
"knowledge", "qualifications", "talents" ’
"responsibilities" or the "shortage" of
specialized skills. One can see immediately
that these scales do not coincide or corres-
pond with either logic or reality. There can
be a shortage of garbage collectors and an
oversupply of teachers; great scholars have
no responsibility while workers with very

little "knowledge" have a daily responsibility
for the lives of hundreds of tlousands of
people. Furthermore, any attempt to make a
"synthesis", to "balance out" these different
criteria is necessarily arbitrary. Finally,
it is even more arbitrary to use such a scale,
even if it were justified to a given differ-
entiation in incomes. Why should one year of
school or a diplama be worth 100F and not 10
or 1000? But let us look at the arguments one

by one.

5. It is said that the hierarchy of power and
incomes is justified by a hierarchy of know-
ledge. But in the business enterprise as in
society at large it is not those who are most
knowledgeable who give orders and earn the most
money. It is true that the majority of the
hierarchy have diplomas. But setting aside
the fact that it is ridiculous to identify
knowledge with diplaomas, it is not the most
knowledgeable who ascend the ladder of power
and incomes but those who are most skillful

in the competition that occurs within the
bureaucracy running the enterprise. An indust-
rial campany is practically never run by the
most learned of its engineers: he is most
often confined to a research bureau. And in
society we know that scholars, important or not
have no power and earn only a small fraction
of the incame of the director of a medium-
sized firm. Neither in an enterprise nor in
society are power or high incames given tc
those "who have the most knowledge" or
"technical skills", rather, they are deter-
mined by the ability to survive in the
struggles between cliques and clans (a talent
that has no econamic or social value except
for him who possesses it) and by the links

one has with capital (in the western countries)
or the daminant political party (in the
eastern countries).

~ 6. What has just been said sheds light on the

o oar : hierarchy on the basis :
of differential skills. As soon as we con- |
sider the differences in hierarchy and salary

that are really important--not those between

an assembly line worker and a tool maker but

those between manual workers and the top

management of an enterprise-—-we see that what

is rewarded is not the ability to do a good

job but the ability to bet on the right horse.

But the official ideology claims that the

hierarchy of incomes correspords to a very

specific skill, the ability to "direct", to

"organize" or even the ability to "conceive
and sell a product". However, it is evident
that these skills have no meaning except in
the present system. "The ability to direct”
in its present sense only has meaning for a
system that separates and opposes order takers
and order givers, those who work and those who
direct the work of others. It is the present
organization of a campany and of society that
creates and requires the task of "directing"
separate fram the collectivity of workers ard
opposed to them. The same thing applies to
the "organization of work". This is no less
true for the "ability to conceive and sell a
product", for only to the extent that society
depends on the creation of artificial needs
does such a function and the corresponding
skill have meaning and value.

Furthermore, these functions are not
accamplished by individuals. Groups of ever
greater importance and impersonality are
charged with the "organization" of work and
production, with publicity and sales, and
even the most important decisions concerning
the enterprise (investments, new manufacturing
processes, etc.). The most important point is
that in a large modern enterprise--just as
with the state--no one really leads: decisions
are made after processes so camplex, imperson-
al and anonymous that most of the time it is
impossible to say who decided what when. One
could add that there is an enormous difference
between the way things are supposed to happen
and the way they actually occur, between the
formal and the real processes of decision-
making, just as in a work place there is a
difference between the way the workers are
supposed to do their work and the way in
which they actually work. While a decision
may be formally taken by an administrative
camittee, in reality the decision is already
made behind the scenes or is altered by those
who have to execute it. .



7. Arguments in favour of hierarchy based on
responsibility have no more weight than
any of the others. We must start by asking
in what cases can responsibility really be
localized ard assigned? Given the increas-
ingly collective nature of production as well
as other activities in modern society, these
cases are extremely rare, and are not fournd
in general except at the lowest levels of the
hierarchy. Furthermore, there is no connec-
_tion between the logic of the argument and

what really hag:ens A railway crossing
“guard or an air traffic controller have the
lives of hundreds of people in their hands
each day but they are paid less than a tenth
of what the bosses of the railways or Air
France earn, even though the latter do not
have the direct responsibility for any lives.

8. It is hard to take seriously the hierarchy
of salaries based on a relative shortage
of skills. As long as such a shortage exists

it can push the wage level of a given cate-
gory higher than it was before, but it cannot
go beyond certain narrow limits. Whatever
the relative "shortage" of factory workers
and the relative "surplus" of lawyers, the
latter will always be paid more than the
former.

9. Not only are all of these arguments illog-
ical and out of touch with what really
happens, but they are incompatible with each
other. If one takes them seriously, the
level of salaries correspornding to "know-
ledge" (or even to diplamas) is quite
different fram that corresponding to "resp-
onsibilities" and so forth. The present
systems of payment try to make a "synthesis"
of the factors supposedly determining rates
of pay by means of an "evaluation" of work
accamplished in such and such a job or such
a place (job evaluation). But such a syn-
thesis is a gross mystification: one can
neither measure each factor taken separately
nor add them up, except in an arbitrary
fashion (with "adjustments" that do mot
correspord to any objective datum). It is
by now absurd to measure knowledge by
diplamas (whatever level of quality of the
course of the education system). It is
impossible to campare responsibilities except
in same cases that are banal and without any
importance. There are drivers of passenger
trains and freight trains: how many tons of
coal are equal to a human life? Hare-
brained measurements established for each
factor are added to oranges and apples with
the aid of coefficients which correspond to
nothing but the imagination of those who
invent them.

The best illustration of the mystifying
_character of the system is furnished by the
results of its application. One would have
thought that after two centuries of non-
scientific determination of incomes in

industry, that job evaluation would have
overthrown the existing structures of incames.
It is difficult to believe without knowing,
why it is that enterprises have income levels
which miraculously correspord to the discov-
eries of this "new"science. However, the
changes effected by the application of the
new method have been minute--which shows us
that the method has been adjusted in order to
change the system as little as possible, as
well as to give it a pseudo-scientific
justification. Furthermore, job evaluation
has not diminished the intensity of conflicts
over absolute and relative income that occupy
the daily life of enterprises.

More generally we can never insist too
much on the duplicity and bad faith of all
these justifications that always reduce ‘fact-
ors relative to the nature of work into base
differences of incomes—despite the fact that
by far the least important differences are
those which exist among workers, and the
most important are those between the mass of
workers on one side and the different cate-
gories of bosses (political or economic) on.
the other side. But the official ideology
thereby attains at least one result: for no
logical reason, and contrary to their own
self-interest, the workers themselves seem to
attach more importance to the small differ-
ences that exist between them than to the
enormous differences that separate them fram
the top ranks of the hierarchy. We will ret-
urn to this question later.

All this concerns what we have called the
ideology of the justification for hierarchy.
There is a discussion that seems more
"respectable", that of academic or marxist
econcmic science. We cannot give a detailed
refutation here. Let us say simply that for
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on a coal-burning locamotive,. you get rid

of the engineer, you do not "lessen" the
product (transport) "a bit", you wipe it
right out; ard the same thing is true, if
you get rid of the fireman. The "product”
of this indivisible team of engineer and
fireman obeys an all-or-nothing law; there is
no "marginal product" from the one that you
can separate fram that produced by the other.
The same thing holds true in a single shop,
as well as throughout the whole of a modern
factory, where the jobs are strictly interde-
perdent.

For Marxist economics, incomes are deter-
mined by the "labour theory of value", that
is, they are eguivalent to the cost of prod-
uction and reproduction of this cammodity,
which under capitalism is labour power.

Therefore, differences in the level of
wages earned by skilled workers and unskilled
workers must correspond to the differences in
the costs of forming these two categories of
work. (The main factor being the training of
future workers during their "unproductive"
apprenticeship years.) It is easy to calcu-
late that, on this basis, the differences in
income levels would scarcely exceed the pro-
portion of 1 to 2 (between work absolutely
devoid, of ang skill and work that requires 10

‘to 15 years training). However, this has

little to do with reality, either in the
western countries or in the east (where the
hierarchy of incomes is practically as bla-
tant as in the west).

We must emphasize that even if the aca-
demic and Marxist theories offer an explana-
tion of income differences, they canmot fur-
nish an adequate justification. For in each
case hierarchy is accepted as a given fact,
unchallenged and unchallengable, when it is
really nothing but the result of the contin-
ued existence of the overall econamic and
social system. If skilled work is "worth"
more, this, according to the Marxist concept
ion, is because a workers' family has spent
more for his education (and theoretically
must "recoup the costs"--which means in prac-
tice that the skilled worker must in turn
finance the education of his children). . But
why were they able to spend more, scmet.hing
that other families could not do? Because
they were already privileged with regard to
income. All that these explanations say is
that if we start with a hierarchical diffe-
rentiation, it will continue to perpetuate
itself by these mechanisms. Let us add that

academic economics, incames supposedly

. correspond to the "marginal product of work",

ie., that which is "added" to the product

in an hour or work by an extra worker (or,
the amount subtracted fram the product by
getting rid of one worker.) Without entering
into the theoretical discussion of the
concept--we can easily prove its untenability
-—we can immediately see its absurdity in
the case that interests us, the different
payment of different skills starting fram
the point where there is a division of labour
and interdependance of different jobs, which
is generally the case in modern mdustzy If

since it is mreasmgl) true that soc1ety
as a whole and not individuals pay the costs
of education, it is reasonable for those who
have already benefited at the expense of so-
ciety by gaining an education that trains
them to do more interesting, less painful
work, to demand further that they should also
obtain a higher income.

This concerns profound sociological
psychological factors which determine indi-
viduals' attitudes to the hierarchical struc— .

ture, . It is.no.
son to hide it: #e find with many \

acceptance of and even support for hierarchy
that is just as strong as that found in the -

privileged strata.

It is even doubtful that workers at the -
bottom of the bureaucratic structure are more
opposed to hierarchy than others (the situa
tion is complex and varies with the ti
We must seriously examine the reasons
state of things. This would require a long
ard difficult study which would have to be
made with the greatest participation of the
workers themselves. Here we can only give a
few reflections.

We can always say that it is true that the
official ideology of hierarchy has penetrated
all sectors of the working class; but we must
ask how it happened since we know that in
France as well as England the working class
movement was strongly egalitarian. It is
also true that the capitalist system could
not have-continued to function, and above all
could not have taken its modern bureaucratic
form, if the hierarchical structure had not
only been accepted but supported and "inte-
riorized"; it was necessary for a consider-
able part of the population to agree to play
the game for the game to have been playable.
Why does it play this game? Partly, no




doubt, because the modern system, the only
"meaning for existence" that society is capa-
ble of producing, the only bait it can offer
is consumption, and hence an income that
constantly rises. To the extent that people
take this bait--and for e present almost
everybody seems to take it--to the extent
also that illusions of "upward mobility" and
"pramotion" and the fact of econamic growth
make them see the upper echelons as levels
that they try and hope to reach, they attach
less importance to differences in income than
they would dn a static situation.  One is
tempted to conclude from this factor that
there is what we could call a freedom to cre-
ate illusions about the real importance of
incame differences present in the majority of’
the population; recent surveys have shown
that in France people underestimate the dif-
ferences in incomes to a fantastic extent.

But without doubt there is a deeper factor
more difficult to formulate which plays the
main role here. The triumph of the gradual
bureaucratization of society has also and
necessarily been the triumph of an imaginary
representation of society--in whose creation
everyone shares to some degree--as a pyramid
or system of hierarchical pyramids. To be
blunt, it seems as if it is impossible for
man in modern society to imagine a society
whose individuals are really equal in rights
and obligations, where the differences be-
tween individuals correspond to something
other than the differences in their posi=
tions on a scale of command and incomes. And
that is due to that fact thatno one can
think of himself as something in his own eyes
( or as the psychoanalysts say, establish his
"sense of identity"™), except in terms of the
place he occupies in a hierarchical struc-
ture, even if it is one of the lowest posi-
tions, In fact, one could say that this is
the only way that modern bureaucratic society
leaves open for people to feel that each one
is sameone--by holding onto a last vestige of
apparent self-determination, even as all
standards and sources of meaning are emptied
of any meaningful content. In a society
‘where the objectives as well the manner in

tive activities, where the family shrinks and
breaks up, where the mass media and the rush
o consume reduce everything to uniformity,
the system cannot offer people anything to
hide the emptiness it creates in their lives
except that ridiculous bauble, -the place they
eccupy in the bureaucratic hierarchy. It is
thexefore far from incomprehensible that many
clind\to it,- and that occupational and pro-
-
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We need your help in keeping the Red Menace going.
At present, we lose a substantial amount on every
issue, and we have to dig fairly deeply into our own
pockets to cover costs. Virtually all of the Libertarian
Socialist Collective’s income from members’ dues
goes to pay for The Red Menace. This is discourag-
ing: we would like to be able to afford to do other
things as well. Wedon't see the publication of the Red
Menace as our only task, nor in the long run as our
main activity. But at present we can't afford to do

anything else, and we can't even really afford to do
The Red Menace.

Yet the amount of money in question is not really
large. One issue costs about $500, substantial if it
comes out of a few pockets, but insignificant if it is
split among enough people.

So....please help us out if you can. Every subscription
is a step in the right direction — encourage people
you know to take out subscriptions too. Any dona-
tions you can send us will be very much appreciated
indeed.

If you like our politics, then please decide what it is
worth to you that The Red Menace continue to exist.

The Red Menace
P. O. Box 171
Postal Station D
Toronto, Canada

’

fessional rivalries are far from disappear-
ing. s : G, e
perspective we must try to see to what extent
this hierarchical representation of society
is wearing out and being put into question.

Cornelius Castoriadis

MMDIFIMI 7 :

Originally published in CFDT Anjourd'hui,
No. 5 (January-February, 1974), reprinted in
Cornelius Castoriadis, L'Experiénce du Mouve-
ment Ouvrier: Troletariat et Organization
(Paris: Union Generale, 1974). Translated by
Tom McLaughlin.

“Of course, it’s only a suggestion, gentle-
men, but let’s not forget who’s making it.”

_ MOCKOBCKAR TOBAPHAS BiA

e Apops Teowas L Ciae

Millions of tons of potatoes, cabbage and other
commaodities change hands in the U.S.S.R. every year
but not a ruble’s worth is traded on any futures market
In a regulated economy, the price of a head of cabbage 8
1S exactly what the government says it is—no more, no |
less. Does their system work? Apparently. Does it work
as well as ours? You've got to be kidding
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WHAT IS IMPORTANT?

In issue mmmber three of Worker's
Power a school teacher asked the ques-
tion: why don't workers write? He showed
in a thorough mamner that this is due to
their total situation in society and also
to the nature of the so—called "education"
that is dispensed by the capitalist -
schools. He also said that workers often
think that their experience "is not inter-

)

:

This last point appears fundamental to
me and I would like to share my experience
on it, which is not that of a worker but
of a militant.

when workers ask an intellectual to
talk to them about the problems of ca-
pitalism and socialism they find it hard
to udnerstand that we accord a central
the workers' situation in the
and in production. I have often
present the following

on the level of salaries than negotiations
or even strikes do.

/
- The waste which results is enormous and
for greater than that resulting from ec-
onomic crises.

'~ Unions are always out of touch with and .
rost often hostile to this kind of workers'

struggle.

- Militants who are workers ought to
spread all the important examples of this
struggle outside the enterprise where
they occur.

- Nothing is changed in this situation
by the simple "nationalization" of fac-
tories and "planning" of the economy.

- Socialism is therefore inconceivable with-
out a camplete change in the organization of
production in factories, without the sup-
pression of the bosses, and the institution
of workers' control.

These expositions were both concrete and
theoretical - that is to say that each time
they gave real and precise examples, but at
the same time, far from being limited to
description they tried to draw general con-
clusions. Here were facts of which workers
evidently had the most direct and camplete
experience, ard which also had profound and
universal importance.

However, one could say that the listeners
spoke little, and it appeared they felt de-
ceived. They had came there to speak of or
to hear i t things, and it seemed dif-
ficult for them to believe that the impor-
tant things were those that they did every
day. ; They thought that they would be told
abouf absolute and relative surplus value,
of the decline in the rate of profit, of
over-production and under-consumption. It
seemed unbelievable to them that the evolu-
tion of modern society was determined more
by the actions of millions of workers in
all the factories of the world than by the
grand economic laws, hidden and mysterious,
which are discovered by theorists. They
even disagreed that a permanent struggle
between workers and bosses exists and that
workers succeed in defending themselves;

however, once the discussion got under way,
what they said showed that they themselves

fought such a struggle fram the moment they
éntered the factory to the mament they left
it. . .

The workers' belief that the way they
live, what they do, and what they think "is
not important" is not only samething that
prevents them from expressing themselves.
It is the most serious sign of ideological
servitude to capitalism. For, capitalism
could not survive unless people were per-

shots and the specialists in various fields.
Capitalism tries constantly to drum this
idea into peoples' heads.

But it must also be said that is has been
strongly aided in this task by workers' or-
ganizations. For a very long time trade
unions and leftist parties have tried to

zations took to be "theory" on these ques-
tions and that which increasingly passed
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nothing. On the other hand, the workers
have no verication of the content and truth
of such a "theory"; its demonstration ap-
pears, they are told, in the fourteen vol-
umes of Cagital and in the other immense

arnd mysterious works possessed by the
learned comrades in whom we must have con-
fidence.

The roots and consequences of this si-
tuation go very far. It originates in a
profoundly bourgeois mentality: just as
with the laws of physics, there are said
to be laws of econamics and society, "laws"
which have nothing to do with the experience
of workers. Rather, they are the property
of the scientists and engineers who know
of them. Just as only engineers can de-
cide how to make a bridge, similarly only

ithe engineers of society - leaders of par-

ties and unions - can decide on the organi-
zation of society. To change society is .
thus to change its "general" organization,
but that does not affect in the slightest
what happens in the factories, since that
"is not important”,

In order to move beyond this situation
it is not enough to say to workers: speak,
it is up to you to say what the problems
are. It is necessary to demolish the mon-
strously false idea that the problems that
workers see are rot important, that there

; are more important ones which only "theor-

we understand society if we do not under-

_stand the factorv. There is onlv one wav

for this “to happen: the workers must sﬁ(._
To demonstrate this must be : "~
permanent task of Workers' Power.

Originally published in Pouvier Ou '
the monthly supplement to Socialisme ou
Barbarie, No. 5 (March, 1959); reprinted
in Cormelius Castoriadis, L'Experience du
Mouvement Ouvrier: Proletariat et Organi-
sation (Paris: Union Generale, 1974).
Translated by Tom McLaughlin.
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" RADICAL

' NEWSPAPERS

. Rather than speak of a radical or social-

" ist newspaper, it would be more precise

. selected, what is passed over?

10.

to speak of a radicalizing newspaper.

. "Radicalizing" refers to two dialecti-

cally related processes: radicalization
of the coonmmity (or workplace, etc.)
which the paper serves, and the radicall-
zation of the newspaper itself. Neither
of them can be radical, because radical-
ism is not a state of being (a state of
Grace) but a state of becoming.

. Since a newspaper is a medium of commumni-

cation, a radical newspaper must embody a
radical approach to commmication. This
means challenging the conception of a
newspaper itself, challenging it in two
different aspects: the content of what is
commmicated, and the way in which the
commmicating is done.

To begin with the word: newspaper. A
newspaper supposedly relates ''mews'';
events which have newly happened. But
which of the countless events happening
are news, which aren't? "event'" is itself
‘a concept that is tied to one's world-

world history, tThers was no
such event. Many newspapers restrict
themselves to isolated, sensational
events and thereby ignore most of the
really important events, which are not
daily "hard-news" occurences. What is
Why? Who

for others

ion implicitly involves interpreta-
at is important and why, and
tures the myth of objecti-
are not "objectively"
they be, on a

therefore
vity, since e
important. (How C
planet which is itsel ortant?) One
cammot say an event is impo t without
saying to whom it is so, and why.*

Interpretation goes beyond selection. It
involves the presentation and interpreta-
tion of selected events in some kind of a
structure of meaning. Different world-
views will see the same events in very
differentways.

. We are generally aware of how capitalist

LAl

newspaper approach '"news', and what in-
terests are served by their selection
and analysis of it. The common mistake
of the left is to assume that it is nec-
cessary only to reverse the bias, to se-
lect and interpret from a socialist view-
point rather than a capitalist one.

. The result is a left press that is little

more than a mirror image of the capital-
ist press. Readers are lectured and har-
angued; "lessons' are pointed out in the
best manner of traditional authoritarian
pedagogy; and fantastic tasks are barked
out as orders: 'Bring INCO to its knees!"
"Oust the generals--workers to power!',
"Stop the 0il grab!', etc.

. What is ignored is the way communication

occurs. Real communication should be
dialectical, both in the sense of being
a dialogue, and in the sense of leading
to the transformation of those partici-
pating or listening.

Capitalist communication naturally is
not intended to be of this kind. The
fundamental content of capitalism, and
thus the basic message of the capital-
ist media, is the apparently inevitable

11.
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18.

We are and
can be nothing but passive spectators
as forces and events beyond our control

alienation of social life.

unfold. The media may tell us that
events are unfolding as they should, or
they may be critical in matters of de-
tail, but in no case do they allow us
to view ourselves as subjects rather
than objects. Their own structure as
well as their content is part of the
same message of passive acceptance in
which freedom evaporates because the
isting world i _only possible
el o
as consumers Decause (SO we are ®WId)
that is the inevitable, technologically
given nature of modern mass media. The
actual content it reports, whether it be
truth or lies, is thus in a very real
sense secondary: 'Within a world really
on its head, the true is a moment of the
false."

""Left" papers that approach commmication
in the same way thus largely negate their
content through their form. The readers
do not participate in the commmication.
The message of powerlessness is ironi-
cally also conveyed: the setting of im-
possible tasks is not very different

from saying that change is impossible.

. A radical newspaper can only be truly

radical to the extent that it succeeds

in dnvolving its base actively in the
paper, and to the extent that it actuall
(not rhetorically) becomes a part of the
fabric of the commmity (workplace, etc.)
and its struggles.

A radical newspaper is not something
that exists, therefore, but something
that is always in the making, always be-
coming. A newspaper will become more
radical, in its structures and relation-
ships, as well as its content, as the
community becomes more radical. Its ra-
dicalism is always partial, never com-
plete.

This is not to say that it cannot be
ahead of much of the commmity, but it
is to say that one is not leading if no
one is following.

A newspaper succeeds in being radical to
the extent that it succeeds in going to
the roots of alienation, to the extent
that its base moves from passivity to
activity.

The condition of both radicalism and
freedom is activity, and the condition
of free or radical activity is critical
thought.

A radical newspaper therefore has two
primary tasks: to encourage critical
thinking, and to encourage self-activity.

These in turn require access to informa-
tion.
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Critical thought and self-activity can-
not be encouraged by telling people what
to think or what to do. It occurs only
when people think for themselves and de-
cide on their actions themselves. If a
newspaper is to have a role, it must
therefore be a means of communication,
organizing, and action for the people,
rot a vehicle through which 'radicals’

commmnicate their message to the people.

A radical newspaper must seek to involve
people in the newspaper itself, not ne-

cessarily as 'journalists' but in selec-
ting and creating the content. Only in

this way can it respond to the needs of

the people.

A radical newspaper must become part of
the more general self-activity of the
people. The people must see it as their
own paper, and must consider it as one
of the weapons they use in their own
struggles. Whether this happens is not
primarily a matter of how radical the
paper is (ie whether it is 'too far
left') but of the quality of its radi-
calism (ie whether it succeeds in in-
volving the comunity in itself, and
itself in the community.)

What Might a Radical Newspaper be Like?

Well designed, well-written, interesting.
Important not only to make the paper ap-
pealing in itself, but indicative of its
politics. If a message can't be interes-
ting or well-written, there is something
wrong with the message or the person
giving 1it.

Honest. We have to tell the truth, even
when it hurts. This means not only that
we don't lie, but also that we don't de-
lude ourselves.

Critical. We don't just repeat the old
dogmas, we think and write critically.

Specific. We cannot deal in abstract
theoretical fulminations. Certainly we
will analyze and theorize, but the basis
of the paper, and our analysis, must be
specific events.

Concerned with daily life, not just with
'political' issues.

Balanced in content, catering to the
whole person and a whole range of in-
terests.

Willing to admit mistakes.

A sense of humour.

Ulli Diemer
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by Gregory Renault

1. All facets of everyday life under modern
capitalism feature aspects of repression,
daminance and reification in constant ten-
sion with and opposition to other aspects,
the struggle for autonomy and creativity.
This dialectic of domination and liberation
is readily seen in struggles of national li-
beration, class conflicts, the politics of
the family, and movements for sexual libera-
tion, to cite the more praminent contempor-
ary arenas. Though usually treated as mere
ideology or even propoganda, the cultural
sphere is another equally important area of
our experience filled with the conflict and
tension which result fram dehumanized life
in bureaucratic capitalism. Cultural poli-
tics engaged in the service of human libera-
tion begin with the exploration of this dy-
namic, tracing out the salient forms and
functions of cultural contradictions, and
relating them to society as a whole.

2. While mass culture theory fraom Toocque-
ville on has always been informed by poli-
tics, never claiming to be value-free, both
radical and conservative forms alike have
been marred by a tendency to reduce mass
culture to samething other than the discrete
form of cultural expression that it is. 1In
distinct contrast to bourgeois high culture,
divorced from explicit acknowledgment of its
social and historical sources by the general
social division of labor, mass culture is
always seen in relation to the social, and
hence the political.

Conservative critics attempting to retain
the purity of Western civilization react
strongly to the defilement of their intel-
lectual preserve. For them, mass culture
is simply one facet of the general shift to
a mass society heralding the decline of ex-
cellence in favor of democratic equality,
the individuality for uniformity. Quality
of life is equated with the necessary scar-
city and limited access to the fruits of
civilization endemic in aristocratic orders:
culture is preserved only by denying it to
the majority. &g class hjerarchy is defen-
aed In the oame of Truth.

The social change opposed by culture cri-
tics like T.S. Eliot, Ortega y Gasset and
F.R. Leavis, and viewed ambivalently by li-
berals like J.S. Mill is initially embraced
by radicals. What conservatives view as the
extinction of enlightenment by the barbarism
of mass society, radicals characterize as
the extension of previously limited privi-
leges in the revolutionary moment of the
newly ascendant bourgeois class. Extension
of political rights and cultural participa-
tion are progressive measures accompanying
the new forms of class oppression. An am-
biguous development however, industrial ca-
pitalism's liberatory ideology is used to
prevent the actual realization of its own
ideals. But in its attempt to translate
these bourgeois ideals of freedam, equality
and democracy into actual social relations,
the socialist tradition also denied the in-
tegrity and autonomy of the cultural realm.
Enshrined in the Marxist subsumption of po-
litical-ideological superstructure under
the technical base, cultural activity is
seen as a mere reflection of the more impor-
tant economic relations,.and is relegated
to sterile propaganda.

The conservative and radical views of
mass culture simply cannot come to terms
with the vitality of popular thought. From
the aristocratic perspective, "democratic
culture" is a contradiction in terms, for
by its very nature culture is only acces-
sible to the few; for the radical, ideology
is false consciousness perpetrated by the
culture industry, and culture becames merely
a weapon to be utilized in class warfare.
As either non-serious entertainment, or as
propaganda, the net effect is the same: the
denial of the whole symbolic realm of meaning
where the purpose and significance of every-
day life is continually constituted and (re)-
defined.

3. Instead, culture is a form of praxis.
This remains true even when folk-generated
popular culture is replaced by the domina-
tion of the market and the commodity form
in mass culture. Undoubtedly an aspect of
the attempted integration of particularity
(as a source of negation) into a bureaucra-
tically admninistered form of capitalism,

mass culture retains the ambiguity of ideo-
logy, which speaks the truth even as it at-
tempts to disguise it.

Mass culture is a historically specific
form of social signification, predicated on
the technical, economic and cultural trans-
formations brought about by industrial ca-
pitalism. The colonization of the cultural
sphere begins in earnest with the transition
from competitive to monopoly capital: work
relations are rationalized by "scientific
management"; concentration and centraliza-
tion of capital gives rise to the corpora-
tion, with application of the detailed de-
vision of labor to management producing
specialized marketing agencies; mass con-
sumption is pushed via new media advertis-
1ng i1mages into previously safe areas of
life; family relations and character struc-
tures crumble under the onslought of the
market and in response to the increase of
direct state intervention into the affairs
of everyday life.

Yet institutions of social reproduction
are not merely agencies of social control:
they are also the site of social (self-)
constitution. The very tecimical and social
changes brought on by the rise of industrial
capitalism permit the (albeit abstract) ex-
tension of access to culture.- Cheap, mass-
produced newspapers are one of the first
manifestations of the transition from popu-
lar to mass culture engendered by capitalism:
out of the publication of the early era
grew the book trade, and the rise of the
novel as both entertainment and art form -

a tension between edification and enlighten-
ment retained within other, later forms of
mass culture. The market also permits the
rise of professional writers and publishers,
even as it subjects culture to the unseen
hand. The new literacy required by capital-
ism at the same time universalizes thought.

The transition from campetitive to mono-
poly capitalism marked by the advent of ra-
tionalized mass production, mass consumption
and media mass culture retains this cultural
dialectic. Appropriation of popular cul-
tures literary formulas into mass culture

Science fiction

than just

is paralleled by the erosion of bourgeois
high culture, even as subjectivity in gen-
eral retains an ambiguous ideological ten-
sion between affirmation and negation of
contemporary life. The Six-Million Dollar
Man may affirm literally the mechanical
dehumanization we all figuratively feel,
and portray as natural and desirable the use
of unrestrained power by the state; at the
same time it overtly recognizes the reduc—
tion of life to an instrumentalized subser-—
vience whose only expression is both quan-
titative and nonetary. The reverse is the
case for New Wave music, from the start an
ambiguous revolt which partook of the very
elements against which it struggled, but
now co-opted by jaded aesthetes who, in the
rush to catch the latest market-managed
"counter cultural" fad, rob it of its au-
thenticity by ripping it fram the social
context within which it derives relevance
as a gesture of frustration and resistance.

4. Thus, even as the form of mass culture
dialectically cambines formulas with origin-
ality, its content cambines repression with
disclosure, identification with estrange-
ment, and affiomation with negation. The
examination of one form of mass“eultural.. .
literature, science fiction, reveals its 2
specific location in this cultural dialectic.

Science fiction as an identifiable genre
emerged as an essentially ambivalent reac- r
tion to the process of developing industrials”
capitalist society. Its two thematic poles
reflect an unease with the new historieal
changes which were to permeate other mass
cultural forms as well: on the one hand, it
glorified scientific and technological pro-
gress and embraced the new industry and its
concomittant social forms; on the other hand,
the negative reaction to the alienation ac-
companying industrial capitalism portrayed
the change as regression rather than pro-
gress, via romantic critiques based on a
longing for earlier, simpler times. Like
all mass culture formulas, science fiction
combines general archetypes and literary
forms (utopias, fabulous voyages, gothic
romance) with specific cultural materials
rooted in the immediate historical context;
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fram this it derives its particular themes
and fictional strategies (alien encounter,
questing scientist, distopian satire, evo-
lutionary fable, alternative universe).

Like most modern literature, science fic-
tion is concerned with the alienated human
condition, yet it articulates this concern
in a distinct manner, as a form of litera-
ture concerned with the implications of the
problems engendered by industrial society.
It particularly utilizes a tradition of ;
themes and devices which create common wri-
ter/reader expectations in the context of
a strong reception dialectic unique to this
form of mass culture (sf fandam). That is,

production and consumption are mutually in-
fluenced to an extent far greater than in
other forms of mass culture, which tend to-
wards a sharply bifurcated active/passive,
top-down manipulation of the consumer. But
in science fiction, fandom——the network of
institutions (newsletters, correspondence,
conventions, formal awards procedures) which
provide means of reader-writer communica-
tion - substantially affects the nature of
' the production-consumption dynamic. While
this tends to enhance the insularity of
the sf canmmity, it also makes the litera-

®) rea-

ECONE WI1ters) an active mput inth the
process of cultural creation; the overall
result is that science fiction is fairly
responsive to social change.

Science fiction also employs a literary
approach which powerfully enhances fictional
distance to cooment indirectly upon society.
Unlike the traditional novel, the science
fiction setting is ontologically different
fram our ‘world (regarding space and/or time),
yet there remains aesthetic and thematic
continuity for imterest and intelligibility's
sake. The narrative must utilize literary
conventions in order for it to make sense to
the reader (and in this respectisf is back-
ward, only recently having discovered "“mo-
dernist" inventions); likewise, regardless
how exotic the setting or characters, the
issues it deals with must be relevant and
interesting to sameone living here and now.

e 5

But while the imaginative worlds of realis-
tic fiction are based on actual contemporary
or historical societies, those of science
fiction (and modern fantasy as well) are
definitely not, being set on other planets,
in the future, in alternative universes,
and the like. Science fiction is thus par-
ticularly able to vicariously reintroduce
in its content those "alien" features -

the Other, or the Different - so often
denied by the one-dimensional mechanisms

of exclusion prevalent in our society. The
result is to make science fiction essentially
social: though fiction, its narrative style
and thematic emphasis are realist in a man-
ner which permits effective, oblique social
coment. The retention of some basic rules
of the scientific world view as well as the
traditional conventions of aesthetic coher-
ence, forces the thematic focus back upon
our world. (In fantasy, science is replaced
by magic: the specific focus upon contem—
porary problems then gives way to romantic
escapism.) Thus, in the imaginary worlds of
science fiction, "fiction" twice removed
comes full circle to comment on everyday
life under capitalism.

5. Abstractly considered, the form of
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the content of science fiction reweals a
dialectic between mimesis and escape, between
realism and imagination; while its ambiguous
social function features a parallel tension
between ideoclogical affirmation and critical
negation. Considered historically, the de-
velopment of science fiction's major phases
reveals the dimensions of form, content and
social function in their concrete ambiva-
lence.

The period of science fiction's emergence
in the 19th century is characterized by for-
mal reliance upon mainstream literary tech-
niques and the novel form, while its themes
emerge in ramantic reactions like Mary
Shelly's Frankenstein, the early “scientific
romances" of H.G. Wells, as well as the tech-
nocratic adventures of Jules Verne. Still
a part of the literary establishment, and
not yet fully mass culture as we consider it,

-~
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the emphasis tends towards the critical pole,
exploring themes of knowledge as power, the
dangers of science, as well as developing
critiques of class society (The Time Machine)
and imperialism (The War of the Worlds).

The second period occurs with the develop-
ment of mass culture proper, in the cheap,
mass produced pulp specialty magazines of the
1920's in the U.S. This period, also fea-
turing the rise of mass advertising and con-
sumption as salient characteristics of newly
transformed American life, featured equally
drastic changes in form, contént and social
function of science fiction. It emerged for
the first time as a distinct literary entity
in the "scientifiction" of Hugo Gernsback's
Amazing Stories, formally shifting from no-
vel to short story, thematically shifting
to an emphasis on inventions themselves,
rather than their social effects - a cam-
plete reversal in both areas. Postwar boom
and optimism in the new phase of capitalism
are reflected in the ideological themes of
the period: imperialism, seen in the per-
petual conquest of foreign planets; racism,
seen in aliens thinly disguised as non-
whites; sexism, seen in the male protagon-
ists, with wamen (when they appear at all)
as decorative objects or rewards. Ironi-
cally, the birth of science fiction as an
independent cultural entity is achieved at
the cost of literary excellence as well as
critical content. i e Tl £

John Campbell's Astounding in the 1940's
marked a qualitative shift in form and con-
tent again, though not in social function.
Growing reader-writer sophistication, and
an emerging self-conscious attitude fos-
tered by the fandom phenomenon led to an
emphasis away from gadgets as ends in them-
selves, and towards literary considerations
in story construction; a tendency (which
continues today) of growing reapproachment
between science fiction and mainstream li-
terature. This third phase was further
altered by a parallel shift fram short story
back to novels again, following the explo-
sion of mass market paperbacks in the 1950's.
However, though the craftsmanship improved,
the themes remained ideological. Overall,
they reveal an ahistorical ethnocentrism,
with the institutions and values of capi-
talist America projected throughout the
universe as natural and eternal - bourgeois
abstraction on a grandiose scale. Science
fiction reflected the faith in scientific
progress, and the optimism prevalent in
the U.S. at its height as a global capita-
list power, even as cold war paranoia crept
in via fear of aliens, blobs and the like.

Since the 1960's science fiction has
become "legitimate", entering the academy,
as well as the work of mainstream writers
such as Burgess, Lessing and Pynchon. It
has also became more sophisticated, approa-
ching literary quality from its own side
(even while retaining its character as mass
culture). What was called the "new wave"
marked a culmination of previous develop-
ments, an experimentation with literary

style and language, but also featuring a
critical reversal of science fiction's pre-
vious ideological perspective. The most
recent refurn to the critical pole of the
continuum is this time a self-conscious one:
writers such as LeGuin, Brunner and Delaney
incorporate reflections on science fiction
into their critiques of social, econamic,
political, sexual and psychological aliena-
tion; more than ever, the unique structures
of the science fiction form are being utili-
zed to critically extrapolate and explore
new social relations. The most recent shift
in science fiction reveals a case of one
form of mass culture which has partially
transcended its initial thematic and poli-
tical limitations.

6. Science fiction novels such as LeGuin's
The Dispossessed, Delaney's Triton or Russ'
The Female Man actively contribute to the
ongoing self-criticism of the science fic-
tion commmnity, as well as to the critical
consclousness of our society. Current
science fiction as a form of mass culture
may not be a socially pervasive as televi-
sion or rock music, but it certainly par-
takes of the same socio-cultural dynamic.
Concrete investigation of science fiction's
elements and their socio-historical develop-
ment, reveals the ongoing dialectic of do-
mination and liberation which characterizes
life in modern capitalist society, demon-
strating that mass culture shares that drive
to humanize our world which is usually
characterized in only political terms. Cul-
tural politics is thus an essential part of
the struggle for full human liberation.
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Some of my best comrades are friends {

In matters of language, I tend to be a
conservative. While I am not opposed to
linguistic change per se, it is my sense
that most such change represents intellec-
tual laziness and decay. Most current
changes in the English language are in no
sense improvements or even the result of
misguided attempts to bring about improve-
ment, but simply déstructive assaults. To

say that these assaults are usually thought- °

less rather than premeditated is not to ex-
cuse them but to understand their nature,

for the degeneration of language is a major
symptam, as well as a cause, of the degen-
eration of thought. Imprecise writing and
speech are the clearest possible indications
of imprecise thought, and those in the fore-
front of linguistic destruction are usually
those who would have the most to lose if the
habit of thought were to spread. My attitude
to language is therefore that of the pedant,
as Bertrand Russell once defined him: "a
person who prefers to have his facts correct'.
A pedant is also sameone who prefers to use
language correctly, and in that sense we are
in desperate need of pedantry.

It is clear that an integral part of a
conservative-yet-radical attitude to lan-
guage (progressive conservatism?) must be
opposition to the introduction of jargon.
But it is also necessary to be sensitive to
the abuse of established words which results
in their becoming jargon. When this occurs
it sametimes becames necessary to reluctant-
Iy abandon words that have stood us in good
stead for a long time. (A related problem
occurs when the generally understood mean—
ing of words changes drastically: it is
virtually impossible to use the term "dic-

3 iat" any more, for

century, while “"proletariat” now has no
meaning for most people.)

An example of a ward which is probably
necessary to give up on is "camrade". It
used to be a good work, but it has fallen
on hard times, and I think it doubtful that
it can be rehabilitated.

"Camrade" has became one of the typicali
bullshit words of the left, its use usually
recognizable as humbug posturing as fellow-
ship and solidarity. "Comrade" is no longer
part of our normal vocuabulary but rather one
of the special buzz-words we trot out (no pun
Jintended) on certain occasions, occasions on
which we are being less than candid. Its
usage today is markedly different fram what
it was originally. The Concise Oxford Dic-
tionary defines "comrade" as "mate or fellow
in work or play or fighting, (an) equal with
whom one is on familiar terms." As this def-
finition makes clear, '"comrade" was at one
time an easygoing, informal term of address
that was commonly used throughout Eurcpe in
referring to ones' fellows. As such, it
easily became part of the socialist vocabu-
lary, where people were bound together by the
normal ties one felt towards ones' fellow
workers, and additionally by the special ties
that were implied in socialist comradeship.
But gradually the meaning of the word changed
--significantly, the change was directly
linked to a change in the concept of "party",
as socialists used it. When Marx and Engels,
for example, referred to "our party", they
meant nothing more than those people who

shared their ideas and who were in same way
working to realize them. Much later, in the
1960's, we used " movement" in the same sense.
With the growth of the Second, and even nore
so the Third, International, however, "party"
came to have a much more official, institu-
tional meaning. No longer did it connote
samething broad and non-exclusive. Now one
was either in the party or not in the party;
if one didn't have a membership card, one
was at best a "sympathizer" or a potential
recruit. The word "comrade" was now used
exclusively to refer to members of The Party,
and, ironically, as it came to be more and
more associated with socialism, it increas-
ingly fell into disuse among ordinary people
as they worked or played together.

" ‘See Dick. See Dick protest. Protest, Dick! Protest!' "

Nevertheless, the word still had real life
as long as there was real life in the social-
ist movement, but as that hardened and de-
cayed, the word "camwrade" was emptied of
content too, until only the shell remained.
Instead of the easygoing fraternity it once
signified, "camrade" is now an official term,
a title, devoid of personal content. (Certain-
ly one does not address one's friends as
cawrades.) It is objectionalby exclusive in
its clear statement that only fellow members
of the organization, not ones' fellow workers
are camwrades. (It has always been almost ex-
clusively a male term as well.) "Comrade"
is rarely used in speech, almost never as the
term of direct address it once was. (It may
still be used in speeches: "Camrades...")

Its normal application is now in written
cammmnication, sametimes as a salutation in
letters, but more cammonly, ironically enough
in referring to ones oppanents, in polemics
"Comrade Dumbfuck seems not to have grasped
Lenin's analysis of as it applies
to o

It is a sad end for such a fine word to
came to, but there is nothing we can do ab

about it now except to give it a respectful
funeral.

Another word whose meaning we would do
well to examine is "demonstration". It is
surely a sad cammentary on the political
creativity of many of those who aim to create
a whole new world that they are normally
able to conceive of only one single politi-
cal tactic, a tactic which is supposed to
fit all situations: the demonstration. No
matter what the issue, the knee-jerk res-
ponse of the left is nearly always to "call
a demonstration". What this indicates is
not only a lamentable lack of imagination,
but a lack of understanding of what a dem—
onstration should be: demonstrations have
their place, to be sure, but they are hardly
the magic bullets of the class struggle.

As the root of the word, whether "demon-
stration" in English, or "manifestation" in
German or French, should make clear, a
demonstration should demonstrate samething,
show samething, manifest samething. Pre-
ferably, one would think, it should demon-
strate the strength and unity of the demon-
strators, and oppressiveness of the esta-
‘blishment, the possibility and desirability
of radical alternatives. What many demon-
strations really demonstrate, however, are
the weakness, insignificance, and divisive-
ness of the left, the left's sterile approach
to politics and change, it's inability to
offer any alternative except abstract slogan-
chanting. If that is what a demonstration
is going to be, if that is how it is going
o came across to the ordinary people who
witness it as onlookers, then it would have
been better not to call it. let us have
fewer but better ’ = .
tions that show samething worth demonstra-
ting.

A. S. Neill tells the story of "the young .
devil in hell who rushed to his master in >
great perturbation: :

‘" Master: Master. Something awful has+
happened; they have discovered truth on
earth:!" J

‘The Devil smiled. "That's all right,
boy. I'll send someone up to organise it."'

The story could as well be about the
left. The most overused word in the social-
ist vocabulary, and the most uncritically
applied concept in the socialist world view,
is "organize". For most socialists, "organ-
ize" is just a synonym for political activi-
ty generally. "Organizing" is the only con-
ceivable form of political activity.

Now, it is certainly true that all life
and all social interat¢tion involve same kind
of organization or structure, whether we
are aware of it or not. In that sense,
everything is organized. But that is not
the sense in which the left uses the word,
and indeed in that sense it would be mean-
ingless to talk about organizing something,
since everything is already organized. One
could speak of re-organizing, however.)

I —

THE BUDGET SHOULD HAVE

ALLOWED FOR A BIGGER

TROUBLE WITH You P&OPLE

NOW HOwW
IS, You Gony “sw\ﬂ




_menes ez 13

role of formal organizations, of their hows,
whens, and whys.) I think it has a great
deal to do with the traditional socialist
stress on planning. The main problem with
capitalism, according to this view, was seen
as its inability to plan. Socialism was a
historic leap forward because it would sub-
stitute a Plan for "capitalist anarchy".
(Trotsky, for example, insisted to the end
of his life that the Soviet Union was more
progressive than the capitalist countries
because it had a Plan.) This attitude was
applied, more or less, to all areas of social
life. After the revolution, there would be
no more cf the miserable chacs of capitalism
where everything was left to chance or to
the desires of the most powerful: Socialism
would organize the hell out of everything,
and in so doing bring justice to the world.
The underlying motives were good in many
ways, but the resulting perspective was fa-
tally narrow. (The ultimate destination was
The Organization: The Party.) A free society
requires a great deal of organization, but
freedam also involves recognizing where
organizing is not appropriate. In the mean-
time, we should not always assume that "doing
politics" means "organizing". There are
other forms of activity, other ways of rais-
ing consciousness.

organizations. I am opposed to the view that
equates progress toward socialism with form-
ing arganizations. The fact is that one of
the key factors preventing the development

of collective consciousness and activity is
the way in which capitalism atamizes people
in their wark, their living arrangements, all
aspects of life. It is only when people are
able to came together that change becames
possible. Organizations which perpetuate

the atomization of people, which do not allow
collective action to develop, which bring 1
people together as units of a mass, are not.
radicalizing organizations. The hard fact is
this: people "organized" in a bureaucratic
trade union have developed little more .col-
lectivity than people organized into a ball
park by a football game.

Food J5 whats ol after
pateai Wrappers.

But the left uses the concept of organi-
zation in a much narrower sense. The dic-
tionary gives us a fair definition: "organize:
give orderly structure to". Probably the
clearest indication, however, comes fram
the workplace context, where, to both trade
-unions and the left, an "organized" work-
place simply means a unionized one. Used in
this sense, "organization" is an ideological
concept both because it betrays a very res-
trictive and bureaucratic view of class
struggle, and because it invariably accepts
the proposition that such "organization" is
necessarily a good thing.
certainly play a role in protecting workers'
basic rights, but, as anyone who has ever
worked in a unionized workplace can testify,
unions are in many ways negative phenomena
which play a disorganizing role among the
workers. Because unions are highly bureau-
cratic organizations tied to contracts, of-
ficial grievance procedures, paid fulltime
staff, pre-established routines, and very
strictly defined limits, and because they
jealously guard their monopoly as the only
"workers" organization allowed in the work-
place, they constantly and necessarily act
to thwart the independent struggles and
forms of organization of the workers.

1. M
p’nMW

As Jeremy Brecher has pointed out in Radi-
cal America, (vol. 7, No. 6) the prevailing
view on the left is that the wcrking class is
organized "to the extent that it is enrolled
in formal organizations, particularly trade
unions and radical parties. The possibility
that such organizations might represent the
disorganization of their members - their in-
ability to initiate and control their actions
themselves - is not apparent fram this point
of view. Any activity not originating with
such organizations is by definition "spon-
taneous".

It is this conception that underlies the
left's drive to "organize". The advancement
of class struggle is seen as lying in the
building of traditional organizations with
structures, meetings, leaders, and programs.
(Let me stress here, before the organizational
fetishists came howling after my scalp,
yelping "spontaneism, spontaneism" - whatever

.that means - that I am not opposed to forming

The result of the left's peculiar bias is
that everything else tends to be ignored,
subordinated, or subsumed in the organiza-
tion-building fetish. It is no wonder, then,
that the struggle for socialism, as we en-
gage in it, is in practice a narrow one, des-
pite our theories and our intentions. The
struggle to - for example - achieve sexual
liberation, to raise free and happy children;
to drive authoritarianism out of the schools,
to create a different culture, to transform
daily life, is not primarily a matter of
forming organizations, although arganiza-
tions will undoubtedly play a role of same
kind.
~ Why does the left have this bureaucratic
fetish? (The anarchists are cbviously not
included in this critique: they have an
equally stupid anti-organizational fetish
which abstractly rejects organization. Neither
position contains an analysis of the

_ Ulli Diemer
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Destructive

Demystification can be construed as a ter-
rorist practice.

The desire to reduce illusions to ashes
proceeds from both a hatred of illusion
and the sheer aesthetic joy of witnessing
the conflagration. For the hatred for the
the bourgeois is aesthetic as well as mo-
ral. The bourgeois is a pig not just be-
cause he exploits but even more so because
he is bourgeois, a conceited bastard who
refuses to recognize the utter contingency
of his existence and social position, a man
who believes he is as neccessary to the uni-
verse as the law of conservation of energy.

"The selfish misconception that induces
you to transform into eternal laws of nature
and of reason, the social forms, springing
fram your present mode of production and
form of property —-- historical relations
that rise and disappear in the progress of
production —- this misconception you share
with every ruling class that has preceded
you." Marx's statement is meant to be more
than a philosophical observation. It is at
the same time a declaration of war since
the bourgeois is only proved to be con-
ceited if he is actually made to disappear.
Having escaped the anguish of his freedaom
by pretending to be a manifestation of the
eternal he is reintroduced to his anguish
through the naked strenght of the revo-
lutionary movement.

Revolt thus begins as the affirmation of
contingency, as an urge to test things by
trying to break them. All we know in the

Urge

beginning is that the warld of the bourgeois
is a fabrication. For our part we yearn for ,

‘the concrete and the concrete is what doesn't

burn, the ashes left after the fire. Thus
mrxlsm'begins as the "ruthless criticism of
everything existing. "“The spirit of revolt
makes its first appearance as nihilism.
. Nihilism is the beginning. It is therefore
Wfantile in both senses of the word: it is
both an unavoidable first step and inadequate
as a_permanent relation to the world.
have as yet only an autcmatic reaction to a
Vague yearning for the real. Between yearn-
ing and gratification there is not rational
mediation. The yearning itself is left un-
questioned, shielded fram the "ruthless cri-
ticism" that it subjects everything else to.
At same point this blind search of the re
real must became aware of its blindness.
Childhood stands outside itself and recognizes
its inadequacy. Prolonged beyond this point
nihilism, like childhood, becames grotesque,

“Thus nihilism must either
degenerate or else mature into a
genuinely revolutionary attitude.”

CONTINUED ON PAGE 14
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its ariginal youthfulness turned into a path-
ethic mimicry of itself.

Thus nihilism must either degenerate or
else mature into a genuinely revolutionary
attitude. Philosophy proceeds in the same
way: the process of doubt must at same point
became a process of discovery. The skepticism
which liberates us fram ocur illusions must
give way to the nore arduous but fruitful
investigation of experience. Else it becames
an excuse for new illusions. In a similar
fashion nihilism by refusing to situate the
urge to destroy within a context of conflic-
ting possibles avoids the risk of failure
that must attend any project undertaken in
the real world. In a backhanded way it elim-
inates the contingency it pretends to cele-
brate.
> The revolutionary attitude on the other
hand demands that the urge to destroy be sub-
sumed within the project of creation. Bakun-
in's equation of the two (the urge to destroy
is a creative urge) is simply bad faith, an
attempt to avoid the dirty task of trans-
forming one into the other. The urge to
destroy has to become the urge to create and
the urge to create has to became a conscious
project.

An urge becames a project when it takes
cognizance of the resistance the world offers
to it and attempts to define its goal as the
object and conclusion of a calculated plan.
The plan is never final, of course, but the
attitude of planning is always there: the

world is viewed as a heterogenous mixture of
obstacles and tools, allies and enemies. The
plan is never final, because one's actions
change the world constantly necessitating a
fresh estimation of probabilities with every
step. The project contains within it the :
possibility of its failure; that is why it is
a project, a leap towards an object. Planning
does not remove this possibility, it merely
attempts to reduce it starting first and
foremost with the act of planning itself
tance of the world into an cbstacle and tws
into a lack of tools. By virtue of this
simple operation the resistance coffered by
the world becames overcamable since the ob-
stacle at least defines the tools for its
overcaming. These may not be available but
at least the task of fashioning them or dis-
covering them (aarough stone is both a stone
and a potential hammer head) is a practical
one.

The creative attitude may thus be defined
as an instrumentalizing approach to the world.
This is not the same thing as the tedrbgra—
tic approach. Creation demands recognition
of the free consciousness behind the project.
Which project to undertake and what means to
use in order to objectify it remain forever
open questions. By contrast the technocrat
sees the project as a given, something which
in a sense already exists since it does not
originate in any human currently living but
rather something imposed b -the future on the
present. Production has to be doubled, so-
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cialism has to be "built": the plan rules.
Within the creative project, however, the
plan itself always remains an instrument,
the unification of all other instruments.

. Paradoxically by denying the human author-

ship of the plan, its arbitrariness, techno-
cratic reason dooms itself to irrationality,
to a permanent discrepancy between the plan
and reality. Instruments only exist in the
presence of an instrument-maker, a being who
can make of himself an instrument but is
always more than just an instrument, a free
consciousness. Once this being is oblitera-
ted, instruments return to their inert state,
the hammer-head resumes its existence as a
stone. Likewise the technocratic plan fails
the moment it ceases to be an instrument and
starts to rule. Production is doubled and

5

“Instruments only exist in the pre-
sence of an instrument — maker a
being who can make of himself an
instrument but is always more than
just an instrument, a free con-
sciousness.”

tripled but socialism is never built.

The creative attitude takes the instrumen-
talizing of the world to the limit and re-
gards itslef as another instrument, Men make
history but they make under circumstances
that existed prior to their being in the
world. The recognition of both circumstances
and one's ability to change them is the mean-
ing of instruments. They are, if you like,
the ever-renewable traces of the meeting be-
tween subject and object.

Within this context nihilism emerges as
the other side of the technocratic approach.
Ultimately both deny the existence of an in-
strument meker. The technocrat does it by
giving instruments autonomy. Nihilism achieves
the same thing by denying the very existence
of insturments.

We started by giving nihilism the status
of a genuine need. We recognized in it the
unavoidable beginning, the first attempt at
appropriating reality. These first trashings
about are not without result. The resistance
they meet and against which they are directed
elucidates the structure of reality while at
the same time illuminating the as yet uninter-
rogated urge to destroy. The analogy with
childhood provides further insights into this
process. Childhood reveals enough of the
world to force its own transcendance, the
"loss of innocence". But this loss can be
experienced or adapted to in two ways. What
one has learnt can be used to postpone adult-
hood indefinitely or it may form the basis
for maturity. In each case the break with
childhood is unavoidable but how it is lived,
as infantilism or maturity, is a choice.

Nihilism proceeds in this manner. Its

CONTINUED ON PAGE 28
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A Political Statement

of the

Libertarian Socialist

This statement should not be seen
as a comprehensive analysis, or as
a substitute for one. It is a sketch
of the most basic outlines of our
politics and their fundamental orien-
tation, and an indication of the ba-
sic political criteria for member-
ship in the LSC. The discussion
regarding the nature of socialism,
in particular, is only an attempt
to indicate some of the most basic
pre-conditions and principles of
socialism, as we see them. They
are an absolute minimum, in no way
an attempt to elaborate on the crea-
tive possibilities that will be able
to emerge in a socialist world. We
see this statement as a beginning,
nothing more.

1. Women and men make history, but
they do so in circumstances not of
their own choosing. Their activi-
ties, the lives they lead, shape
society, but the nature of their
activities and their lives has al-
ready been shaped by society. All
societies in existence are class
societies, societies based not on
freedom but on the organized unequal
distribution of power and wealth,

class socleties is the relations of
production: the relations people
enter into to satisfy material needs,
to produce and_reproduce life itself.

3. In all countries in existence,
the fundamental relation of produc-
tion is wage labour, the sale and
purchase of labour power. This re-
lation presupposes and determines
the relation of capital, and the
existence of two basic classes: the
class which owns and controls the
means of production, and which lives
from the profit it derives from that
control, and the class which to sur-'
vive must sell its ability to work
and produce, its labour power: the
working class.

4. Tied to that fundamental rela-
tionship is the whole network of

{elationships which taken together

comprise the totality of social life:
political, cultural, psychological
sexual, and so on. These relations
in turn react upon and change the
relations of production.

..

5. The result is a class society in
which the vast majority of people
have no control over the decisions
that affect their lives, over their
activities at work, over the general
development and use of their produc-
tive and creative powers. Their own
powers are alienated from them, and
produce results and products alien
to them and opposed to them. Their
human powers become things, commo-
dities that have a value only inso-
far as they have a value for capital.

6. Thé alien power that stands op-
posed to them is increasingly cen-
tralized and integrated into the
framework of the state. In a number
0f countries, this dynamic of capi-
talism to increased centralization
of power has taken the form of a
state-dominated society in which the
capitalist class itself has been
swept away. Whether the term capitalism
still applies to such societies is

Collective

perhaps debatable. What is not de-
batable is that these societies are
still class societies based on wage
labour in which the fundamental re-
lations of production and domination
typical of traditional capitalism
still exist. Ironically, some of
these states were created partly
through ,thef efforts of a working
class :aiming at the revolutionary
overthrow of capitalism. Their ina-
bility to carry the revolution to
its successful conclusion, the crea-
tion of socialism, resulted in the
most concentrated expression of ca-
pitalist alienation: their own revo-
lutionary efforts ended by producing
results alien to and opposed to them.

7. The tendency to an increased
role and power for the state is a
world-wide phenomenon. The dif-
ferent forms it has taken at dif-
ferent times and in different coun-
tries are all indicative of the uni-
versality of the general trend. The
experiences of different "socialist"
and "communist" countries such as
the USSR, Yugoslavia, China, etc.,
of social-democratic regimes, of
facism, of liberal welfare-state
capitalism, of "revolutionary” third
porid-wide forces are involved. In
underdeveloped countries in parti-
cular a centralized authoritarian
state has frequently emerged, often
under the control of regimes calling
themselves "socialist" or "revolu-
tionary" to carry out the tasks of
capital accumulation that tradi-
tionally was seen as the role of the
bourgeoisie.

8. Capitalism is a world-wide sys-
tem which can only be overthrown on -
a world scale. Socialism in one
country or a group of countries is
impossible so long as economically

or militarily significant capitalist
nations or multinational corpora-
tions remain in existence. This is
not to say, however, that signifi-
cant progress toward socialism is

not possible in particular countries
Oor areas prior to a world-wide re-
volution. As even a failure such

as the Popular Unity government in
Chile demonstrated, a leftist or
left-social-democratic government

can be a great advantage for a work-
ing-class movement, in the way it
adds to the momentum and possibili-
ties of a popular movement, in the
way it represents the increased
strength of the movement, in the
way it creates international reper-
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cussions and an international exam-
ple. Such achievements can be the
basis for moving on to further vic-
tories, if the movement remains
aware that it has to keep moving
ahead, if the movement does not come
to see this step :along the road as

a goal.

9. The basis of capitalist society

(including the so-called "social-
ist" countries) is wage labour.
People who sell their labour power,
and who have no significant control
over the work they do, whether or
not they produce surplus value, whe-
ther their collars are blue, white,
or pink, together comprise the work-
ing class. The working class has a —
central role to play in the struggle
for the overthrow of the society
based on capital, because it is in
direct daily contact with the ex-
ploitative core of that society, and
because its numbers and collective
strength give it a unique position
of power at the controlling centres
of society.

10. In the revolutionary overthrow
of the social system based on wage
labour, the working class plays a
A & ol the participation -
of many other sectors of the popula-
tion is vital as well. Housewives,
children, pensioners and non-working-
class people such as farmers, stu-
dents, professionals and other mem-
bers of the petty-bourgeoisie have
important roles to play as well.
Revolution must be the work of all
oppressed people, not the working
class alone. This is especially

true in countries where the working
class does not comprise the majority
of the population

IT000000000000

Libertarian Socialism

11. The aim of the revolutionary
overthrow of existing society is
socialism. However, to call oneself
a socialist today is meaningless
unless one specifies what one means
by socialism. We define ourselves
as libertarian socialists. The so-
cialist perspective, as we see it,
implies a total critique of human
society as it is presently constitu-
ted. Socialism means a total trans-
formation of life and social insti-
tutions - a project of collective
self-transformation. It means a
thorough critique of authoritarism,

KEMEMBER THE GOLDEN
RULE ... WE MUST ALL
LIVE BY THE GOLDEN
RULE,

.«.IN CONCLUSION, FELLOW
PEASANTS, LET ME STRESS
THE NEED FOR
FPEACE AND HARMONY,
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heirarchy, and bureaucracy, of ca-
pitalist technique, forms of organi-
zation, and technology, of the orien-
tation to the environment that at-
tempts to dominate and manipulate

it rather than living in ecological
harmony with it. Socialism means
recognition of the centrality of
creativity, play, art, and sexuali-
ty. It involves awareness of all
forms of social life, struggle
against all forms of oppression and
repression, work on developing al-
ternatives in the process of the
struggle itself. Libertarian so-
cialism implies the following:

12. The idea that socialism is first
and foremost about freedom, and
therefore about overcoming domina-
tion, repression and alienation that
block the free flow of human creat-
ivity, thought and action. We do not
equate socialism with planning, state
control, or nationalization of in-
dustry although we understand that

in a socialist society (not 'under'
socialism) economic activity will be
collectively controlled, managed,
planned and owned. Similarly, we
believe that socialism will involve
equality, but we do not think that
socialism is equality, for it is pos-
sible to conceive of a society where
everyone is equally oppressed. We
think that socialism is incompatible
with one-party states, with con-
straints on freedom of speech, with
an elite excercising power 'on be-
half of' the people, with leader
cults, with any of the other devices
which the dying society seeks to por-
tray itself as the new society.
RN : . 1t~
self with the liberation of the in-
dividual because it is collective,
and with the collective liberation
because it 1s individualistic.

St ST -

An approach to socialism that in-
corporates cultural revolution, wo-
men's and children's liberation, and
the critique and transformation of
daily life, as well as the more tra-
ditional concerns of socialist po-
litics. A politics that is complete-
ly revolutipnary because it seeks to
transform all of reality. We do not
think that capturing the economy or
the state lead automatically to the
transformation of the rest of the
social being, nor do we equate li-
beration with changing our lifestyles
and our heads. Capitalism is a to-
tal system that invades all areas of
Tife: socialism must be the over-
coming of capitalist reality in its
entirety, or it is nothing.

15 Being a socialist is not only an
‘intellectual thing, a matter of hav-
ing the right ideas or the right in-
tellectual approach. It is also a

matter of the way you lead your life.

16 A politics that is revolutionary
because, in the words of Marx and
Engels, "revolution is necessary not
only because the ruling class can-
not be overthrown any other way, but
also because the class overthrowing
it can only in a revolution succeed
in ridding itself of all the muck of
ages and become fitted to found so-
ciety anew."

17 Because revolution is a collective
process of self-liberation, because -
people and society are transformed
through struggle, not by decree,
therefore ”the emancipation of the
working class can only be achieved

by the working classes themselves",
not by a Leninist vanguard, a so-
cialist state or any other agent ac-
ting on their behalf.

18 A conception of the left not as
separate from society, but as part
of it.We of the left are people who
are subjected to social oppression

like everyone else, who struggle

for socialism because our liberation
is possible only when all society is
liberated. We seek to bring others

to our socialist project not to do
them a favour, but because we need
their help to achieve our own liber-
ation. Cohn-Bendit's comment that

"It is for yourself that you make

the revolution" is not an individual-
istic position but the key to a truly
collective politics based on joy and
the promise of life, instead of on
the self-sacrifice that is often the
radical's version of the white man's
burden.

19 We of the left see ourselves as
equal participants in the struggle
not as the anointed leaders of it.
We put forward our socialist vision
as part of our contribution, but we
do not think that our belief in so-
cialism means that we have all the
answers. We deal with people honest-
ly, as equals, not presuming the
right to dictate what they shall
think or do, nor presuming that we
have nothing to learn from them. We
have enough faith in our politics
that we do not seek to manipulate
people to our conclusions.

20

with other people who share our ideas.
This is necessary and valid, but it
represents a situation that we should
try continually to overcome, not one
that we should accept and even in-
stitutionalize in the Leninist mode.
Socialism implies not only the with-
ering away of the state, but also the
withering away of the left and its
organizations as separate entities.
Power in a socialist society must

be excercised in ways allowing the
participation of everyone, not only
those belonging to a given organi-
zation. This must be prefigured in
the political forms and movements
that emerge before the revolution.
The ultimate goal of the left and

its organizations must not be to

rule society, but to abolish them-
selves.

21 The most important component of
socialist consciousness is critical
thought. We must learn to think about
everything critically, to take no-
thing for granted, nothing as given.
Consequently we do not want people to
accept socialist ideas in the way
they now accept, partially or com-
pletely bourgeois ideas. We want to
destroy all uncritical acceptance

and belief. We think that a critical

examination of society leads to so-
‘cialist conclusions, but what is imp-
brtant is not simply the conclusions
but equally and even more so the me-
thod of arriving at them.

22 We base ourselves on the heritage

of Marxism. This does not mean that
we accept, all the ideas of Marx, let
alone of those who claim to be his
followers. Marxism is a point of de-
parture for us, not our predetermined
destination. We accept Marx's dictum
that our criticism must fear nothing,
including its own results. Our debt
to Marxism will be no less if we
find that we have to go beyond it.

23 Nothing could be more foreign to
us than the "traditional Marxist™
idea that all important questions
have been answered. On the contrary
we have yet to formulate many of the
important questions.

24 We have to try to maintain a ba-
lance of theory and practice which
seeks to integrate them, and which
recognizes that we must engage in
both at all times.

25 The centre of gravity of our po-
litics has to be where we are, not in
the vicarious identification with
struggles elsewhere. Solidarity work
is important, but it cannot be the
main focus of a socialist movement.

26 We don't know if we'll win: history

is made by human beings, and where

human beings are concerned, nothing

is inevitable. But because people do
make history, we know that it is pos-
sible to build a new world, and we

strive to realize that possibility.
"There is only one reason to be a
revolutionary -- because it is the

best way to live." — ~
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Socialism and Socialist Strategy

27. We have much to learn from
previous revolutionary efforts,
from their successes and failures,
but none of these efforts have been
ultimately successful. There are
no socialist countries or "workers'
states" (deformed, degenerated, or
otherwise) in existence today. All
social, political, and economic
systems in existence are oppressive
and exploitative, and must be over-
turned. All states must be over-
thrown, including those that now
call themselves socialist, such as
the USSR and its bloc, Yugoslavia,
Cuba, China, Albania, Mozambique,
etc. There are significant social
and economic differences between
countries, but these are differences
within the oppressive system built
on wage labour.

Nevertheless, the differences be-
tween countries and types of social
structures are important, and our
political attitudes will take them
into account. For example, liberal
democracy or social democracy are
preferable to facism or military
dictatorship. A regime promoting
literacy, modern health care, and
economic development is more pro-
gressive than one offering nothing
except corruption and social decay.
Internationally, we support the
efforts of nations to gain inde-
pendence and resist imperialist
domination, even though we do not
support the regimes of these nations
or the programmes of the national
liberation movements. In other
words, our opposition to all exis-
ting regimes and social structures
does not mean abstention from all
political choices prior to their
overthrow. The fact of their same-
ness does not blind us to their dif-
ferences.
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28. We reject social democracy and
social democratic organizations, but
we may support reforms of various
kinds. However, we never see them
as ends in themselves, but always

as part of a process leading to re-
volution.

29. We oppose a parliamentary or
reformist strategy for bringing
about socialism, but at times it
may be tactically correct to parti-
cipate in elections, or parliaments,
as part of an overall strategy.

30. In cases where socialists are
elected, they must be strictly su-
bordinated to the program and de-
cisions of the organization as a
whole. The normal freedom to disa-
gree belonging to members of the
organization is severely restricted
in their case, because they are pu-
blic spokespeople for the organiza-
tion. Elected representatives who
do not follow the decisions and po-
licies of the organization must be
recalled and/or expelled. The same
holds true for people, holding posts
in other political or labour bodies
after being elected as members of
the group. The group must be con-
sulted before any member runs for

a political position.

31l. Because revolution must take
place in all spheres of life, revo-
lutionary activity must also take
place on all fronts: economic, poli-
tical, social, cultural, ecological,
etc. Socialist activity is not me-
rely a matter of political or work-
place organizing. Forms of 'extra-
parliamentary' action such as com-
munity and workplace. organizing are
necessary forms of socialist activi-
ty, although they are not of them-

32. The process of advancing to
socialism involves many people in
many different activities, and for
that reason alone cannot be primari-
ly a matter of elections or prepar-
ing for elections. But it is pos-
sible that in a country such as Cana-
da, a liberal democracy, at a cer-
tain point in the process, socialist
candidates will win an electoral
victory. This would be an occasion
for working people to implement the
socialist program - i.e., continu-
ing the struggle both outside and
inside parliament. It is extremely
likely that in such a situation the
forces of reaction would discard
bourgeois legalities and attempt to
destroy the, socialist forces by any
means available. Such an attack
will be resisted by whatever means
necessary that are consistent with
socialist principles. 1In principle,
however, the possibility of a rela-
tively peaceful transition to so-
cialism cannot be absolutely ruled
out. It depends largely on the ac-
tions of the bourgeoisie.

33. Socialism is not state owner-
ship of the means of production. It
is not the extension of the role of
the state. While society will not
be stateless immediately after a
socialist conquest of power - al-
though the bourgeois state must be
immediately dismantled and des-
troyed - the nature and activities
of the transitional state apparw, us
will be radically different. "~

34. The first task of the transi-
tional administration is to co-or-
dinate the defeat and repression of
the bourgeoisie and its allies and
agents, internal and external. It
is not the primary agent of the re-
construction of society on socialist
lines - this can only be the work of
the people as a whole, working di-
rectly through the organizational
and social forms they find appro-
priate.

35. The second task of the transi-
tional state is to participate in
its own dismantling as social, poli-
tical, and economic life is organi-
zed on a radically different basis.

36. While there cannot be blue-
prints for the socialist future, it
is possible to talk about certain
basic pre-conditions and principles.
Foremost among these must be direct
popular control of social life:
workers' control and management of
the workplaces, community control

of the community, students' and staff
control of the schools, etc.

37. At the same time, because none
of these things exist in isolation,
there must also be found ways of ma-
king sure activities and institutions
are accountable to society as a whole
- €.g. a workplace must also be re-
sponsible to the community in which
it is situated and its environmental,
economic and social needs, and to the
needs of the economy as a whole.

38. Therefore representative insti-
tutions deriving their mandate from
and answerable at every point to,
the different constituencies egq.
workplace, community - will also
come into existence.

39. Organizations such as workers'
councils will have key roles to play,
but theirs will not be the sole role.
Not everyone works, so other organi-
zations will also be important to
give everyone a say on the different
levels of societal organization.

40. Socialism implies no fetish of
centralization. In some things there
will be a great deal more co-ordina-
tion and planning, but in many cases
de-centralizati i : :
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ples® needs. In many areas life,
there is presently too much control
and intervention. In many cases,
therefore, the advent of socialism
will mean less control and inter-
ference, and the expansion of indi-
vidual freedom and the increase of
group activity outside any official
or state control.

41. The creation of socialism im-
plies the broadest political and in-
dividual freedom and democracy. This
includes freedom of the press and
other forms of communication, and
the freedom to form various politi-
cal parties and groups - a socialist
pluralism. It will be necessary to
ban only the parties of the extreme
right and those actively working to
restore bourgeois society. And even
this ban can be progressively eased
and finally removed as the socialist
transformation proceeds.

Canada

42. Canada's position in the world
capitalist system is largely defined
by its relation to the United States.
Canada is largely dominated by the
United States, and this creates
various economic, cultural, and
other ramifications in this country.
We therefore oppose the U.S. imper-
ialist domination of Canada, and see
the opposition to it as a component
of the struggle for socialism. At
the same time, we recognize that in
some areas, such as the Caribbean,
the Canadian state and Canadian ca-
pital themselves play an imperialis-
tic role and we oppose this in the
same way as we oppose imperialist
penetration of Canada. We also re-
cognize that tne same processes of
capitalism have also produced se-
rious distortions and exploitative
relations in Canada itself, for ex-
ample in relation to Quebec or the
Maritimes. The struggle against

these inequalities is also a com-

ponent of the struggle for socialism
in Canada.

We reject the idea that Canada is
a colony, and we reject the idea
that U.S. imperialist domination is
the 'primary contradiction' ( a
valueless concept at any rate) or
that it is necessary to form a 'na-
tional liberation' movement in Cana-
da. The effort to make Canada in-
dependent is a subordinate part of
the overall struggle for socialism.
Our international perspective is not
that of nation against nation, but
of class against class.

43. We recognize that Quebec is a
distinct national entity within the
Canadian state, and we thus support
Quebec's right to self-determination.
At the same time, we do not pre-sup-
pose that Quebec ought to separate
from Canada. We see no necessary
reason why Quebec's national aspira-
tions cannot be met within the frame-
work of Canada, should the people of
Quebec choose that option. In Que-
bec, as in Canada, we are opposed to
any form of nationalism, such as that
of the Parti Quebecois, which claims
to supersede class questions.

44. We support unions and the or-
ganization of unions insofar as they
defend the interests of workers. At
the same time, we recognize that
unions have a dual rcle: they also
increasingly function to discipline
workers and integrate them into ca-
pitalist production in exchange for
recognition and certain economic
gains. We therefore recognize that
in many ways unions do not serve the
interests of workers, and we reject
the view of unions as actual or po-
tential vehicles of revolutionary
organization. The struggle of wor-
kers is increasingly directed against
unions as well as against management.

as b : > d 'at capturing unio
office, or at bringing about changes
in unions. The problems of unions
are structural - a product of their
role, and that of the contract, in
guaranteeing consistent production

- and are thus not soluable by chang-
ing leaders or by bringing about
greater democracy. We do not rule
out the possibility, in specific
circumstances where the union has
become an issue in a given workplace,
that socialists will participate in
organizing elections or will even
run for office on the local level.
But we see this as an exceptional
circumstance, not a general or long-
term strategy for workplace organi-
zing
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45. We support the self-organiza-
tion of people into unions, co-
operatives, community and tenants'
groups, women's liberation groups,
etc. At the same time, these or-
ganizations often tend to be partial
and inclined to reformism. We sup-
port and participate in their acti-
vities, but we always strive to con-
nect their aétivities to the con-
cept and activities of a larger
movement toward socialism.

46. When participating in larger
organizations, common fronts, etc.,
we put forward our ideas. We do

not seek to hide our affiliation or’
beliefs, or to manipulate or seize
If we partici-
pate in the running of such groups,
we do so on the basis of having been
chosen by people who know our poli-
tics. We loyally work to support
the activities decided upon even if
we favoured other options, unless
they are clearly reactionary. We

do not seek to substitute ourselves
for reactionary leaders, but to de-
mocratize the organizations to the
fullest possible extent, to involve
as many people as possible directly.
In a strike, or any action, our ob-
jective is to facilitate its devel-
opment, not to bring it under our
control or to get it to adopt our
line'.

47. We think that revolutionary or-
ganization is necessary. We see the
role of such organizations as being
largely to educate, to provide a com-
mon focus, theme, and analysis for
the movement, a pool of resources,

a means of co-ordinating activity
which can be useful at certain points
in the struggle. We do not see the
organization as playing the dominant
role in a revolutionary movement or
crisis, or in the post-revolutionary
period. Historical experience has
shown that working people create
their own institutions and forms at
such times, institutions that trans-
cend party lines: the Paris Commune,

Yy

m nt in Russia, the fac-
tory councils, the workers' councils
of the post-World War I period and
of Hungary in 1956, the collectives
of revolutionary Spain, the worker/
student action committees of France
in 1968, the drive to create non-
party forms in Portugal in the 1970's.
Historically, the role of parties
has usually been to retard the re-
volutionary process in moments of
crisis because they attempt to take
it over, "lead" it, and determine
its pace. If a revolutionary or-
ganization is to assist the revo-
lutionary process, it must place
itself at the disposal of broader
movements, especially in times of
crisis, rather than attempt to place
the movement at the disposal of its
strategy. o ¥

48. We reject the ideas that con-
sciousness develops through a pro-
gression of pre-determined stages
("trade union, political" etc.) and
the idea that socialist conscious-
ness must or can be brought to the
working class from the outside.

49, The crisis of the working class
movement is not a crisis of leader-
ship, but a crisis of the self-
activation and self-consciousness
of the working classes.

50. Leadership is not an institu-
tionalized function in a movement,
but a practical reality that can
change from one day or one hour to
the next, and almost certainly will
change in any mass movement or dyna-
mic situation. The attempt to in-
stitutionalize leadership in a par-
ticular organization can only result
in putting a brake on the develop-
ment of the revolutionary process.

51. The concept of a vanguard and
its supposed monopoly of "revolu-
tionary consciousness" is fundamen-
tally false. It indicates a nar-
rowly intellectual stress on formal

ideas which fails to understand that
consciousness is reflected and work-
out in all aspects of life. Con- :

-“sciousness can and does differ in

even the same person from time to
time and from issue to issue. The
left has no monopoly on conscious-
ness: while the left understands
the necessity for revolution, it
does not necessarily completely un-
derstand what this entails and how
it is to be brought about.

52. We reject terrorism everywhere
since it is a dead end. We parti-
cularily condemn random terror (eg.
hijacking) which does not even dis-
criminate between enemies and ordi-
nary people. Terrorism stems from
the belief that revolution is an
impossible ideal whereas it is pos-
sible if the majority of people be-
lieve it to be a practical action.

53. We support civil liberties and
oppose the erosion of liberal demo-
cratic forms in the direction of
greater authoritarianism. We op-
pose bourgeois democracy, but we do
so because it is not tr ~democra-
e g I S
place it with dictatorship. We
seek to establish a society which
is far more democratic than any ex-
isting now. In a socialist society
rights such as freedom of speech,
of association, of assembly, of the
press, of religion, freedom to form
political parties and associations,
will be guaranteed. Their exercise
will be protected against not only
legal but economic sanction. Rights
such as freedom of the press, for
those who criticize the status quo
as well as those who favour it, will
be actively supported in ways making
it possible and not merely legally
permissible to exercise them.

54, We seek the replacement of 1li-
beral electoral "democracy" by forms
of participatory, direct, and repre-
sentative democracy. that extend po-
litical power to everyone. We seek
the extension of direct popular con-
trol to all parts of the economy and
all social institutions.

Internal Organization and Membership

55. To be a member of the Liber-
tarian Socialist Collective (LSC) it.
is necessary to accept the program
and principles of the group. Disa-
greement with specific programmatic
points is acceptable as long as the
group feels sufficient basic agree-
ment exists, and as long as the mem-
ber is willing to abide by the points
in question in doing-political work
with the group. In addition to this
"Political Statement", prospective
members should be in basic agree-
ment with the political direction
and approach of the group, as exem-
plified by The Red Menace and the
practice of the LSC. 1If differences
are felt to be unbridgeable, a mem-
ber may be removed from membership
by majority vote upon notice of at
least one meeting being given.

56. The fundamental organizational
principles of a socialist organiza-
tion must always be the greatest
degree of democracy, meaning active
control by the membership, and the
greatest degree of openness compa-
tible with the legal confines it is
working under.

57. The organizational principles

of the group include the greatest
possible degree of autonomy for mem-
bers and local groups in undertaking
activities, so long as these are com-
patible with the basic principles and
program of the organization, and as
long as actions decided on by the
organization as a whole are carried
out.

58. Since the activities and member-
ship of the organization encompass
more than one locality, the member-
ship may propose and set up such
central and co-ordinating bodies as
are necessary. Such bodies are sub-
ject to the complete control of the.
membership. -

59. Programmatic minorities have
the right to exist and organize wi-
thin the organization, as long as ‘
they remain within the basic princi-
ples of the organization, and as long
as their factional organization does
not interfere with their political
work as members.

60. Minority viewpoints may not be
presented, explicitly or implicitly, .
as the viewpoint of the organization.

61. Political differences within
the organization are not secret -
political debate with the organiza-
tion is public.

62. Members of the organization are
expected to participate in the ac-
tivities of the group, and are ex-
pected to attend meetings regularily.

63. Members may not belong to any

other political party or league, or
to any organization exercising cen-
tralist discipline over its members.




menowence 19

An interview with Karl Marx

The fact that ilarx wrote little
on questions of organization
has made it easier for 'soc-
ialists' and 'llarxists' of all
stripes to claim that their
particuler organizational pre-
scriptions were the logical
complement to liarx's theories.,
We reproduce here an interview
which Marx gave in 1871 in
which he deals with the organ-
ization of the First Internat-
ional.

I came immediately to the purpose of my
visit. The world, I said, appears to be in
the dark concerning the International; it
hates the International without being able to
explain what it actually is which it hates.

A few, who believe that they have penetrated
more deeply into the darkness, claim that the
International is Janus-headed, with the good-
natured and honest smile of a warker on the
one face and the murderous aspect of a con-
spirator on the other. I asked Marx to lift
the secrecy which surronds this theory. The
scholar smiled amusedly - so it seemed to me
- at the idea that we had such fear of him.

My dear sir, there are no secrets to re-
veal, began Marx, in a very polished form of
the Hans-Breitmann dialect, unless it be the
secret of the human stupidity of those who
persist in ignoring the fact that our Asso-
ciation does its wark in the open and that it
publishes exhaustive reports of its activi-
ties for all those who want to read them.
You can purchase our Statutes for one penny,
and if you spend a shilling, you can purchase
brochures fram which you will learn almost
everything about us that we ourselves know.
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know which is the most important? I will be
campletely open with you and put the ques-
tion as an outsider must put it: Does not
the generally negative attitude to your or-
ganization itself prove more than the ignor-
ant ill-feeling of the masses? And would
you, after everything you just said, still
allow me this question: Just what is the
International?

Dr. Marx: You only have to look at the peo-
ple who camprise it - they are workers.

I: Yes, but soldiers are not always repre-
sentative of the government which disposes
over them. I know several of your members,
and I will gladly believe that they are not
the stuff of which conspirators are made.
At any rate, a secret which one shared with
a million people would not remain a secret.
But what if these people are only tools in
the hands of a bold cabal - and I hope you
will forgive me if I add - one not always
fastidious in its choice of means?

Dr. Marx: There is nothing to prove that
this is the case.
I: And the last uprising in Paris?

Dr. Marx: First of all I would ask you to
prove that there was any kind of a conspir-
acy and that everything which occurred was
not simply the inevitable result of the ex-
isting circumstances. 2nd even if we assume
that there was a conspiracy, I would still
ask you to prove to me that the International
Association took part in it.

I: The presence of so many members of the
Association in the Commune.

Dr. Marx: Then it could just as easily have
been a conspiracy of Freemasons, for their
individual part in it was not small by any
means. I really would not be surprised if
the Pope did try to push the whole uprising
onto their account. But let us try to find
another explanation. The uprising in Paris
was carried out by the Oarisian workers.
The most capable workers must therefore have
been the ones who led it and carried it out;
yet the most capable workers are also mem-
bers of the International Association. But
nevertheless, the Association need not be

responsible for their actions in any way.

I: The world will loock at it through dif-
ferent eyes. People are talking about
secret instructions fram London and even
about financial assistance. Can it be main- .,
tained that the allegedly open activity of
the Association rules out any secret communi-
cations?

Dr. Marx: Has there ever been an associa-
tion which carried out its work without
having confidential as well as open cammuni-
cations? But to speak of secret instruc-
tions from London as if it were a question
of decrees in questions of belief and morals,
emanating fram same centre of papal rule and
intrique, would be to campletely misunder-
stand the nature of the International. This
would presuppose a centralised form of gov-
ernment in the International; in reality,
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local initiative and autonomy. The Interna-
tional is in fact not at all a govermment of
the working class; it is more of a union or
an association than a centre of command.

I: And what is the purpose of this associa-
tion?

Dr. Marx: The economic emancipation of the
working class through the conquest of politi-
cal power. The utilization of this politi-
cal power for the realization of social goals.
Our goals have to be all-ecnampassing so that
they may include all the forms of effective-
ness of the working class. If we had given
them a particular character, then they would
have met the needs of only one section of
the warking class, the working class of only
one nation. But how could one induce all
people to unite for the interests of a few?
If our association did this, it would not
have the right to call itself an intermation-
al. The Association does not dictate any
particular form of political activity; it
only demands that all this activity be dir-
ected toward the same final goal. It cam
prises a netwark of subsidiary organizations
which stretch throughout the warld of work.
In every part of the world special aspects

of the general problem emerge; the workers
take these into consideration and work to
solve them in their own way. The associa-
tions of the workers cannot be identical to
the last detail in Newcastle and Barcelona,
in London and in Berlin. In England for ex-
ample the warking class has a choice as to
how it will develop its political strength.
An uprising would be a stupidity in a coun-
try where the goal can be reached more quick-
ly and surely through peaceful means. In
France the numerous repressive laws and the
deadly antagonism between the classes seem

to make a violent solution to social divis-
ions necessary. Whether such a solution will
be chosen i1s a matter to be decided by the
warking class of that country. The Interna-
tional does not presume to dictate in this
question, or even to advize to any extent.
But it does express its sympathy for every
movement and goves them assistance within the
framework of its own rules.

I: And what is the nature of this help?

Dr. Marx: Let me give you an example. One

of the forms which the movement for emancipa-
tion employs most often is the strike. Pre-
viously, if a strike broke out in any coun-
try, it was strangled by the importation of
workers form other countries. The Interna-
tional has almost brought an end to all that.
It receives information concerning the in-
tended strike and passes the information on
to its members, so that these will immediate-
ly be made aware that the place in which the
struggle is being carried out is taboo to
them. In this way the manufacturers are
forced to depend only on their own workers.
In most cases the strikers require no other
help. Their own dues or collections in
.other unions with which they are closely
allied provide them with provisions. If
however their situation has become difficult
and if the strike has received the sanction
of the Association, then they receive assis-
tance fram the camon funds. The strike of
the cigar workers in Barcelona was brought
to a successful conclusion in this way. But
the Association is not interested in strikes
in themselves, even if it supports them in
certain circumstances. From a financial
point of view it cannot gain anything fram
a strike, but it can easily lose. To put it
concisely: the working class remains impo-
vershed amidst the general prosperity and
immiserated amidst luxury. Their material
poverty cripples the workers morally and
also physically. They cannot count on any
help from the outside. Consequently it was
for them a matter of pressing urgency to
take their cause into their own hands. They
have to change the relationships between
themselves .and the capitalists and landlords,
and that means changing society. That is
the cdmon goal of every known workers' or-
ganization; the Land and Labour Leagues, the
trade unions and the associations for mutual
aid, the consumer and productive co-opera-
tives are only means for achieving this end.
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these argamizations. Its influence 1is be-

caming noticable everywhere: two newspapers
spread its views in Spain, three in Germany,
the same number in Austria and Holland, six
in Belgium and six in Switzerland. Now that
I have related to you what the International
is, you can form your ownoopinions about the
alleged conspiracies of the International.

I: Same people believe that they have de-
tected elements of positivism in your organi-
zation.

Dr. Marx: By no means. There are positi-
vists among us, and there are positivists .
who do not belong to our organization but

who are also active. But this is not a re-
sult of their philosophy, which wants noth-

ing to do with the ideas of popular power,

as we understand it; their philosophy aims
only at replacing the old heirarchy with a

new one.

I: It appears to me that the hoped-for so-
lution, of whatever kind it may be, will be
achieved without the violent means of revo-
lution in our country. The English method
of agitating at public meetings and in the
press until the minority becames a majority, .,
is a hopeful sign.

Dr. Marx: In this respect I am less hopeful
than you. The English bourgeoisie has al-
ways shown itself ready to accept the deci-
sion of the majority as long as it cammanded
a monopoly at the polls. But you may be sure
that as soon as it finds itself in a minority
in questions which it considers crucial, we
will see a new civil war.

Translated fram the German by Ulli Diemer

This interview with Karl Marx was conducted
by R. Landor on July 3, 1871 and was pub-
lished in the New York World on July 18,
1971. The only available copy of the inter-
view is a German translation, in Marx-Engels
Werke, Vol. 17, pp.639-643, which has also
been published in Gesprache mit Marx und
Engels, Hans Magnus Enzensberger (ed.),
Insel Taschenbuch, Frankfurt, 1973, Vol. 2,
pp. 375-382. 4
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What Bakunin said

Red Menace:

Your issue discussing the Marx-Bakunin
dispute camplains that anarchists merely
talk around Marxism, rather than getting
down to Marx's actual words and intent.

But you then violate this stricture your-
selves by not actually facing what Bakunin
himself said. I am hoping that you'll print
these following quotes, so as to provide
your readers with at least a slice of Ba-
kunin's critique and social vision.

"The leaders of the Cammumnist Party, namely
Mr. Marx and his followers, will concentrate
the reins of government in a strong hand.
They will centralize all cammercial, indus-
trial, agricultural, and even scientific
production, and then divide the masses into
two armies - industrial and agricultural -
under the direct cammand of state engineers,
who will constitute a new privileged scien-
tific and political class." 1873.

"The Dictatorship of the Proletariat... In
reality it would be for the proletariat a
barrack regime where the standardized mass
of men and wamen workers would wake, sleep,
work and live to the beat of a drum; for
the clever and learned a privilege of gov-
erning; and for the mercenary minded, at-
tracted by the State Bank, a vast field of
lucrative jobbery." 1869.

"The programe of the International is very
happily explicit: the emancipation of the
workers can only be gained by the workers
themselves. Is it not astonishing that Marx
has believed it possible to graft on this
never-the-less so precise declaration, which
he publically drafted himself, his scienti-
fic socialism? That is to say, the organi-
zation of the government of the new society
by socialistic scientists and professors -

the worst of all despotic governments: 1872.

"No dictatorship can have any other aim but
that of self-perpetuation and it can beget
only slavery in the people tolerating it;
freedam can be created only by freedom."
1872.

"We who are Materialists and Determinists,
just as much as Marx himself, we also re-
recognize the inevitable linking of econo-
mic and political facts in history. We

E ize, indeed, the necessity, the in-
evitable character of all events, but we do
not bow before them indifferently and above
tall we are careful about praising them when,
by. their nature, they show themselves in
flagrant opposition to the supreme end of
history... the triumph of humanity... by
the absolute free and spontaneous organiza-
tion of econamic and social solidarity as
completely as possible between all human
beings living on earth.

... The Marxists do not reject our programe
absolutely. They only reproach us with
wanting to hasten, to outstrip, the slow
march of history and to ignore the scien-
tific law of successive evolutions. Having
hadthetl'nmughlyGe_rmannervetoproclaun
in their works consecrated to the philiso-
phical analysis of the past that the bloody
defeat of the insurgent peasants of Germany
and the triumph of the despotic States in
the sixteenth century constituted a .great
revolutionary progress, they today have the
nerve to satisfy themselves with establish-
ing a new despotism to the so-called profit
of the urban workers and to the detriment
of the toilers of the countryside...

... Mr. Engels, driven on by the same logic,
in a letter addressed to one of our friends,
Carlo Cafiero, was able to say, without the
least irony, but on the contrary, very ser-
iously, that Bismark as well as King Victor
Emmanuel II had rendered immense services
to the revolution, both of them having crea-
ted political centralization in their res-
pective acountries. I urge the French allies
and sympathizers of Mr. Marx to carefully
examine how this Marxist concept is being
applied in the International." 1872.

"To support his programme of the conquest
of political power, Marx has a very special
' theory which is, moreover, only a logical
consequence of his whole system. The po-

litical condition of each country, says he,
is always the faithful expression of its
economic situation; to change the former

it is only necessary to transform the latter.
According to Marx, all the secret of his-
toric evolution is there. He takes no ac-
count of other elements of history, such

as the quite obvious reaction of political,
juridicial and religious institutions on

the economic situation. He says: "Poverty
produces political slavery, the State."

But he does not allow this expression to

be turned around to say, "Political slavery,
the State, reproduces in its turn, and main-
tains poverty as a condition of its own
existence, so that, in order to destroy po-
verty, it is necessary to destroy the State!"
1872.

"Either one destroys the State or one must
accept the vilest and most fearful lie of
our century: the red bureaucracy."

"Freedam without socialism is privilege and
justice, and socialism without freedam is
slavery and brutality."

In a subsequent letter I'd like to go into
Bakunin's actual words on his programme
for federative commmalism and a world-wide
federation and industrial parliament based
on revolutionary industrial unions.

Gary Jewell
Delegate, IWW Defense Local 2

FOPULAR MISCONCED TION ACTUAL ANARCHIST
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Critical distance

Dear Friends:

The articles by Ulli Diemer were excel-
lent and I wholeheartedly concur with his
position on the relationship between Marxism
and anarchism. (The same old tired rhetoric
in Murtaugh's piece provided a nice foil for
his analysis) Further, his characterization
of the uncritical editorial policy of THE
OPEN ROAD was right on target.

It appears fram the quality of Diemer's
articles that libertarian Marxism has esta-
blished a critical distance between itself
and the Marxist tradition and in particular,
the dark Leninist side of that tradition.
Now its up to Murtaugh and the anarchist
movement of which he is a part to establish
their critical distance fram the Bakunist
tradition and, in particular, the dark Ne-
chaevist side of that tradition, best repre-
sented in our own day by the Red Brigade
terrorists, the Baader-Meinhoff gang, and
the Symbionese Liberation Army.

Anarchists must make a choice between
their real libertarian impulses and their
tendency towards anti-intellectualism, ro-
manticism, terrorism, and conspiracy. For
starters, they might do well to read Murray
Bookchin's "Challenge the Icons of Anarchism"
in THE OPEN ROAD, No. 5, Winter, 1977-78.
But, as Diemer points out, the anti-intel-
lectualism of most anarchists is the major
stumbling block preventing them from over-
coming their uncritical past.

One can only hope that many anarchists
will break with their uncritical past and
join with libertarian Marxists to become
free and equal partners in a new left li-
bertarian movement.

David Bean
St. Catharines

Point of order

Dear Camrades:

Just two points now. In your first issue
you publish an article on 'dialectical
materialism', attempting one of the eternal
neo-Marxist tries at redefining it. In the

next issue you attempt to counter an attack
on it by saying that it is not part of your
politics. At least this is what I assume
the obscure reference to Plekanov meant. Ten
to one as soon as the issue is forgotten you
will start using the term again.

Secord, as a point of order, you nowhere
answer the charge that I put forward. I did
mtstateﬂlatBathnwasasaurtaxﬂMarx
was a devil. I did not say that same anmarch-
ists do not have same pretty stupid ideas (as
do same Marxists). I am not a Bakunist and
neither is the anarchist movement. This was
most definitely stated as far back as the
Congress of St. Imier in the 1800's. I
would like to put the charge of ignorance
back in your lap. You obwviously know little
about how widespread the opposition to much
of Bakunin's politics was amongst the anar-
chist movement. You also do now know (or
you deliberately disguise) the fact that many
non-anarchists walked out on the International
because of Marx's conspiracies against the
anarchists. One thing I have got to hand to
Marx; he was smart enough not to try and make
a principle of conspiracy as Bakunin did. If
anything, I agree with Malatesta that I am not
a Bakuninist because Bakunin was too much of
a Marxist.

What I did state was that the adoption of
‘dialectical materialism' (or any 'correct
interpretation' of Marx's philosophy, what-
ever you might like to call it) will have a
certain effect on the socialist movement. To
answer what I said you have to answer this
charge, and answer it on same other basis
than name-calling (ie., "anti'Intellectualism
of anmarchism").

Anyway, to get off the argument I really
enjoyed the article on the use of 'lefty
language'. I hereby cross my heart and hope
to die if I ever use the word 'corcrete'
again (as I have in the past). This one esp-
ecially struck me as I have to work with a
trotskyist who is on the executive of the
loéal union of the unemployed (as I am.) This
fellow cannot open his mouth without spoutirg
off rhetoric, and 'concrete' is one

favourite words. Usually he doesn't even useh\

this word right, as trots, in my experlence,
attempt to reduce the program of every org-
anization they enter down to holding a demo-
nstration and supporting the NDP. Therefore
all the analysis of an organization has to be
reduced down to "concrete demands" ie slogans
for the demonstration. It doesn't matter how
abstract these slogans are--as long as they
can fit onto a placard. Concrete becames a

synonym for short.

In solidarity
P. Murtagh

Read before attacking

Dear Friends:

Congratulations on a great issue.
‘Especially appreciated were the ar-
ticles by Ulli Diemer on anarchism -
and Marxism. They shed quite a bit
of light on the differences between
the two, as well as clarified the
actual theories of Marxism and the
truth about the Marx-Bakunin split.
I wonder if any anarchists will take
the article seriously and read Marx
before attacking him.

P. Murtaugh, it seems, contents
himself with little knowledge of the
writings of Marx, yet proceeds to
attack him regardless. He charges
that Marxism is "bifocal" having
separate ideologies for the masses
and the leaders. If Murtaugh had
read Marx and not accepted the claims
of the "Marxist-Leninists" so gul-
libly, he would have realized that
the "Marxism for the leaders" is
not Marxism at all. The leaders
have abandoned nearly all of Marxism
except the name, as has been docu-
mented amply. He would also realize
that "Libertarian Marxism" is not
"a rather recent development", but
the Marxism of today, a logical con-
clusion of the Marxism of yesterday

Fraternally,
Martin Deck
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We can learn to live free

Dear People:

I would like to reply to same of the
ideas expressed by P. Murtaugh in "Same
Thoughts on Organization". In spite of the
disagreements I have with same of his ideas,
I thought it was a serious attempt to talk
abaxtrealproblats—arﬂlhopeyourpgb—
lication will print more articles like it.

Camrade Murtaugh attacks the romantic
idealization of "The Revolution" as a gi-
gantic "street fight". He advances three
arguments against insurrection: (1) the
military apparatus of the state is too
strong; (2) a complex and technologically
interdependent society cannot survive the
chaos of an insurrection - that is, millions
of people will starve and the survivors will
demard. authoritarian rule; and (3) the ca-
pitalists/bureaucrats will not hesitate to
use nuclear bambs to stop an insurrection,
even at the risk of their own lives.

The first and third arguments oversim-
plify, in my opinion, a much more caomplex
situation. Insurrection is not simply a
If you presume a situation
in which tens of millions of working people
are "raising hell" about all or nearly all
aspects of class society, this kind of fer- _
ment will not stop at the edge of a mili-
tary base or the outer wall of a police
station. The loyality of armies and police
is not necessarily permanent and unchanging.
There are many historical examples of armed
forces turning against their officers and in
favor of the insurrection. The people who
serve a class society with weapons are under
a tremendous strain during periods of in-

surrection; they must engage in mass murder

. of unarmed civilians. The number of people
who can kill a lot of people over a long

period of time is not large - most will balk
at same point. This is even more true when
speaking about "pressing the nuclear button"

Even if the order is given, will it be car-

ried out? And if done once, with all the
horror known, could it be done again? I .
would not, of course, argue that insurrec-

tion must be victorious - most insurrections

lose - but only that the outcome cannot be

predicted by adding up tanks on one side and

rifles on the other.

As to the effects of an insurrection on a

technologically camplex society, we don't

have too much evidence. However, we can look

at eartquakes, hurricanes, and other disas-

ters and see how quickly a technological so-

ciety can recover from massive disruption.
Technological societies possess large sur-
pluses which are available for use during

a disaster - that is, technological societies

don't have famines following crop failure,
just higher prices. Further, again presum-
ing a situation where tens of millions of

! working people are willing to engage in in-
surrection, is it reasonable to believe
they'd be willing to restore class society

inordertogetthesubdaysrurmingagain?'

Particularly when the subway workers already

know how to get them running again? People
who've lived all their lives in a class so-

ciety are naturally prone to prefer a domin-
ant/submissive relationship to all the others

and this is something that will doubtless
persist for at least a generation or more

after a successful insurrection. But give

the human race a little credit! For the
most part, we've stopped burning witches.
We've stopped believing in ghosts. We can
surely learn how to live free, neither do-
minant nor submissive. MesEeiTe
Finally, what is the alternmative to "The

Revolution"? Camrade Murtaugh can only bring

up the old chestnut about building up a new
society within the old society. And only
he knows better than that! For the most
part, we are not going out to try and make
a living by scratching in the dirt ("re-in-
vestigating our relationship to the country-
side") any more than we are going to fly by
flapping our amms. A little network of al-
ternative econamic institutions threatens
class society just about as much as "off-
Broadway" theater threatens Broadway thea-
ter. And did Comrade Murtaugh say scome-

e e wewace 21

thing about Food Co-ops? In the San Fran-
cisco Bay Area, one of the largest super-
market chains began as a food co-op and

is still called The Co-op. It has bosses

_and workers, just like Safeway.

People no doubt do have a lot of raman-
tic illusions about "The Revolution" and
such illusions are fair game for Comrade
Murtaugh and everyone else to attack. But,
please let us have an end to even worse il-
lusions about building a new society within
the old society. If we are going to use
the word "impossible" to describe social
events, this fits the word perfectly.

After all this criticism, some words
of praise are in order. Comrade Murtaugh's
suggestion for a North American libertarian
newspaper that would appear frequently and
be widely distributed has considerable
merit. Speaking personally, I would be
certainly willing to do whatever I could

to assist such a project. However, It's 3

only fair to add that I know of no serious
group that has committed itself to this
project. Of the groups that Comrade Mur-
taugh mentioned, the IWW has its own paper
and would probably be unwilling to put much
effort into another paper; SRAF is very
disorganized and probably incapable of put-
ting any meaningful effort into a new paper;
and the Vancouver Road people like
their present format would probably be
urwilling to give it up in favor of a smal-
ler, cheaper, but more frequent publication.
It is possible that the newly-formed Anar-
chist-Communist Federation may be willing
to undertake a North American paper (mem-
bers of their Milwaukee affiliate have sug-
gested such a paper in the recent past).

Or perhaps an informal coalition of groups
and individuals in the U.S. and Canada might
be able to get together and set up such a
paper. However it turns out, I think a lot
of people are beginning to see that such a
project is needed...and that usually means
that it will, sooner or later, be imple-
mented. .

For a life without bosses,
Ed Clark

———

oblems with Red Menace methoc

Red Menace:

I have just finished your third issue
(Spring, 1978) and am fully sympathetic with

your attempts to fornmlate a non-authori-
tarian socialist theory and practice. I
offer the following camments as constructive
criticism.

It strikes me that your attempt to de-

velop a positive alternative to DiaMat
Marxism and Marxist-Leninist sects suffers
fram a polemical method which reproduces
the very problems you want to get away fram.
That is, your last issue seems to consist
mainly of a series of one-sided abstract
debates whose intention is libertarian but
whose execution is partisan at best, and
often mystifying or even unfair. Such an
approach is clearly self-defeating for a '
libertarian project. Here are two exanples,
chosen fraom Ulli Diemer's three articles.

(1) The article on leftist jargon ("Words,

Words, Words...'") raises an issue crucial
to socialist practice. Clarity of terms

(concepts) and of expression (syntax) is

necessary for the left's communication and
education, as well as for precision of so-
cial analysis. Jargon such as Ulli points
out badly needs to be pruned. The verbal
baggage of the left, heritage of infighting
and persecution, needs to be critically re-
examined, and cleansed of unnecessarily am-
biguous, mystifying, or authoritarian terms.
While such is clearly the intent of the ar-
ticle on language, it is executed in a man-
ner which seems to encourage, not critical
reappraisal, but abstract dismissal.

For example, while the term '"concrete"

critized in the first third of the article
is surely abused often enough, it is one
camponent of the dialectical pair (antimony),

"abstract-concrete'". The -use of such anti-
nomies as analytical tooks is part of the
valuable Hegelian heritage preserve in Marx-

ian analysis, and the use of the term "con-

crete"” implicitly acknowledges this, attemp-
ting to relate empirical (concrete) examples
to general (abstract) theoretical framewords.

constructively usec in leftist analysis,
Dialerpr&eemst}eapusesal_or_xelngnega—
tive light, implying that the term's use
should be stopped altogether.

(2) The polemic against anarchism in the
following two articles ("Anarchism vs. Marx-
ism" and "Bakunin vs. Marx") is even less
constructive. First of all, Diemer is con-
cerned to present a more "faithful" reading
of Marx to counter the vulgar generalizations
he claims anarchists use in their denuncia-
tion of Marxism. I question the relevance
of this method of rationalization through
textual exegesis: Marx did not use the term
"capitalism" (following the form of Ulli's
critique of "dialectical materialism"), but .
that certainly does not limit the effective-
ness of the term's descriptive power, or
mean that it cannot be used by "Marxists".

In other words, the issue is whether or
not mere Marxology is sufficient (or some-
times even necessary at all) to deal wvith
problems or controversies in socialist theory
and practice. Somehow, the analytical, ex-
planatory power of a theory seems more im-
portant. x

Secondly, Diemer argues for a plurality
of Marxes ("...his writings and actions span
same 40 years...") to counter the monolithic
generalized theory criticized by anarchists.
Fine, I say, this is a first step towards
a critical appraisal of Marx's complex and
sometimes contradictory work. However, in
his polemic against "anarchism", Ulli com-
mits the same sin he accuses them of - that
Of ignoring differences and contradictions,
lumping everything under one grossly over-
generalized lapel whose essential charac-
teristics are not éven clearly defined.
Further, if he argues a plurality of inter-
pretations of Marx against simplistic over-
systematization of one "Marxism'", how can
he consistently argue for a “correct" read-
ing at the same time?

Finally, the manner with which the argu-
ment 1s conducted has the function of re-
ducing the issue to an either-or choice be-
tween two hypostatized alternatives abstrac-
ted fram both their historical development,
and fram the relation of theory to the de-
velopment of capitalist society. The issue
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correct answer presumably determined by ac-
curate quotes rather than relevance in ex-
plaining contemporary capitalism. While I
prefer the "libertarian" reading of Marx
myself, I have no delusions about its being
anything but an interpretation, that is, a
specific emphasis on certain parts of the
text to the exclusion of others. Ulli's
interpretation is in part conditioned by
the abuse of Marxism as ideology by the So-
viet Union and by Western Marxist-Leninists -
a historical burden that must be critically
dealt with by any socialist movement today -
yet no reference is made to this important
context conditioning his choice of interpre-
tation. Most importantly, the issue of the
controversy, "abstract term vs. abstract
term", is presented as though it could be
decided without any reference to the society
the theory is supposed to explain and help
change.

I submit that the task facing socialists
sincere about working towards human libera-
tion is not one of repeating old formalist
debates concerning the '"right" interpreta-
tion of Marx or the a priori "correct"

- theoretical solution, but one of (a) the

theoretical interrogation of social reality
via a critical appropriation of our radical
heritage, and a continual testing of new
concepts in concrete analyses; and (b) prac-
tical attempts to develop tactics and stra-.
tegv for human liberation on all levels of
experience. Fram this standpoint, I found
the article about office work, despite its
limitations, more relevant than the question
of Bakunin's unethical scholarly or politi-
cal practices.

It strikes me that might be slightly pro-
blematic attempting to achieve human libera-
tion via repressive means. By the same to-
ken, the aims of contributors to this news—
letter must in good faith be reproduced in
the journalistic methods they use in writing.
I have taken Ulli to task (the loudest but
by no means only offender) in the hope that
my criticism will be of assistance in your
ongoing self-constitution.

Yours,
Greg Renault

. -
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BAKUNIN VS,

As pointed out in my introduction to Bak-
unin on Anarchy (Alfred A. Knopf, 1972), the
clash of personalities between Marx and Bak-
unin was not the essential element in their
running controversy during the congresses of
the International. The debates transcend
petty personal squabbles and embody two dia-
metrically opposed tendencies in the theory
and tactics of socialism, the authoritarian
and libertarian schools respectively, the
two main lines of thought that helped shape
the character of the modern labour and
socialist movements.

Unfortunately, Ul1i Diemer's articles
Anarchism vs. Marxism and Bakunin vs Marx
TRed Menace, Spring 1978) really do not deal
with the main issues involved in the debates.
A discussion of these issues is beyond the
scope of this paper. I limit myself to cor-
recting the more glaring factual errors and
distortions. I also express my deep apprec-
jation to the comrades of Red Menace for
granting me space. (Unless otherwise
specified, all quotes are Diemer's.)

The very fact that there is still, over a
century later, a debate between Marxism and
Anarchism on fundamental principles proves
that Marx was not, and could not possibly
have been the "central figure in the develop-
ment of libertarianism.” Neither Marx or
Engels ever claimed that they were “"central
figures in the deyelopment of socialism".
mﬁ ing ‘to Engels, the "central figures",
the founders of socialism, were the "utopians"
Saint Simon, Fourier, and Robert Owen, who
formulated the leading principles of social-
ism, as Marx himself acknowledged in a letter
" to his friend Wedemeyer. (See Engels,

Socialism: Utopian and Scientific). Marx

even praised Proudhon's What is Property as
the first "truly scientific analysis of
capitalism,” anticipating Marx's later find-
ings. (See J. Hampton Jackson's Marx, Proud-
hon, and European Socialism.) Marx, who min-
imized the role of the individual in history,
would certainly have rejected the notion that
" ..it is not possible to create...a libertar-
jan world..." without him.

L

Whether Marx or Engels did or did not use
the term "dialectical materialism" does not
‘invalidate the fact that they WERE dialect-
jcal materialists and that there is a funda-

mental indissoluble connection between
dialectics and Marxism. For Marx and Engels
the dialectic method was not only a theory
but a LAW OF NATURE. Anyone who questions
this connection is not a Marxist. Engels
emphasizes this in his preface to the seconc

edition of Anti-Duhring--a work written with
the full approval of Marx:
" ..Marx and I were pretty well the
only people to rescue conscious dia-
lectics from German idealist philo-
sophy and APPLY IT TO THE MATERIAL-

IST CONCEPTION OF NATURE AND HISTORY
..." (emphasis mine)

Engels devotes three whole chapters to
dialectics, even trying to demonstrate the
validity of the dialectic method to chem-
istry and mathematics.

Only one who is almost totalTy ignorant
of anarchist literature could assert that
"with very few exceptions, anarchism failed
to produce a rigorous analysis of capital-
ism, the state, bureaucracy, or authorit-
arianism..." A bibliography of such works
could easily fill several volumes. For
example, Max Nettlau's bibliography of
anarchism compiled over half a century ago
has been immeasurably enriched by later
works. While there is sufficient Marxist
literature on capitalism, there is almost
nothing ien such crucial questions as the
state, bureaucracy, federalism, self-
management and other forms of social organ-
jzation which even modern Marxists deplore.
They are trying to drastically revise Marx's
naive and erroneous views on these vital
issues.

Bakunin did not "deliberately fabricate"
the accusation that Marx believed in the
“People's State". Bakunin criticised Marx
for this in 1870 and 1872. He could not be
expected to forsee that Marx would condemn
the "People's State" THREE YEARS LATER in
1875 in his Critique of the Gotha Program.
The Critique was published AFTER Bakunin's
death about a year later. But this error
does not invalidate Bakunin's prophetic
indictment of the "Workers' State" which
Marx and Co. DID champion.

The assertion that the Marx and Engels
“...position is spelled out most extensively

in Marx's Civil War in France is in flagrant
contradiction to everything Marx and Engels
wrote before and after the Paris Commune. To
establish this extremely important point, I
quoted Franz Mehring, Marx's disciple and
authorized biographer in my Bakunin on
Anarchy. I strongly suspect that Diemer
ignored this quote because it decisively
refutes his argument. Here is is:

“...The opinions of the Communist Man-
ifesto could not be reconciled with

the praise lavished by The Civil War

in France for the vigorous fashion in
which began to exterminate the para-
sitic State...Both Marx and Engels were
well aware of the contradiction, and

in a preface to a new edition of The
Communist Manifesto issued in June 1872,
they revised their opinions...after the
death of Marx, Engels in fighting the
anarchists once again took his stand on
the original basis of the Manifesto...
if an insurrection was able to abolish
the whole oppressive machinery of the
State by a few simple decrees, was that
not 2 confirmation of Bakunin's stead-
fastly maintained standpoint? (Karl
Marx, pp. 452-3)..." *

Diemer's assertion that Marx and Engels
"consistently maintain that the state is
INCOMPATIBLE with socialism..." (my emphasis)
is not correct. For them, the "workers
state", the TRANSITION toward full realiz-
ation of communism, IS COMPATIBLE with soc-
jalism. Diemer himself states correctly that
Marx and Engels believed the proletariat must
"use the state" to achieve the liberation of
the proletariat. "The state employs means
which will be discarded after the liberation."
As if means can be separated from ends:

Diemer does not write that Marx and Engels
proclaimed the necessity for the "workers'
state" not only to crush the bourgeoisie, but
also to institute socialism:

“...the proletariat will use its pol-
jtical supremacy to wrest, by degrees,
all capital from the bourgeoisie. to
CENTRALIZE ALL INSTRUMENTS OF PRODUCT-
ION IN THE HANDS OF THE STATE...cent-
ralization of credit...by the State.
Centralization of communication...and
transport by the State. Establishment
of industrial armies by the State..."
(Communist Manifesto)(emphasis mine)

There is therefore no foundation for the
assertion that for Marx and Engels, socialism

is not compatible with the state, and still
less that they were "in intransigent oppos-

ition to the state..." It is significant that
they proclaimed the same views thirty years
later in 1878. "...the means of production

are...transformed into state property..."
(Anti-Duhring, Part 3, Chapter 2 - Theoretical)
Solidly basing himself on their writings,
Bakunin, in this prophetic quote, defined the
authoritarian character of Marxian "socialism":

", ..labour employed by the state--
such is the fundamental principle of
authoritarian communism, of state
socialism...after a period of trans-
ition...the state will then become
the only banker, capitalist, organ-
jzer, and distributor of all its
products. Such is the ideal, the
fundamental principlesof modern
communism..." (quoted in Bakunin on

Anarchy, P. 217)

Since Diemer grudgingly concedes that
of the state in the transition period is
dangerous and the concern of Bakunin about the
possible degeneration of the revolution is
valid..."further comment is unnecessary.

"

..use




v

Rk

]

On page eleven, Diemer takes exception to
Bakunin's remark that Marx "as a German and
a Jew, is from head to toe an authoritarian."
On the next page he flatly contradicts himself.
“Both Bakunin and MARX displayed considerable
arrogance and AUTHORITARIANISM..." (my emph-
asis? With respect to Marx there is ample
evidence to substantiate this accusation. I
challenge Diemer to PROVE that Bakunin was
either arrogant or authoritarian.

The greatest historian of anarchism, Max
Nettlau, the foremost 1iving authority on
Bakunin and his times, Arthur Lehning, and
Bakunin's contemporary, the Spanish anarcho-
syndicalist Anselmo Lorenzo--all of them--

anti-semitic streak and his anti-German
prejudice. But Diemer, intent on white-
washing his hero, Marx, and discrediting Bak-
unin, deliberately hides the fact that Marx
was also anti-semitic and prejudiced against
Slavic peoples. (on anti-semitism see Marx's
On The Jewish Question). Max Nomad (Political
Heretics, pp. 85-86) tells how Marx insulted
Lasalle: S R e g S
"...calling him the "Jewish Nigger"
and Baron Itzik". Marx wrote about
the Croats, Czechs, Pandurs and
"similar scun" and demanded the com-
plete "annihilation" of those '"reac-
tionary races". Marx even justified
the subjection of eight million Slavs
to four million Hungarians on the
ground that the Hungarians had more
"vitality and energy"..."

Econamic determinism constitutes the es-
sence of Marxism. It is clearly defined in
this celebrated passage from Marx's Critique
of Political Economy:

_"...the econamic structure of society
always forms the real basis fram which
in the last analysis, is to be ex-
plained, the whole superstructure of
legal political institutions, (the
State) as well as the religious,
philosophical, and other conceptions
of each historical period..." (Tn

dNOTHE DlaCe MicX ._Il":l"
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certainty with winch, from a given
mathematical proposition, a new one
is deduced, with that same certainty,
can we deduce the social revolution
from the existing social conditions
and the principles of political
economy..."

Notwithstanding his anti-slavery senti-
ments, Marx in his polemic against Proudhon,
tried to justify slavery in America on the
ground that it was an econamic necessity,
arguing in line with his theory of economic
determinism, that slavery was progressive
plase in the evolution of society:

"...slavery is an econamic category
like any other. Slavery is just as
much an econamic pivot of bourgeois
industry as machinery or credit...
without slavery, North America, the
most progressive of countries, would
be turned into a primitive country.
Abolish slavery and you will wipe
America off the map of nations..."
(quoted from Poverty of Philosophy
in Handbook of Marxism:; International
Publishers, 1935, p.357)

Marx's attitude is justified by the edi-
tors of the Handbook... on the grounds that
while slavery was an economic necessity in
1847, when the North was industrially back-
ward, the development of industry in the
1860's made slavery econamically unnecessary.
The question, How progressive is a country
whose very existence depends on slavery?
never occurred to Marx. In his polemic with
Duhring, thirty one years later in 1878,
Engels repeated that "the introduction of
slavery in Greece'", was both an economic ne-
cessity and "a great step forward."

How Diemer, in the face of overwhelming
contrary evidence,. can insist that "Marx was
not an economic determinist'", supporting his
argurent with two long quotations from Engels,
.which in no manner whatsoever, invalidate
their theory of economic determinism, is dif-
ficult to understand. (see Anti-Duhring p.202)

To back up his charge that Bakunin was
expelled from the International in 1872, be-
cause Bakunin's secret Alliance conspired to
"take over the International", Diemer cites
George Woodcock's Anarchism page 168. (There

~and other libertarian members of the Inter-

PUT YOUR THINKING CAP ON

is no reference to this on page 168 or any-
where else). He also cites Eilleen Kelly,

an ignorant, scandal monger whose review
article in the New York Review of Books is on

par with Diemer's irresponsible allegations.
Diemer's assertion that "most historians"
think that Bakunin was gquilty is false. All
responsible historians insist that Bakunin
and his close canrade James Guillaume were
expelled in a rigged congress packed by hand
picked "delegates" who "represented" nor-
existent sections of the International.
Marx's friend Sorge, residing in the United
States, sent Marx a dozen blank credentials
from non-existent groups which Marx distri-
buted to his stooges. Seraillier, Secretary
for France, in the General Council, also came
to the Congress with a handful of credentials
which could not be verified. Of the five
members of the Cammission of Inquiry chosen
to investigate the charges against Bakunin

Von HBeddeghem) was a Bonapartist police spy.
The Cammission reported that "...the secret
Alliance did at one time exist, but there is
INSUFFICIENT PROOF OF ITS CONTINUED EXIS-
TENCE..." (my emphasis) Nor could the Com-
mission prove that the Alliance established
rules opposed to the rules of the Interna-
tional when it did exist. Roch Splingard,

a member of the Cammission submitted a min-
ority report contending that Bakunin was
being indicted on insufficicent evidence. He
declared that "...I am resoived to fight the
decision before the Congress..."

On the last day of the Congress after over
half the delegates went home, The Marxist
clique staged a successful coup to kill the
International by moving its headquarters to
New York. Nearly all the delegates, includ-
ing Marx's strongest supporters, refused to
accept the decisions of the Marx-Engels
cliques. They joined the Bakuninist sections
of the Intemational, not because they agreed

with their anti-statist, anti-parliamentary
political action policies, but because they
demanded the camplete autonomy of the sec-

: YUk Foo
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tions irrespective of different political
or social ideas. They revolted because the
phony Congress enacted a resolution giving
the Marxist dominated General Council power
to expel sections and even ‘whole federations
from the International.

Marx's authorized biographer, Franz
Mehring noted that the Congress of the Inter-

‘national "...which the General Council in

New York called for in Geneva, drew up...the
death certificate of the International..."
while the Bakuninist counter-Congress which
also took place in Geneva was attended by
delegates fram all sections and federations
of the International - the Marxist congress
consisted "mostly of Swiss who lived in
Geneva... not even the General Council, was
able to send a delegate..." (Karl Marx,
pPp-495-496) .

Bakunin did NOT try to daminate the In-
ternational. In his Letter to La Liberte
(Bakunin on Anarchy p.278) Bakunin declared

"...since reconciliation in the
field of politics is impossible,

we should practice mutual tolera-
tion, granting to each country the
incontestable right to follow
whatever political tendencies it
may prefer or find suitable for

its own particular situation. Con-
sequently, by rejecting all politi-
cal programs from the International,
we should seek to strengthen the
unity of this great association
solely in the field of econamic
solidarity. Such solidarity unites
us while political questions inevi-
tably separates us..."

There is no reference to a post-revolu-
tionary state in any of Bakunin's anarchist
writing§ (there is none on page 153 of my
Bakunin on Anarchy given by Diemer.

There is not one shred of evidence to back
up the charge that Bakunin ever wrote that
"...Marx was part of an International con-
spriacy with Bismark and Rothchild..."

The motion to invest the General Council
with more power was NOT made by Bakunin but
by Marxist delegates. Bakunin voted for the

— - — sl4s mie slle - AL OIS Ol

gates. I an article titled Mia Culpa ( I am
guilty) Bakunin admitted that he had made a
serious mistake.. g y y

It is true that Bakunin, in anarchist opin-
ion mistakenly, advised Italian members of
the Alliance to became deputies in the govern-
ment, as a temporary measure dictated by ex-
traordinary conditions. Bakunin acknowledged
that it constituted a violation of anarchist
principles. But to stress this contradic-
tion as the essence of Bakunin's doctrine is
a gross distortion. .

The question of whether Bakunin was a col-
lectivist who advocated that warkers be paid
according to the amount they produced and not
according to need is discussed by his close
associate James Guillaume. (Bakunin on An-
archy, p.157-158) Bakunin was not in this
Sense a collectivist. Nor was Marx a strict
"cammunist" for wham payment according to
need would prevail in the final stage of com-
munism, and payment:according to work would
prevail during the socialist transition per-

1cod.

.~y -

™

g S

‘,,.vh A Y

——



24 e neo wenace

In connection with secret societies Ba-
kunin's well known predilection for the esta-
blishment of tightly organized hierarchical
organizations, for which he worked out ela-
borate rules in the style of the Freemasons
and the Italian Carbonari, can be attributed
partly to his ramantic temperment and partly
to the fact that all revolutionary and pro-
gressive groups were forced to operate secret-
ly. Bakunin's secret organizations were
actually informal fraternities and groups
connected by personal contact and correspon-
dence, as preferred by his closest associates
who considered that his schemes for elaborate
secret societies were incampatible with
anarchist principles.

For anarchists intent upon guiding the
revolution in a libertarian direction by li-
bertarian means, the question of how to stop
authorltarlans fram seizing power without

derstood that the people tend to be gullible
and oblivious to the early harbingers of
dictatorship until the revolutionary storm
subsides and they awake to find themselves
in shackes. He therefore set about forming
a network of secret cadres whose members
would prepare the masses for revolution by
helping them to to identify their enemies,
fostering confidence in their own creative
capacities, and fight with them on the bar-
ricades. These militants would seek no
power for themselves but insist increasingly
that all power must derive and flow back to
the grass-roots organizations spontane
created by the revolution.

Because Bakunin tried to organize this
secret organization he has been regarded by
sare histarians as a forerunner of the Len-
inist Bolshevik dictatorship. Nothing can
be further fram the truth. Lenin would
agree that an organization exercising.no
overt authority, without a state, without
the official machinery of institutionalized
power to enforce its policies, cannot be de—
fined as a dictatorship.

Bakunin used the terms mv15.1b1e collec-
tive dictatorship” to denote the underground
movement exerting meximum influence in an
argenized memner. According to the rules
of his secret Alliance:

"...00 I ...is permitted even in
 the ‘full revulution, to take
"~ public offlce of any kind, nor is

the organization permitted to do so
...it will at all times be on the
alert, making it impossible for
authorities, governments and states
to be re-established...

The question of the relationship between
revolutionary minorities and mass movements,
like the problem of power, will probably
nover be fully resolved. But it is the merit
of Bakunin, and the libertarian movement as
a whole, that it endeavors to reduce its
built-in defects to a minimum. There is no
point in scolding Bakunin. If he did not
have foolproof answers he did ask the right
questions and this is no mean achievement.
Our critics would be better advised to came
up with satisfactory answers.

In his remarks concerning Bakunin's rela-
tions with the ruthless, amoral terrorist
Sergei Nechaev, Diemer reluctantly admits
that "...Bakunin did indeed repudiate Nechaev
when he found out the true nature of his ac-
tivities..." Recent research by Michael
Confino, (Daughter of a Revolutionary) con-
clusively proves that Nechaev, NOT BAKUNIN
was the SOLE author of the most notorious
document in socialist history: Rules That Must

Inspire The Revolutionary (better known as
Catechism of the Revolutionary). During his

brief association with Nechaev, Bakunin 1is
accused of writing together with Nechaev, or
under his influence, "...a number of tracts
that displayed a despotic Machiavellan approch
-to revolution..." Diemer writes that in these
pamphlets Nechaev and Bakunin advocate a new
-social order, to be erected by (he quotes
from the pamphlets) "...concentrating all the
means of social existence in the hands of
Our Committee, and the proclamation of com-
pulsory physical labor for everyone...com-
pulsory residence in commmal dormitories,
rules for hours of work, feeding of children
e SEC,

Diemer, to be sure unintentionally, amits
vital information and makes factual errors
which must be corrected. He does not identi-
fy the panphlets in question, nor the source
of the quotation. The quotation is not part
of any of the pamphlets. It comes fram an
article in Nechaev's periodical Narodnaja

Raspravy (The People's Vengence) Spring 1870.

An editorial note attached to the article

reads"
"...those desiring a more detailed
exposition of our principles should
read our article, The Commmist Mani-
festo, which outlines the practical
measures necessary to attain our
aims..."

Nechaev himself wrote the article and edited
the paper. Bukinin took no part in writing
the articles or editing the paper. In any
case, the measures advocated b - Nechaev in
his Catachism and other writings are in fla-
grant contradiction to everything Bakunin
ever wrote or did. (source. Michael Bakunin
and His Relations With Sergei Nechaev-in
French- edited with introduction and notes
by Arthur Lehning: International Institute
of Social History, Amsterdam, 1971, p.XXVIII)
The charge that Bakunin "...was infatuated
with violence is false. Bakunin insisted
again and again that destruction must be
directed not against persons but against in-
stitutions:

"it will then became unnecessary to
destroy men and reap the inevitable
reaction which massacres of human
beings have never failed and never
will fail to produce in society..."

(Bakunin on Anarchy, p.13)

Diemer's remarks about Bakunin's attitude
toward the problem of authority does not
remotely resemble his views. It was pre-
cisely in regard to the theory and practice
of revolution and the nature of authority
which ranks Bakunin as one of the greatest
revolutionists in the history of the social-
ist movement. Bakunin did NOT reject "...
all forms of authority..." for example:

"...do I reject all authority?
Perish the thought. In the matter
of boots I consult the bootmaker,
concerning houses, canals or rail-
roads, I consult the engineer...
for science as well as industry, I
recognize the necessity for the di-
vision and association of labor. I
bow. ore the authority of special-
- ists because it is imposed upon me
by my own reason. 1 give and receive
such is human life. Each directs
and is directed in turm. Therefare
there is no fixed and constant
authority, but a continual exchange
of mutual, temporary, and above all,
voluntary authority and subordina-
tion..." (God and the State)

"...a certain amount of discipline,
not automatic, but voluntary...
discipline which harmonizes per-
fectly with the freedam of indivi-
duals, is, and ever will be, ne-
cessary when a great number of
individuals, freely united, under-
take any kind of wark or collective
action. Under such curcumstances
discipline is simply the voluntary
and thoughtful coordination of all
individual efforts toward a common
goal..." (Knouto Germanic Empire
and the Social Revolution)

In the days of the old International many
socialists of both camps, Bakunin included,
then believed the collapse of capitalism and
the social revolution to be imminent. Although
this was an illusion, the debate they conduc-
ted on fundamental principles has remained
pertinent and in many forms, still goes on.
To many others at the time - as a French po-
litical scientist, Michel Collinet, has poin-
ted out - the issues discussed by “the author-
itarian Marxists and the libertarian Bakun-
inists seemed to be merely abstract specula-
tion about what might happen in the future:

but the problems which then seemed so far-
fetched, he says "...are today crucial; they
are being decisively posed not only in totali-
tarian regimes, which relate themselves to
Marx, but also in the capitalist countries,
which are being dominated by the growing
power of the state..." (Le Contrat Sociale,
Paris, January-February 1964)

Collinet lists the basic points in ques-
tion: How can liberty and free development
be assured in an increasingly industrialized
society? How can capitalist exploitation
and oppression be eliminated? Must power be
centralized, or should it be diffused among

mltiple federated units? Should the Inter- -

national be the model of a new society of
simply an instrument of the State of of poli-
tical parties? At the Oongress of Lausame
in 1967, the Belgian delegate, Caeser de
Paepe, raised just such a question regarding
"...the efforts now being made by the Inter-
national for the emancipation of the workers.
Could this not". he inquired, "result in the
creation of a new class of ex-workers who
wield state power, and would not the situa-
tion of the workers be much more miserable
than it is now?

A well researched, thoughtful, objective
discussion of these always fundamental ques-
tions involved in the controversy between
Marx and Bakunin - especially now when 19th
century socialist ideas are being re-examined,
- is sorely needed. Regretfully, Diemer's
articles add nothing to the clarification of
these perennial problems and only obscure
the issues.

Sam Dolgoff
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Help the
Red Menace

One of the main problems we have now at The Red
Menace is our poor distribution. We are not succeed-
ing in getting it out to the extent we would like to. We
would like to ask all our friends, sympathizers, and
readers to help us improve our distribution. You can
do this by:

- Taking out a subscription if you haven’talready done
SO

- giving gift subscriptions to your friends

- mentioning The Red Menace to fnends and show-
ing them your copy

- giving us the names of poeple you think might be
interested in it. We'll be happy to send them a sample
copy.

- asking your local left book store to carry it

- selling it on your lit table

- mentioning it in your own publication

- anything else you can think of, or can suggest to us
that we might do.

We think The Red Menace is worth reading. Please
help us make sure that it does get read. We'll ap-
preciate any help you can give us.
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The Continuing Debate:

I
Before the discussion of anarchism and Marxism which
began in the last issue of the Red Menace and which con-
tinues in this one is carried much further, it seems worth-
while to pause and re-examine its purpose. Where is this de-
bate heading? What is to be gained by continuing it?

My view is that we have little to gain if we — Marxists,
anarchists, or whatever — view Marxism and anarchism in
black and white terms, if we see the one as absolutely
‘correct’ and the other as absolutely ‘wrong’. If we enter
the discussion with this attitude, we are likely to produce
little more than mutual denunciations which may be
morally satisfying but which rarely convince anyone. It is
still possible to produce useful analyses given this
— though few seem to be forthcoming — but there seems
little point in attempting a dialogue with each other.

What we should be doing is subjecting both Marxism and
anarchism to a critical analysis, and thereby start to provide
the basis for a libertarian revolutionary movement that re-
lates adequately to the needs and problems of today.

I tried to make this point at the start of my two articles in
the last Red Menace, although perhaps I did not make it as
well as I should have. It is certainly true that my articles
were themselves one-sided, and for this the criticism that
Greg Renault makes in his letter is at least partially justi-
fied. Nevertheless, it was necessary to be one-sided, given
what I was attempting to do: ie., to respond to the very
one-sided view of Marx and Marxism that nearly all anar-
chists hold. One of the main problems of the anarchist ap-
proach, one that emerges very clearly in the articles and let-

ters from anarchists printed in this issue, is that it does tend~

to pose everything in very moralistic, black and white
terms. I tried to point out in my articles that there has been
more than one interpretation and more than one strain of
““Marxism”’, and I indicated my view that there is a great
deal of common ground between this libertarian interpreta-
tion of Marxism — which I argued is the only one consis-
tent with Marx’s own writings — and other forms of liber-
tarian thought, including anarchism. Dolgoff et al,
however, will have none of this. They will not have the
purity of their doctrine tainted with the idea that there
might be any common ground at all between anarchnsm and
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Some of the most important figures of the Marxist tradition
— Rosa Luxemburg, Karl Korsch, Anton Pannekoek, the
Frankfurt School, William Reich — are consequently sim-
ply dropped from history. Anarchists never mention them.
A complementary approach is taken to Marx: his own

works are rarely looked at (references are usually to inter-'
preters writing after his death) and where they are, they are

given the most vulgar Stalinist interpretation possible.

By thus insulating itself, anarchism tends to become a
closed system to which nothing is ever added and from
which nothing is ever taken away. This closed system is
maintained in turn by a closed, self-perpetuating system of
logic. Essential to this system of logic is a blatant double
standard. Thus, the actions or writings of anyone who ever
called himself a ‘‘Marxist”” are charged to Marx’s personal
.account, and held to be an essential part of the Marxist
tradition, even though these actions or words may be in
direct and demonstrable contradiction to Marx’s own posi-
tion. The actions or writings of any inconvenient anarchist,
on the other hand, are simply dismissed as being extraneous
to anarchism. So, for example, the fact that there were
Communists in the government of republican Spain (Spain
is to anarchism what Russia is to Leninism) is taken as clear
proof of the essentially statist nature of a// forms of
Marxism. The fact that the leaders of the anarchists were
also members of the same government is dismissed as a
‘mistake’, or as irrelevant because they weren’t ‘real’ anar-
chists. And the fact that the Marxist POUM opposed that
government just as much as the most bonafide, pure, ‘real’
anarchists is convcmently ignored in discussions such as
these.

This kind of attitude is hardly enlightening, and it tends
to provoke a polemical and one-sided response. When this
kind of blatant nonsense is being peddled, it necessarily be-
comes a priority to challenge it, even though one’s purpose
is not at all to engage in a sterile and tedious battle of
quotations and historical references. As long as fantasies
and distortions prevail, it is impossible to come to grips
with the real issues. Marxism, in particular, can only bene-
fit from the most rigorous critical analysis — reguires such
an analysis — an analysis to which anarchists potentially
have a great deal to offer, but the analysis cannot take place
when it is a caricature of Marxism which is given currency.

I

Sam Dolgoff’s portrayal of Marxism is such a caricature.
This is particularly unfortunate because Dolgoff is an out-
standing revolutionary militant whose excellent work on
anarchist collectives in Spain, in particular, indicates that
he could contribute significantly to a rea/ critical analysis of
Marxism and its problematic areas if he was not so blindly
dogmatic on the topic.

Nevertheless, most of his comments do represent serious
misunderstandings or distortions, and thus they have to be

dealt with, at least briefly:

Dolgoff is at pains to prove that there is ‘‘a fundamental,
indissoluble connection between dialectics and Marxism”’,
and that Marx and Engels were materialists. In this, at
least, we have no quarrel. To me, dialectics is the essence of
Marxism. What I was trying to illustrate in the short foot-
note which attracted Dolgoff’s extended ire is that anar-
chist critics are almost invariably unfamiliar with Marx’s
own writings. The blithe use of a term, ‘‘Dialectical
Materialism’’, which was introduced after Marx’s death by
one of his major perverters, as if it was employed by Marx,
seems to indicate that the people using it are not overly
familiar with Marx’s writings.

The inability — or unwillingness — to distinguish be-
tween Marx and his ‘followers’ (several of whom moved
Marx to announce, a century ago, that ‘I am not a
Marxist”’) seems to be congenital among anarchists.

It lies at the root of Bakunin’s claims that Marx advo-
cated a ‘““Peoples’ State’’, a claim which Dolgoff says was
not a fabrication. (Dolgoff’s logic here is beyond me: he
seems to be saying that the charge was not a fabrication
because Marx’s denial came after Bakunin’s accusation.)
What had happened was that some of the German Social
Democrats introduced the concept, and Bakunin, believing
as he did that all Germans were the same, concluded that
Marx accepted it as well. The fact that Marx have never ad-
vocated such a thing in his life, that he attacked the concept
once it came into circulation, and that he rejected
Bakunin’s claims to the contrary (well before 1875), made
no impression on Bakunin.

Dolgoff suffers from the same inability to distinguish be-
tween Marx and Marx’s interpreters. Trying to prove that
The Civil War in France does not represent Marx’s rea/
views on the state, although the book is Marx’s major one
on the topic, Dolgoff launches into a long quotation from
Franz Mehring which he says ““decisively refutes’’ my argu-
ments. The trouble with Dolgoff’s ‘decisive’ quotation,
however, is that it is at best irrelevant. The fact that
Mehring, writing after Marx’s death, thought that The
Civil War in France contained the wrong view on the state
may be interesting, but it says nothing about Marx’s views.
Dolgoff’s presentation of the Mehring quote is also less
than honest. Dolgoff refers to Mehring as Marx’s

~ “‘authorized’” biographer, as if this somehow made

the leaders of the German SPD, the very people Marx so
vigorously attacked over their views on the state. More-
over, Marx had been quite specifically critical of Mehring’s
own views, including his views on the state. Mehring, as
one of the leading figures in the SPD, was at pains to justify
the SPD’s position and to downplay Marx’s criticisms. He
is hardly a reliable source when he proclaims that Marx
didn’t really mean what he said.

It would be unproductive to reply to Dolgoff’s many
claims point by point, so a few more brief comments will

Bakunin on lMarx and Rothschild:

"Himself a Jew, iiarx has around
him, in London and France, but
especially in Germany, a nulti-
tude of more or less clever,
intriguing, mobile, speculating
Jews, such as Jews are every -
where: commercial or banking
agents, writers, politicians,
correspondents for newspapers
of 2.1 shades, with one foot in
the bank, the other in the soc-
ialist movement, and with their
behinds sitting on the German
daily press--they have taken
possession of all the newspap-
ers—--and” you can imagine what
kinéd of sickening literature
they produce. Now, this entire
Jewish wor;d, which forms a
single profiteering sect, a
people of blooxsuckers, a sin-
gie gluttonnous parasite,
closely and intimately united
not only &across national
borders but across all diff-
erences of political orinion-—-
this Jewisxh world tOuay stands
for the most part a2t the dis-
posal of Liarx and at the same
time at the disposal of .
Rothschild. I am certain that
Rothschild for his part greasly
values the merits of ilarx,

have to suffice:

The idea that socialism implies the abolition of the state
is repeated countless times in the works of Marx and
Engels. It is one of the essential concepts of Marxism. The
fact that they advocated the use of the state by the prole-
tariat during the transition to socialism may very well be
problematic, it may very well be dangerous, but it in no way
alters the fact that for Marx and Engels socialism only
existed when the state ceased to exist.

Economic determinism: How many times is it necessary
to say that there is a difference between materialism and a
theory that reduces everything to economic phenomena’ In
his inability to understand this difference, Dolgoff is not
joined by many other anarchists, incidentally. Bakunin, for
example, called Marx’s Capital a ‘‘magnificent work’’ and
worked to translate it into Russian, while Kropotkin alleged
that Marx had stolen his economic theories from the anar-
chists!

Dolgoff, because he is not a materialist, fails entirely to
understand Marx’s analysis of slavery. As Dolgoff knows.
very well, Marx hated slavery. What Marx did, however,
was to show that slavery was rooted in material conditions
and that a purely moralistic opposition to it was impotent.
To say that something is bad is not an analysis. In the same
sense, Marx repeatedly said that capitalism had been ‘‘pro-
gressive’’. Is there any doubt that Marx nevertheless op-
posed capitalism?

Dolgoff challenges a number of my references. Readers
may turn to page 168 of Woodcock’s book for themselves,
and the comment concerning Rothschild is
reproduced in the footnote below. Of more interest,
however, is Dolgoff’s denial that Bakunin himself advo-
cated a post-revolutionary state. It is of interest because the
denial illustrates the typically magical anarchist attitude to
reality: the belief that changing the word changes the
reality. For the point is that Bakunin advocated precisely
such a state, complete with parliament, cabinet, army,
police, etc. but gave it a different name, and thus managed
to persuade himself that he had done away with it.

This attempt to do away with the reality by changing the
word also characterizes the anarchist attitude to revolu-
tionary organization. Anarchlsts may persuade themselves

t a ‘‘network of secret cadres’’ w vnllbethe“General
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mediaries between the revolutionary idea: the popular
instincts’” is a strictly benevolent structure vduch would
serve the interests of the people and never oppress them.
The Bolsheviks once persuaded themselves of the same
thing; they were all once as “‘sincere’’ as Bakunin’s “‘Secret
Brotherhood”. And to put Bakunin’s naive prescription
that members of his alliance would never be permitted ‘‘to
take public office’” into perspective, it is necessary only to
recall that Stalin held no public office whatsoever until

1941. =
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and that ilarx for his part
feels instinctive attraction
and great respect for Roth-
schild,

This may seem strange. What
can there be in common between
Communism and the large banks?
Oh! The Communism of Marx seeks
enormous centralization in the
state, and where such exists,
there must inevitably be a
central state bank, and where
such a bank exists, the para-
sitic Jewish nation, which.
speculates on the work of the
people, will always find a way
to prevailesse"

Source: Michael Bakunin, 1871,
Personliche Beziehungen zu Marx.
In: Gesammelte Werke. Band 3.
Berlin 1924, P. 204-216. [y
translation].

Bakunin on Bismarck and Marx:

"the People's State of llarx and
the aristocratic-monarchic state
of Bismarck are completely
identical in terms of their
primary domestic and foreign
obgectlves....lee Bismarck,

he [llarx] is a German patrlot

Source: Sam Dolgoff, ed., -
Bgkunin on Anarchy, P. 319-320.
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THE
LENINIST
FACADE

Same sixty-one years separates us fram

the October Revolution of 1917 when the Bol- -

sheviks urder the leadership of Vladimir
Lenin made their successful bid for power.
Since that time the debate has never ceased
in defence of or criticism of the takeover,
but there is little attempt by socialists to
give a Marxist theoretical criticism of the
revolution. The early publication of the
ill-fated Julius Martov's State and the So-
cialist Remlutmn, a reply to Lenin's State
and Revolution, 1is still perhaps the best
example of a socialist critique of Leninism.
In short it shows that the socialism of
Lenin was a facade and that not only a gulf,
but a veritable ocean separates Lenin and
his followers fram Marx and his co-mrker
Engels.

There are a nﬂn of w ways h‘
which most view the rise of Leniniss. On the
one hand we have those, such as the amarch-
ists, Wio assert that Leninism ard the

managerial b.xreuc.tacy of a state capitalist
Sov:.et Union is the natural developne'mt of

Ot th

leniniss was m a .,.. =

of Marxism in the "age of npa‘:aln-
(usually asserted by most Leninists).
views carry the single thread that H!txxﬂ
was inevitably tied to Leninism - a belief
which has become widely accepted simply be-
cause of force of habit. But, as Maxim
Gorky forewarned: "A belief based on force
of habit is one of the saddest and most
harmful phenomena of our time - as in the
shade of a stone wall everything new grows
slowly, became stunted, lacking the sap of
life." ( My Apmrenticeship) .

What must be done amongst serious social-
ists is to review the main tenets of Lenin-
ist theory and campare them with the so-
cialism of Marx. Such a revisw must not be
constructed as a call for return to purist
dogma but for a thorough understanding of
Marx's views on the socialist movement. As
such it provides a damaging critique of to-
day's Leninist movements - a critique they
cannot face. :

One of the main issues of contention cen-
tres arourd the very role played by the so-
cialist movement/party. To Marx, the social-
ist revolution could only be achieved by the

"self-conscious, independent movement of the

immense majority in the mtexests of the
immense majority." (Communist Manifesto)..
Cammunists/socialists did not pose as a se-
parate party opposed to the interests of the
other working class organizations and did
not proclaim themselves to be its official
leadership.. The movement would grow out of
the understanding the working class gained
of the class positions they held. Objective
class interests would be formed paralleled
by the growth in subjective consciousness -
a class consciousness. In the struggle
against capital the workers, aware of their
class situation through their real life ex-
periences would became a "class for itself"
(German Ideology) and it would be their
"mass instinct" -(Engels to Friedrich Sorge,
894) which would show them that they must
build their own party. As such, "so that
the masses may understand what is to be
done, long and persistent work is required."
- (Class Struggle in France) .

~ What many socialists and anarchists have
failed to understand is that the critical
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element of class consciousness amongst the
working class must be established for the
revolution to be successful. When dealing
with events of the Russian revolution, the
Spanish civil war or the May uprisings in
France 1968, many f ail to note that what is
lacking is a clear socialist consciousness/
class consciousness - of the working class
aware of itself as a class, aware of its im-
mediate interest and its historic neccessity
to establish socialism. Such consciousness
entails a belief in what socialism is and how
to achieve it - call socialism the abolition
of wage labour, a classless society, ending
of alienation and the society of the spec-
tacle, or the radical transformation of
everyday life. Socialists were,in Marx's
view the advanced sections of the working
class. They did not lead the revolution
but pushed all other sections of the prolet-
ariat forward and revealed the general move-
ment of society and the social forces in con-
£liet;

Lenin had, as early as 1902, rejected

/this belief when in his famous What is to

be done? he advocated the need for a sécret
party of "professional revolutionaries" since
"the working class exclusively by its own ef-
forts is able to ‘develop only trade union
consciousness." The minority elite of re-
volutionaries was to lead the workers and
it was the party alone which eould establish
and excercise the "dictatorship of the pro-
letariat" in the so-called "interests" of
the mass. As Lenin proclaimed at the 10th
Party Congress, only the cammnist party
"is in a position to unite, educate, or-
ganize ... and direct all sides of the pro-
letarian masses and hence all working masses.'
Marx continually stressed in his own
writings and through his work in the Inter-
national Workimmen's Association that the
proletariat, by its own efforts would seize
state power by itself and in its own in-
terests. The revolution could not be willed
by a few as Michael Bakunin
believed and cannot be led by a Blanguist
elite. Lenin on the other hand, did mot
understand the prerequisite of a class con—
scious majority. As reported by John Reed,
Lenin had stated: "If socialism can only be
realized when the J_ntellectual deve.lopnent

OT

Pie piense il e e 2 L el N f; ‘~:-,,.v PommFa

"'V' wm

fivaa 2

Tll, el T Tghe

eancracy was being built did Lenin concede
that certain "cultural®™ work must be done.
Not realizing that socialism cannot be built
without socialists the Bolsheviks and their
followers may well have put the socialist
movement back same five hundred years.

But perhaps the most controversial as-
pect of Marx's thought centres around the
term "dictatorship of the proletariat", ta-
ken by both anarchists and Leninists alike
to mean the iron-willed dictatorship of a
small clique or party of those "educated"
in socialist dogma. Yet never did Marx or
Engels look upon this dictatorship as a form
of state or government, but rather as the
social structure of state power in the im-
mediate transition to socialism. As early
as 1848 in the Cammunist Manifesto Marx
concluded that the very first step in the
revolution was to raise the proletariat to
the position of the ruling class - the "es-
tablishment of democracy".

The proletar:at, being the immense ma-
_Jority, would seize the state power and

machine" - (Elghteamth Brumaire) . The state
machine did not mean the state itself but
the "Bureaucratic and military machine"
(Marx to Kugelman) . While in previous re-
volutions the bureaucracy and military would
simply be handed over to the new regime, it
was the duty of the working class to cast
them aside and dismantle them "at the ear-
liest possible mament". - (Civil War in
France) . As the young Marx had cammented in
the Critique of Hegel's Philosophy of the
State, the bureaucracy caused the state to
seemingly stand above society while in real-
ity it was the "imaginary state behind the
state" and thus possessed the very "essence"
of the state. 2]
The working class, in Marx s construct,
seizes state power and lops off its worst
sides. Through this "dictatorship" of the
magorit_:x workers use the organized force they
to abolish the capitalists as a class
and thereby negating themselves as a separate
class (for without a capitalist class there
can be no working class). As the class system
is abolished and classes cease to exist there
is no need for a state as an instrument of
class oppression and its vestiges will die

- only to be z

solute capitalist.

leaving an administration controlled by the
people themselves.

Lenin showed a serious misunderstanding
of this. In the State and Revolution he as-
sumed that the state itself would be
"smashed". This left him open to charges, by
social daemocrats, that his "anarchist" ten-
dencies had come forth, but Lenin proposed to
smash the state only to replace it with a
centralized "workers' state". The dictator-
ship, rather than giving free reign for all
tendencies to appear through the establish-
ment of the fullest deamocracy as advocated

by Marx in regards to the Paris Cammne, would

suppress all oppositional forces. Further-
more this dictatorship would establish "so-
cialism" and then lead to the development of
"cammunism" despite the fact that neither
Marx nor Engels ever made such a distinction
but only camented on the lower and higher
phases of cammnist society. That Lenin's
vision was truly distorted is confirmed by
his definition of socialism: "Socialism is
nothing but stste capitalist monopoly made
to benefit the whole people." - (The 'Ihreat—
ening Catastrophe and How to Fight Iti
a short time the dictatorship excercised by
the partywould proceed with this socialism
despite the workers. At the 10th Party Con-
gress Leon Trotsky put it this way: "The Par-
ty is obliged to maintain the dictatorship
... regardless of temporary vacillations
even in the working class ... The dictator-
ship does not base itself at every given
moment on the formal principle of a workers'
democracy." And as the quns of the Bolsheviks
thundered at Kronstadt where workers and
sailors demanded elementary democracy Lenin
put forward the view that "Soviet Socialist
Democracy is in no way inconsistent with the
rule and dictatorship of one son (10th
Party Congress). What a charade of Marxism!
Much of Lenin's thought proceeds from
the proposition that socialism is a distinct
. developmental stage apart from cammnist so-
- ciety and that the state mst

volution). The state thus becomes the ab-
In Anti—n.xhrﬁ' , however,

ariat, abolishes all class distinctions
ard class antagonisms, abolishes the state
as state." And as Paul Lafargue noted in

his reminiscences of Marx, Marx himself pro-
moted the triumph of the working class which
would "establish cammunism as soon as it has
achieved political and econamic leadership
of society."

It is undeniable that the Bolsheviks
during the course of the revolution in Russia
had a large following in certain urban cen-
tres, but one must, nevertheless, understand
the objective circumstances of the time.

The Provisional govermment was weak and
corrupt, the Russian army lay in defeat,
camunication was in chaos, millions star-
ved. The Bolsheviks promised "Peace, Bread
and Land", a strong central govermment and
the convening of a constituent assembly.
Such pramises appealed to certain sectors of
the population and the Bolsheviks consequen-
tly appeared revolutionary, but there was
nothing inherenly socialistic about the
demands put forward. By co-stituting them-
selves the state power the Bolsheviks filled
the void for political power and authority
and thus pushed forward Russia's bourgeois/
capltallst revolution and administered a
growing capitalism when the bourgeoisie

was too weak to do so itself. As a result,

state capitalism was raised to the level
of party and state ideology as Leninists, .
until this day, unabashedly and deliberate-
ly confuse socialism with state control.
These are not the only differences be-
tween Marx and Lenin, others exist concern-
ing the very materialist oonceptlon of his-
tory. This review, as stated in the begin-
ing, is not a call for dogmatism and the
quoting of "sacred" texts, but it is enough
to see that Ma.rx:.sm—Lenmlsm is a contra-
diction in temms. It is from this compar i~
sion and the mistakes made within the move-
ment itself that socialists and the critics
of socialism must learn to tear away the
myth fram Marx in order to discover him.

LEONARD WALIACE
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Human beings look for the easiest solu- the
tion to any problem they may face. This is
as true for the problem of abolishing class

society as it is for the problems of se- prolifefction

curing food, clothing, shelter, etc. Since of

Living in a technological society, the
Neo-Primitives inevitalby generate a severe
internal contradiction. Unless they are
willing to withdraw into same rural para-

what appears at first glance to be the
"easiest" solution is usually so badly mis-
leading as to be sueless, it often takes a
long time before people give up the "easy"
answer and begin to make real progress in
solving their problems.

2

The "easiest solution" to all human pro-
blems was summed up by Walt Disney: "Wishing
will make it so!" This answer requires no
physical and very little mental work. Any-
one can do it in their spare time. Whether
you use it to invent Gods and Devils or to
explain how class society will be overthrown,
it remains equally useful and always avail-
able. Of course, it does have one tiny lit-
tle shortcoming: it doesn't work.

3

whenever class society finds itself in
serious difficultues, the "easiest answer"
cames forward with renewed strength. In its
official clothing, it seeks to convince peo-
ple that their unhappiness is their own
fault. But what concerns us here is how the
"easiest answer'" puts on a "revolutionary"
costume.

B

What does the wishful revolutionary wish
for? For reasons that are not clear, he*
usually has same distorted version of the
past that he wishes to re-create. Since
real primitives often have a myth of a "Gold-
en Age", I choose to call our contemporary
wishful revolutionaries Neo-Primitives.

5
Beginning with a vision of human freedam
(Instead of same ideas based on an examina-
tion of social reality), our Neo-Primitive _
proceeds to the construction of a theology.
Those who support class society become de-
vils; those who oppose it became saints. .

thas the detection of heretics becores =
major task. The Neo-Primitive is all too
ready to respond to cammnication with ex-
communication.

neo— .
primitives

The vision of our contemporary Neo-Primi-
tive revolutionaries demands the destruction
of science and technology in all its forms -
their "Golden Age" pre-dates the machine.
They regard science and technology as au-
thoritarian by their very natures. They are
“"tools of the devel" (class society).

The Neo-Primitive revolutionary (like
true primitives) has a basically passive
attitude towards his social environment.

He views '"trying to make a revolution'" about
the same way a true primitive would view-
"trying to command the gods." His bold rhe-
toric of "burming factories" translates into
furtive shop-lifting at best.

The notion that human beings can act on
a rational basis ("know what they're doing")
is heresy to the Neo-Primitive. He worships
the looters in New York City's recent black-

out as "real revolutionaries'", though

just stealing. If the looters had made 2
conscious political decision to loot, the
Neo-Primitives would have condemned them as
aspiring egocrats.

Dear Red Menace:

About a month ago, a friend sent me a copy
of your paper (the Spring 1978 issue). Great
stuff! T particularly liked "Bakunin vs.
Marx", "Words", and "Everything You Wanted
to Know About Sects". One thing for sure -
your articles show a hell of a lot more ori-
ginal thought than those in the papers of the
sectarian left. You've also got a sense of
humour.

I have to disagree with P. Murtaugh when
he says in his article "Some thoughts on or-
ganization" that insurrectional revolution
in Canada is impossible and could never suc-
ceed. I think that non-insurrectional revo-
lution is a contradiction in terms. I can't
think of _«'a_nx successful revolution in history
that didn't invlolve an armed uprising a-
gainst the old regime and system. He's just
kidding himself if he seriously believes that
the ruling class won't react "to threats to
its hegemony by either repression or bribery".
It uses both even now when there is no threat
of revolution. I personally know of cases
where bosses have tried to prevent unions
fram organizing their employees by bribing
the organizers with pay raises, pramotions,
etc.

As regards repression, what about police
brutality at the Fleck strike (to name just
one) , the shooting of the mill workers in
Montreal, and the military occupation of
Quebec in October 1970? 1Isn't that repres-
sion? Revolutionary insurrection is quite
possible in industrial societies. It al-
most happened in France in 1968 and in the
rnorth of Ireland the Provisional IRA has
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been fighting a revolutionary war against
Britain since 1969. P. Murtaugh is Tight
when he points out that there is bound to

be a lot of hardship and suffering among

the people in the course of an insurrection.
Unfortunately, that's part of any revolution.
The only alternative is to put up with this
system.

Covigner ang
- o~ Pian Seurce
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dise (like the Amish in Pennsylvania), they
find themselves using all of the technolo-

gical "tools of the devil" to preach the
anti-technological faith. They publish
newspapers to denounce the whole idea of
newspapers as a form of camunication. They
write pamphlets and circulate books to con-
dem the idea of writing pamphlets and cir-
culating books. They form organizations
based on the premise that all organizations
turn into counter-revolutionary gangs. In
short, at every turn, they subvert their
own project. They find, as so many have in
the past, that wishing does not make it so |
after all!

Some of the Neo-Primitives are aware of
this contradiction and are self-critical
enough to invite us to judge them by their
practice. Taking them up on this offer is
a risky proposition (given their ever-pre-
“sent impulse to excommunicate), but why
bother? Now that a small but growing num-
ber of people are beginning to reject the
"easiest answer'" and really try to figure
out how to build an egalitarian mass move-
ment and construct a classless society, is
there anything to be gained by trying to
drag the Neo-Primitives kicking and scream-
ing into the last quarter of the 20th cen-

tury? It is a shame, of course, to see
otherwise admirable people waste their time
and energy in visions and theology. Per-
haps the best we can hope is that when a
libertarian revolution is made, the Neo-
Primitives will choose a life of freedam
over their dreams of freedom.

Ed Clark
Oakland, Calif.

OLIFERATION OF NBO-
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(A reply to W.B. Jeffries' "Ten Theses on
the Proliferation of Egocrats", published

in the Fifth Estate, September 1977)

Right now, despite unemployment, infla-
tion, shitty working conditions, racism,
etc. most people are still pretty satisfied
with the system. Conditions aren't bad
enough yet that people are pissed off enough
to overthrow the overmment and have a social
revolution. However, I think that time will
come sooner or later however long that may
be.

Peter Flosznik
Dear Red Menace:

I enjoyed Vol. 2, No. 2 and it was in
many ways one of the best magazines I've
seen lately. i

the libertarian left, and the need for an
intelligent analysis leading to concrete
socxal change. Nonetheless I have same crit-
icisms.

Caming fram a socialist amarchist back-
ground I would have liked to have seen the
anarchism/marxism issue well warked out. How-
ever none of the articles on this issue was
constructive at all. There seems to be little
point to the historical aspects of the Marx
vs. Bakupin feud except insofar as either or
both can help us take the world we have now
and move it toward liberation and socialism.
If you have such analyses deriving fram who-
ever it would be more useful to publish them
than this sectarian bickering.

Thank you very much though and please
enter a subscription for me.

Bill Coleman
- Buffalo
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CONTINUED FROM PAGE 14

i

yearning for the real is fulfilled. The
world is revealed and with it the fact of its

-inhavitation. Reality, it turns out, is

social. One's urge to destroy contradicts
or reinforces the urge of others. But this
discovery of the projects of others immedi-
ately deflates one's own urge. The urge to
destroy so far accepted as a given is re-
vealed as a choice. The urge to demystify
must itself be demystified. In the process-
ing of exposing others to their own contin-
gency one learns the contingency of oneself.
The primacy of the urge even if the wrge is
to destroy is rewvealed as an escape from
contingency, 2 demial of one's freedom. Or
to put 1t more simply. to be "ruled" by any
passion is no more than an attenpt to escape
tke ece Ly, © n..,‘00|

'-‘4;‘ -y e 30 i

s S o, Ao

Hatred fort)ebcurgemsxe is no more
"natural” or inevitable than is the existence
of the class one hates. Nothing can "rule”
my life, not even the revulsion I feel for
those who in practice do run my life. This
revulsion too is my creation as we discover
in those moments of self-doubt when we feel
we are taking things '"too seriously'". We
look to our feelings to take over the auto-
matic guidance of our lives only to discover

 that the mament these feelings are charged

with this responsibility they collapse under
its weight. I choose to be a revolutionary
and to let my hatred for the bourgeoisie
sustain me but there came days when my hate
seems exhausted, when I can contemplate not
being a revolutionary without the slightest
feeling of guilt. In such moments I conjure
to myself all the things that usually make
me angry. I say to myself "Remember imper-
jalism, remember your own frustrations, re-
call the smug faces of the pigs and the
nauseating toadying of the press. My rage
creeps back and once more I'm a revolution-
ary "as I cannot help but be". I evade ab-
surdity. Christians are deeply aware of this
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process. They recognize that religious fer-
vour, the "loosing of oneself in God", is an
exotic experinece that in everyday life one
has to rely on faith, a conscious committ-
ment. The smae can be said of long-time lo-
vers. Indeed I have the same experience as
I wirte this article: the frenzy that moves
me to write sametimes fails me and I have to
continue in an arduous and deliberate manner
until the next bout. Absurdity or anguish
are thus the proof of freedam.

Thus nihilism, which starts as the affir-
mation of freedom, must in order to maintain
this affirmation go beyond itself.  The pas-
sion that drives me to reject the ocbscene
self-deception of the bourgeois otherwise
becomes my own slef-deception, my own way of
establishing a "place in life" as secure
and eternal as that of the bourgeois.

If I overcame nihilism I face the giffi-
cult incampletable task of constructing a
revolutionary project. I subject myself to
the constant uncertainty that goes with any
project. Each step of the way it is neces-
sary to make choices that are in themselves
never necessary. How is capitalism fought?
Should I join a party? If so which one?

If not what do I do? Do I start my own par-
ty or do I act on my own? How can I be most

effective on my own? These questions are

necessary, I cannot avoid asking them. But

each particular answer is never the neces-
sary answer. The choice not to join a party
is never final as is any other choice.

But I can also choose to deny the neces-
sity of choosing. This is bad faith, a de-
liberate confusion of one necessity with
another. Because it is true that each par-
ticular choice is not necessary but choice
itself is not a choice. In bad faith I claim
for myself a freedom I actually do not have
— the freedam not to be fre — so as to
better suppress the freedam I do have.

This is what it means to make nihilism a
profession. The damnation of others becames
=y own salvation, my own way out of freedam.

I jeer at the bourgeocis, the bureaucrat and
the Leninist even as I meike of @y jeering a
safe occupation. I attack others for stif-
ling £reedan while I stlfle it in myself.

= —‘_“,3,{. -. v!', ! ;:. ‘I '
In othr weords nihin.- dnns tn l.i-it
itself to an erotion thus avoiding coming

to grips with the world. It negates while
at the same time refusing to transcend thus
exposing its negation as a false one. It
attacks capitalism but refuses to draw up a
program for its destruction preferring in-
stead to act from a distance, for the "out-
side".

This is typical of emotional states in
general, what Sartre characterized as "magi-
cal" reactions to the practical problems of
everyday life.

In the magical states one escapes the
tensions that characterize the world of
everyday life. The endless search for and
canparison of possibilities is avoided
through the reduction of the world to a non-
utilizable whole. For example: I am late
for an appointment. There is nothing I can
do about it because the time I reach my
destination at this point depends entirely
on the speed of the subway train and the
distance that has to be covered, a mathema-
tical relation. At each station it is pos-
sible for me to check the time. But I avoid
doing so since I find locking at the clocks
unbearable. I act as if not looking at the
clocks will sarehow make time irrelevant to
my situationand prevent me fraom being late.
My not looking is thus a magical gesture, a
symbolic destruction of the camplex world in
which time exists and in which I am late.
For this I substitute a world which in Sar-
tre's words "requires nothing of me" since
it is a world devoid of any instruments.

My subsequent ability to act as if in time,
did not exist, an ability I do not "really"

have, compensates for an ability I did have
but which I chose to forego, namely, the a-
bility to start my journey earlier and be on
time. Had I started out early time and the
speed of the train would have been devices
in my favour, guarantees of my punctuality.
As it is they have become insurmountable ob-
stacles.
In Sartre's words:
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"All ways are barred and nevertheless
we must act. So then we try to change
the world; that is to live it as though

relations between things and their po-
tentialities were not covered by de-
terministic processes but by magic."

since it is ac*-;evee t!'nn# z tzasﬁmtim
of the perceiver.

I .yJHM
o pul: 1t more sinply. since the
seizure of one object is impossible,
or sets up an unbearable tension,
the consciousness seizes it or tries
to seize it otherwise; that is it
tries to transform itself in order
to transform its object."

The clocks, and time in general, are unaffec-
ted by my refusal to consider them even
though this refusal creates for me a more
habitable world. "Such are the limitations
of my magical power over the world: I can
suppress as object of consciousness, but only
by suppressing consciousness itself."

Clearly emotions are only one step away
from bad faith. They are always escapes,
"low-energy" states we fall into when our
resources —— perceived or otherwise -- are
not adequate to overcame obstacles in our
paths. Under such conditions we find it
convenient to forget both the "real" deter-
minism of the world and our equally real free-
dam to adapt to it ie. we forget the order-
liness on which we normally rely to achieve
our ends. As the example illustrated whether
the world's determinism hinders or makes
possible our freedom depends on our choices.
In the emotional/magical state, however, I
claim a freedam I do not possess, an exemption
from the rules to which I am not entitled.
Determinist as it is the material world still
allows choices. 1In this sense I am free: how
I submit to the operating pattern of the
world in general and subway trains in parti-
cular depends entirely on me; it it my free-
dam. But in an emotional state I claim a
superior freedam: that of actually defining
the choices available. This freedom is a
fiction. Only a God could have it. But it
serves to evade the real freedam and respon-
sibility I really do have.

This distinction between two sorts of
freedam is vital because it explains why it
is possible to escape fram freedam in the
name of freedom. Actual freedam demands
that one interiorize the rules. These rules
are at once the resistance to one's projects
and the condition for actualizing our free-
dom. The lawfullness (''resistance') of mat-
ter is what makes flight possible but which



at the same time makes it require effort.
This contact with the determinism of matter
is what we refer to when we use the expres-
sion "to dirty one's hands'".

Conversely "purity" is abstention fram
choice, an emotional belief in the power of
one's intentions. This is the purity of ni-
nilism. However, nihilism goes further than
an implicit negation of the utilizable world.
The negation is made into a system. Further:
the urge to destroy is already an act of
destruction the moment the urge is given
primacy. Nihilism is consequently a circu-
lar system. The attitude is its own end.
To be a nihilist is already to have liquid-
ated reality.

Nihilism directs its negation at the world
but is concerned with the negation of the
consciousness fram which it emanates. One
transforms oneself in order to transform the
object: the emotional destructian of the
world is the destruction of oneself. For
all its violence nihilism leaves the world
untouched.

In Marxist terminology nihilism is an
ideology. But we are dealing with an idea-
ology that is not autonamous but which inha-
bits other currents, a particular way of
adapting to existing reality that actually
perpetuates that reality. We should speak,
in fact, of alienation. Nihilism represents
the separation of emotion fram its source
and the subsequent damination of the latter
by the former. The differences between this
form of alienation and religious alienation
are less important than the similarities.
Religion arises out of the necessity to deny
the misery of this world. Adaptation in the
case of religion consists of transcendance
toward God. The world as such is negated:
its only a preparation for what is to came,

a not quite real manifestation of a genuine
and infinite reality. Nihilism simply dis-
penses with the transcendance. Or rather it
is unable to carry out the transcendance after
the negation. Having liquidated reality ni-
hilism stands hypnotized by its own gesture.
The demystification of God is campleted only
to be replaced by a new form of alienation.
The revolt against all Gods turns on itself
and makes revolt as such the object of wor-
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negation:

The spirit I, that endlessly denies.

And rightly too; for all that cames to birth
Is fit for overthrow, as nothing worth;
Wherefore the world were better sterilized:;

Satanism too is an escape, an attempt, para-
doxical as it may be, at personal salvation.
It is far more heroic than religion of course.
If nothing else destruction is a form of self-
assertion while religion is a pathetic debase-
ment. When one's back starts to brush against
the cold, hard wall the choice is between
falling on one's knees or striking at every-
thing within reach. A feeling of intense ex-
hiliration must accampany the latter: one

has lost everything and this loss has been
turned to advantage. Amidst the sordidness
of this world, outside the unending cycle of
manipulation, there is a mament of purity.
Seule la revolte est pur, Simone Beauvoir
once said. The act of rebellion guarantees
that the rebel has nothing to loose, not be-
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cause he does not possess anything, but be-
cause the act of rebellion severes him fram
whatever he possesses. Sainthood and nihil-
ism necessarily intersect for in the end both
advocate the purity of sterility. But as we
Noted earlier this state of purity doesn't
last long. It cannot because it is an un-
stable state, like the highpoint of a jump.
Gravity never relinquishes its hold: matter
is an adversity that only a material force
can overcome. The devil is only clean in
that short moment in which he defies God.
After that he becames Mephistepholes the pro-
fessional cynic who actually requires God to
maintain his identity. As Goetz discovers

in Sartre's The Devil and the Good Lord both
absolutes are impossible. "There is no dif-
ference between the Devil and the Lord —-
personally I choose man.'"

" What does it mean to choose man? It means
accepting the necessity of dirtying one's
hands. It means making campramises between
the Devil and the Lord so as to be better

B D De

wvolt and not even man. Nihilism has to be
reduced to a device. Like violence it has

to be denied any intrinsic value, negative
or positive. Indeed nothing has value but
only received it fram human action. Conse-
quently what appears to be sordid — the
manouverings, the manipulations, the cam-
promises — only this has any value. The
rest is meaningless.

Nihilism has to lose its virginity and
vecare humanism. That is what it cames down
to. This transcendance, however, can never
be camplete. It has to be renewed constant-
ly. Degenration is a constant threat; hence
the lapses of the revolutionary movement
into adventurism. As Sartre has pointed out
the magical side of the warld is an ever-
present existential structure. It only
takes a slight "nudge", an obstacle, to pre-
cipitate consciousness into an emotional re-
lation with the world. Bmotions are in fact
a component of our perceptual system. They
help us detect difficulties, as when anger,
for exanple, notifies me of the presence of
a barrier to my plans. The question is
whether one gives way to a fit, the infan-
tile reaction, or whether the notice of dif-
ficulty serves to put in motion a plan for
its overcaming.

Similarly the critique of nihilism seeks
not to eradicate the phenomenon but rather
to integrate it within a larger project.

Marx provides a good example of this pro-
cess of integration. Thus in his early
writings the purpose is almost entirely des-
tructive. "Criticism aims not to refute but
to destroy," he says. It is "a hand-to-hand

jfight, and in such a fight it is of no in-
terest to know whether the adversary is of
the same rank, noble of interesting -- all
that matters is to strike him."

Soon, however, he has to go beyond cri-
ticism and into politics. For in the end
"the arm of ciritcism cannot replace the
criticism of arms. Material force can only
be overthrown by material force." It is
necessary to procure instruments ("arms") to
change criticism into a plan of action.
"Revoluticne need a passive element, a
material basis." Intentions left to them-

selves are useless. They must becane stra-

tegy. Or as Marx announces in the lst Thesis

on Feuerbach subject and object must unite.
By the time the Communist Manifesto is

written the initial nihilism has became a
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subterranean current. Airy "criticism" has
became "class struggle". The result is over-
powering. Perhaps the earlier writings are
more "profound" but they are one-sided, the
speculations of a radical philosopher. In
the Manifesto we are listening to a mature
revolutionary. The violence is no longer
verbal, it is a "material force". Ruthless
criticism has been translated into a systema-
tic plan for the destruction of capitalism.
The earlier rage has not disappeared; the
Manifesto is written with a venamous pen.

But rage is not given autonomy for in the
end the force of the manifesto stems from
its confidence. It is this which "haunts"
the bourgeois, his summary reduction to a
historical moment. Personal hatred for the
bourgeois animates an impersonal attack on
his class. This synthesis is the sign of
maturity since it demonstrates a willingness'
to plunge into the "thick" of things, a re-
cognition as well as acceptance of the de-
mands of matter. There is no illusion that
human freedaom can ever mean freedam fram
these demands. On the contrary human free-
dom begins with their recognition, hence the
materialist conception of history.

Marxism thus appears on the scene as the
caming to age of the revolutionary idea. But
this hard-won maturity is not a permanent
achievement. For the transcendance of nihil-
ism occurs in the actual process of revolu-
tionary action. It is consequently samething
that must ever be renewed. Regression to
infantilism is always possible. It is in
fact a possibility that permanently haunts
the revolutionary project, a possibility
that of necessity becames more tempting than
ever when revolution seems cut off fram the
present by insuperable barriers.

This is the secret of Marxism: the theory
is as open as the history it intervenes in,
as unfinished as the subjects who undertakes
to realize it. The dialectic is the life
of the subject himself. It exists in the
world only through the existence and contin-
gency of the subject. This contingency of
the subject —- the utter lack of necessity
for his existence and its meaning — this
radical freedam is what denies any transcen-

Yy choice _permanency it might
irst

NesS1s on

’:.ach_xsboththebegixungarﬁtheerﬁof
Marxism: the transcendance of the subjec-
tive/objective duality is a permanent task,

life itself. It has taken Marxism a hundred
years to rediscover this truth. This redis-
covery may appear to some as a "crisis" of
Marxism or as Lichtheim bemoans in Marxism
the dissolution of the unity of theory and
practice. But in fact this "unity" is ani-
mated entirely by those who live it. Out-
side of this relation if disappears, making
it futile to look for it even inside the
writings of Marx. Marxism's greatest dis-
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bility to make a choice.

are set up to obscure it.

demystified. But this is not death.

covery is in fact that it cannot prescribe
any apodictic "science" of revolution, any
fail-safe program. On the contrary what it
provides is a new question, a new responsi-
It allows to see
the warld behind the mystifications that

But behind the
mystified world we find a world that is in-
finitely more camplex in camparison because
it is made up entirely of our choices. Thus
Marxism leads us along the tortuous path of
its development only to leaveuus with a bur-
den. The theory of demystification is itself

the further maturing of a mature theory. It

_gin.

gargantuan.

the path to victory.
It is

SiIRE, I HAVE THE LIST oF
THE LAST CAMFAIGN.
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PROMISES YOU MADE DURING

is one more step away fram the nihilist ori-

In this period of rediscovery, however,
the process is easily mistaken for a crisis.
This is understandable.
guide instead of a question because its
practitioners could not accept the burden
it would otherwise have put on them. The
task Marx set himself and his follwers was
It was easier therefore to make
what was in fact a task, a theory requiring
realization into the beacon that illuminated
Today, therefore, when
we are starting to see Marxism as a problem
-- as it has always been -- it is tempting

to see it as a failure.

This is the same

temptation as existed at the beginning, the

Marxism became a

still

her death.

S

After failing

to raise her up,
evangelist
lowers mom
into grave

REEDS SPRING, Mo
(UPI) — The body of 80-
year-old Gladys Rogers,
frozen after &ree
attempts by her son to res-
urrect her, was buried yes-
terday, eight weeks after

Mrs. Rogers was buried
a 15-minute service
attended by her son, evan-

same relinquishing of responsiblity.

There will never be a theory that will
tell us what to do.
only help us narrow the choices but choices
will always remain the chasm between us and
what we make of ourselves.
a justification of nihilism.
observed earlier nihilism evades freedam
and must consequently always be considered
a regression.

The best theory will

But this is not
For as we

Mario Cutajar
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son froze the body and was

able to

authori to let him take

for a resurrection attempt.

Arkansas officials had
fused

re :
Rogers, who said he
wanted to resurrect his

ple to Christ, was unavail-
able for comment after the
funeral service.

The first attempt at res-
urrection was March 12, At
that time Rogers promised
he would bury his mother
within two weeks if he was
unable to bring her back to
life, About 1,000 people
waited outside the small

gelist Daniel Aaron mortuary while Rogers
Rogers, and about three and other evangelists
dozen friends prayed inside and a choir
The body, which Sazigymns-

remained in a sigzg i- rwards, Rogers said
tion, was transfe K%sm he would bring Indonesian
a white horizontal freezer evangelist S.A. Makal to
to an over-sized coffin help in a final resurrection
covered with cloth. However, Rogers
Rogers read several 4
passages said a

prayer.

Mrs. Rogers died Feb. 2
of flu in Harrison, Ark. Her

rsuade Missouri
the remains into the state :

mother to bring more peo-.

P.T.Barnum,that past master of the con
game, would have had some in-
teresting insights into the modern
hocus-pocus, like ‘‘parapsychology”’,
that so many seemingly rational people
in this obsessively rationalistic age
have swallowed hook, line, and sinker.
To be sure, parapsychology and
similar superstitions flourished in
earlier times as well, but it is only in
the recent past that psychics have
sought (and in a few interesting cases,
received) the endorsement of scien-
tists, who have themselves become
ikons' of superstitious faith for many
people. This has put the whole game on
a different level. It has enhanced the
credibility of parapsychology for many
people, and it has helped to make it a
lucrative profession for a few.

‘It has also given-our culture some
classic monuments of stupidity. and
gullibility, suitably emblazoned with
the name of ‘“Science’”. And most
important, perhaps, it has engulfed the
whole wretched psychic carnival in a
sticky, and virtually impenetrable,
morass of fraud and follishness,
rumour- and conjecture, error and
confusion. Trying to make sense of
what is happening in the never-never-
land of parapsychology is virtually
impossible. And if y chance you do
succeed, you find that you would have
understood the operations of the
psychic miracle workers a lot sooner if
you had-looked at parapsychgology as
a case study’in applied sociology.
illustrating the old motto: ‘‘Never give
asuck er an even break’’. It might well
be the motto of the career “‘psychic’’.

In fact, poor Barnum must be kicking
himself right now in that Gieat Circus
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in the Sky. He was born a century too
late. Nowadays, there are more
suckers about than old P.T. could have
wished for in his fondest dreams. And
today’s sophisticated suckers have a
lot more money to spend than .the
simple country folk of Barnum’s day
ever did.

Imagine what heights he could have
risen to in today’s world. Guru
Maharaji Barnum. There would have
been no stopping hom.

But | like to think that Barnum
wouldn’t have done it. | think he had too
much integrity, and | think he might
have been out of his depth in a world
where society and the circus are one
and the same. His was a simpler world.
When you were being had by P.T.
Barnum, you knew you were bing had.
You could go home afterwards,
shaking your head, feeling a bit
sheepish, your pocket-book empty, but
your self-respect .and identity still
fundamentally intact. Barnum was
after ‘your money, not your soul.

The humbug of the 1970’s seems to be
different. What a “psychic’’ like Uri
Geller plays the old shell game with
you, he is after your soul. The game is
played for keeps, and that makes it
vicious and totalitarian. X

Parapsychology is so confused and
contradictory that it’s difficult fo get a
grip on it anywhere. As an example,
look at the two articles, of October 27
and February 11, both of them
breathlessly (and mindlessly)
favourable, that The Varsity was
somehow suckered into carrying this
year.

In them, sprouting up like so many
toadstools, you’‘ll’ find magic

mushrooms (of course), faith healing,
ESP, people who can bend metal
without touching it; levitation,
messages from various dead saints
(curiously, all of them Greek Or-
thodox), Kirilian photography, at-
tempts by the CIA to read minds, and a
conspiracy between the Rockefellers
and the Rochschilds, entered into in
1888, to control the English and
American governments ‘‘all through
the 20th century’’ -(“’Oddly’’, says one
of the articles, “‘both the Birchers and
the Weather Underground have
published documentary exposes of this
‘conspiracy’.’””) You’ll find contact with
UFO’s, white magic, black magic, bio-
energetic fields, Timothy Leary, and
the hint of an ‘“‘occult Watergate”.
(This at least is probable, to judge by
the regularity with ,which alleged
evidence for paranormal phenomena
disappears.) You’‘ll even find things
that go bump in the night. And you'll
find all this nonsense compared in
importance to the Theory of Relativity
and the Quantum Theory. These two
particular articles have no mention of
teacup reading, astrology, talking
plants, Jonathan Livingston Seagull,
the Bermuda Triangle, ‘or the tooth
fairy. But then space was limited.
Another thing you wont’ find in these
articles, or any other para-
psychological literature, for that
matter, is a single solitary shred of
hard evidence. And that is not for lack
of space.

This is not to say that | think that all
of these things are eugally nonsensical.

| ‘am prepared to ‘entertain the

possibility that some of them, like ESR
and UFO’s, may in fact exist. But | am

| was a psychic for the FBI

saying that present no evidence exists,
that the way they have been in-
vestigated is generally laughable, and
that the case for them has been
weakéned by the way most of their
propenents have uncritically lumped
together anything "‘occult’’ as equally
probable.

Yet the people who like to entertain
themselves with this kvnd of thing have
managed to make so much noise that
many people are under the impression
that there is in fact evidence for some
parapsychological occurrénces, even if
most of them are transparent
quackery.

This is understandable. Confusion,
deliberate and otherwise, is the
hallmark of parapsychology. Iis
practitioners are remarkably adept at
shifting ground. So-and-so is exposed
as a fraud? Ah, well, but you should see
such and such. A psychic failed in a set
of tests? Oh, but he succeeded in
somebody’s living room last year.
Psychology Today says Uri Geller is a
fraud? Never mind, The Berklely Barb
says he’s for real.

Obviously, it is impossible to refute
all of the claims of parapsychology. It's
rather like trying to disprove the
existence of Santa Claus. Every year,
tens of thosands of men claiming to be
Sanfa appear in the department stores
of North America. Any particular
Santa who has been investigated has
turned out to be an imposter. But no
one in their right mind is going to in-
vestigate all of them. So one of them
may be for real, for all we know.
Nevertheless, most adults would place
the burden of proof on those who would
try to persuade us of his existence. Let
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them produce a jolly fat man with eight
tiny reindeer and a house at the North
Pole, and who’ll have him throughly
checked out. Then we’ll talk. Other-
wise, forget it.

That would be the common-sense
approach.

Common sense does not .apply to
parapsychology. If There are
thousands of people running about
claiming to be psychic, we are ex-
pected to believe that some of them are
the real goods, even though no given
psychic is ever able to do anything
paranormal under controlled con-
ditions. As near as | can make out, this
reasoning (if that is the word) is
justified by some sort of strange in-
terpretation of the law of averages.
Along the same lines, if we picked a
number of apples from a bushel which
we had been assured was full of good
apples, and found that every single one
we examined was thoroughly rotten,
presumably the parapsychologists
would have us conclude that by the law
of averages there must be some apples
‘'somewhere in the ‘bushel that are
perfectly edible. This kind of logic is
beyond me.

So in this article | propose to con-
centrate on one particular alleged
psychic, Uri Geller, a former Israeli
stage magician who now claims that
his feats are for real. He is a likely
choice because he is acknowledged to
be one of the top superstars (or
“syperminds’’, as the devout like to
call them) in the psychic big leagues.
He has been featured onradioand T.V.,
had books written about him, been
tested by scientists. If his claims can be
shown to be fraudulent, then it is clear
that claims of lesser psychics, resting
on much flimsier foundations, are
placed in question, fo say the least.

Geller is the subject of a
hook by a professional stage magician,
James Randi (““The Amazing Randi’’)
entitled The Magic of Uri Geller.
Randi’;s book is a devastating expose
of the way Geller has hoodwmked

man Nell-meaning D

Geller, as many people know. claims
to be able to perform a wide variety of

psychic feats, such as bending spoons
and keys, sending and receiving
psychic impulses over distances,
reproducing drawings that have been
scaled in envelopes, starting stopped
watches, and the like. :

.Randi explains how Geller is able to
perform his feats Using the techniques
of the performing magician,
techniques which have no “‘paranor-
mal’’ component to them whatever. He
also cites numerous occasions on which
Geller has been caught while resorting
to trickery. In fact, Geller left his
native Israel when the press and the
courts there exposed him as a fraud,
ending his profitable career there as a
psychic. Included in the Israeli ac-
counts are descriptions from former
assistants and his former girlfriend of
the way Geller planned and rehearsed
the tricks he used to create his psychic
illusions. In fact, his former chauffeur
now performs many of his tricks!

The explanations of how the various
tricks are done are interesting,
although most of them 'have been
described in the literture of magic
before. But especially fascinating, and
frequently hilarious, are the accounts
of how Randi and other magicians have
themselves imitated Geller and done
“’Gellerisms’’ to prove how easy it is to
fool those who have presented them-
selves a sauthorities in the field. For
example in 1975 Randi presented
himself as a bona fide psychic from
Canada (Randi was in fact born in
Toronto) to Psychic News, a leading
psychgic newspaper in England. He
went to their offices, and proceeded to
give the "“experts’’ a demonstration of
his powers they found so convincing
that they featured Randi on the front
page as a new ‘‘discovery’” with
marvellous powers. There was no
possibility of deceit, they assured their
readers!

Around the same time, Randi also
performed in a laboratory at the
University of London’s King’s' College
before a committee of eminent
'scientists headed by Nobel " Prize
Winner Maurice Wilkins, co-discoverer

of DNA. Although tye knew in advance
that Randi was a performer who would
try to trick them, he was able to do a
whole routine of Gellerisms so ef-
fectively that they didn’t know what he
had done until he explained it af-
terwards. They were later happy .to
endorse his contention -that an in-
vestigation of apparent paranormal
phenomena is useless unless a qualified
conjurer is present.

Randi also paid a visit to Professor
John Taylor, a mathematician who has
authored @ splashy book on parap-
sychology entitled superminds.
Taylor’s contribut9ons to the “science’’
are nothing short of comical. For
example, he has discovered something
called the ‘’shyness effect’’: the fact
that psychics are often unable to bend
spoons, etc. through psychic means
while being observed, but are able to do
it when they ae not observed. In fact,
Taylor has let “’psychics” he was
testing take spoons home with them,
and bring them back bent, never
doubting for a moment that the cutlery
had been bent by psychic brainwaves.
Pandi performed a whole series of

“Gellerisms’’ before this ‘“‘trained
observer’’ without him being any the
wiser.

The so-called scientific controls used
to fest psychics are in fact nothmg
short of a scandal. Randi’s book is
sprinkled with examples. For example,
there is the famous ‘‘steel room’ in
which Geller was tested at one point,
which was not soundproof, which was
not checked for bugs, which had a large
unguarded hole on one side, and the
lock of which was found to have been
tampered with. Or. the tray of cutlery
which Geller was to bend, which was
left unguarded in his dressing room! Or
the fact that during fesis Geller’s
assistants are allowed to roam at will

among the props used . for the ex-’

periments. Or the fact that Geller’s
mentor, Dr. Puharich, holds several
patents for microelectric devices for
the deaf, ‘which are designed to be
implanted in the mouth or elsewhere on

are not auc D 5 O prs ! U AC
that during tests Geller’s every whim is
catered to, that he is allowed to run
about at will, refusing or postponing
attempts at any test, returning to
abondoned ones, and in general doing
everything he can to misdirect at-
tention.

The reports of test resulfs reveal not
only a lack of basic experimental skill,
but a considerable lack of candour as
well. Randi cites a number of examples
of dishonest reporting of key tests.

The whole question of authenticiation
has been hopelessly, and deliverately,
muddied by his followers and by Geller
himself. For example, he claims to be
able to reproduce drawings in sealed
envelopes without looking at them. In
fact, he has been able to do this trick
only under informal uncontrolled
conditions which lend themselves to
fraud. Under controlled conditions, he
has never been able to do it. Yet in
boasting of this ability, Geller will
claim that he has been rigorously
tested! The situation is similar for all
of his feats. Not a single one of Geller’s
alleged psychic feats has been per-
formed under controlled conditions
that meet scieitific standards. In fact,
Randi has a standing offer to pay
$10,000 to Geller or any other person
who can perform a single paranormal
act under controlled conditions. There
have been no takers.

The handful of scientists who believe
in Geller (notice that you rarely hear
anything about the vast majority who
don’t) have been severely criticized for
their lack of experimental skill, and for
their inability to devise acceptable
ways of testing psychic phenomena.
This is no surprise, as Randi points out.
Most of them have come from fields,
such as mathematics and physics, that
have had nothing to do with the
phenomena they have been in-
vestigating. They have been no more
qualified to investigate these
phenomena than you or |, or my
grandmother. Yef they have assumed,
with the arrogance typical of scientists,

that th re mfalllble and in
of being. f‘ool v(eLen 'g

making fools of themselves.

In the process of doing so, they have
also managed to junk most of the basic
rules of scientific method, and to
construct a whole set of “’special’ rules
for investigating parapshcyology. One
of these rules is that psychic
phenomena can only occur in an at-
masphere where the “‘sensitive’” feels
trusted. This means, for example, that
a psychic like Geéller who claims to be
able to defelct compasses may not be
searched for magents. It also means
that suspicious people are not alloweds
to be present. It is because professional
magicians give off ‘‘negative
vibrations’’ that Geller absolutely,
refuses to have them present while he
performs. (It has nothing to do with
their being uniquely equipped to detect
trickery, of course.) Yet Geller has
performed in the presence of Randi and.
other magicians when he has not
known who they were. On those oc-
casions, he has produced ““paranormal
events’’ without noticing any ““negative
vibrations’’, with the result that at
those times, he has been caught using
trickery.

But the proven use of trickery is of no
concern- to the scientists who have
investigated Geller. In fact, they have
constructed another “‘scientific rule’’
that actually justifies it. According to
them, the psychic, because of his need
to be trusted, feels compelled to cheat
whenever he can. In other words, when
he does tricks without being caught
cheating, they are proof he is psychic.
And when he is caught, that’s also proof
he is psychic.

The parascientists have similarily
turned failure into its opposite. They
asy that the fact that Geller’s stunts
often fail is proof of the fact that he is
not a mere performer, for a performer
would succeed every time! Thus, for
example, the fact that Geller was
unable to do anything on the Johnny
Carson show (Carson, a former
magician himself, made sure that
conditions were tightly controited sc
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phenomena' A refinement of this in-
sight was developed in a series of ex-
periments in which astronaut Edgar
Mitchell attempted to transmit psychic
messages from the moon. The ex-
perimenters failed even more often
than one would have jx-ected from the
law of .averages. They immediately
proceeded to claim a ‘significant”
‘“negative success’’ because their
results had deviated from the
average!!

It should be apparent by this time
that reason plays no role in the in-
vestigation -of psychic phenomena.
Consider, for example, the logic of
investigators who are perfectly
satisfied that Uri Geller is a psychic
because he can perform certain feats in
their presence. They are unwilling to
admit that Geller might have tricked
them, even though The Amazing
Randi, for example, can perform
identical, and even more difficult feats
in their presence under more tightly
controlled conditions using mere
trickery without them being able to
detect that trickery. Yet they are
unwilling, of course, to mamtam that
Randi is also a psychic. ~
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There is an amusing story in Randi’s
book  that sums up the psychic circus
beautifully. It concerns a young
psychic James Pyczynski who ap-
peared on a radio program hosted by
Long John Nebel. He was reported to
have uncontrollable supernatural
powers, which had resulted in
paranormal events happening in
listeners’ homes when he appeared on
an earlier program. Listeners were
asked to call in if strange things started
happening to them while he was on the
air.

For the next hour, the switchboard
was flooded with reports. The calls only
ceased — and quite suddenly, at that —
when Randi ‘joined the boradcast,
revealmg -that Pyczynski was his
assisiar and that the. whole thing had
en . h m. m. P e =

We may safely assume, however,
that most of the lisfeners learned
nothing ‘from their experience. The
precedents are there. Some years ago,
Margaret Fox, one of the founders of
modern spirutalism, confessed that she
had been a fraud. Most of her followers
simply refused to believe her con-
fession.

We can go even further back for
another historical parallel, to the time
of early Christianity, when Tertullian
proclaimed what has ever since been
the ultimate canon of faith: Credo quia
absurdum. | believe because it is ab-
surd. In these words is captured the
very quintessence of the irrational in
its glory — unblushing, majestic, and
self-satisfied beyond redemption.
Unreason proclaims its kingdom.
“’Nothing remains’’ as Bakunin once

'said, “‘but the triumphant stupidlty of

faith”.

The Magic of Uri Geller,
by The Amazing Randi,
Ballantine :
$1.75

Ulli Diemer

“They seem to have a lot in common.”
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Who are we?

The Red Menace is a libertarian socialist news-
letter published by a small collective of people
living in Toronto. We call ourselves the Libertarian
Socialist Collective.

What do we mean by calling ourselves '‘libegtarian
socialists''? Partly, that question is answered more
fully elsewhere in this issue (see Contents on page1')
and partly, we are still trying to work it out ourselves.
But we share some fundamental ideas:

What do we believe?

We believe that capitalism, the social system we live
under (in whatever bureaucratic, “mixed'’, social-
democratic, or "free-enterprise’ variation) is deeply
and fundamentally destructive of individuals, rela-
tionships between people and societies. There may
be times when it produces progress of some kind, but
its overpowering reality is always'its warping and
crushing of the potentialities of human beings and
societies. Our society and its advanced industrial
base give us the possibility of creating a world of
abundance in which human needs and creativity
shape the future. Instead, capitalism gives us chronic
poverty and economic crises, war, alienating and
meaningless work, commercialized leisure, immova-
ble bureaucracies, a deteriorating natural and urban
environment, oppression of minorities (and ma-
jorities), chronic social and “personal” problems,
sexual frustration, trashy culture — in short, a crazy,
miserable world that seems to be going downhill fast,
with no one in control

For many, many, people, '‘that's life’’. Thai's the
way the world is, and there's nothing we can do about
it except try to make the best of our lot.

For us, that's not enough. We believe that people
can make their own future if enough of them want to
badly enough, and act together to do it. We want to
overthrow the capitalist system and build a new world
in which freedom and creativity can flourish, a world
in which people are in control, in which they run
things democratically and collectively. A libertarian
socialist world.

Such an alternative vision of the future can never be
legislated, decreed, or installed by a coup-d'etat. It is
far too revolutionary for that, for it requires that peo-
ple change themselves even as they try to change
society. Consequently, it requires active participation
from the vast majority.

Right now, of course, we are a tiny minority, not a
vast majority. But we believe that our ideas are
reasonable and exciting, with the potential to capture
the imaginations of those who now put up with this
society.

The Red Menace

Our purpose in publishing The Red Menace Is 1o
reach people with our ideas, to develop and clarity
those ideas, and to give other people the opportunity
to share their visions and experiences through it§
pages. Through it, we hope to make contacts with
people who like our ideas, and to start working with
those people. We would like to branch out into other
kinds of activities directed at social change as well;
The Red Menace is not an end in itself (although the
enjoyment we derive from creating it is.)

If you are interested, please contact us

We need your involvement

Thinking about society and how it could change I8
something that everyone does. It is not the exclusive
province of a few theoreticians. We would like as
many people as possible to contribute to this newslet-
ter. We are especially interested in brief, to-the-point
comments on specific problems; ideas, observations,
etc. A couple of paragraphs or a page that offers a
good insight is worth more than a long dry treatise
that says nothing new. Nor does your contribution
have to be "'definitive’’: the tentative, the exploratory,
is often the most fruitful.

Among the things we are interested in: articlos
about where you work, where you go to school, where
you live, where you shop, where you play. Articles
about political activities and organizations you
are/have been involved in. Criticism and evaluation of
what's happening on the left, in the women's move-
ment, in society at large. Poetry. Observations about
culture, everyday life. Book reviews. Artwork. Reveal
ing anecdotes. Questions you don't have answers 1or
Questions you do have answers for.

We need your money

We need money to put out The Red Menace. Each
issue costs us approximately $500 to put oul,
enough that we would appreciate financial halp
from those who like it and wish to support it.

We have changed our price per issue from 75¢ to
25¢ and accordingly people who have paid up sub
scriptions will receive the magazine for a longe:
period of time.

Our new subscription rates are $3.00 for 12
issues, but if you can afford to send us more, please
do. However The Red Menace will still send out free
to those who can’t afford to pay.

Our address is:

The Red Menace
P.0. Box 171
Postal Station D
Toronto, Ontario
Canada
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