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Forward

This enlarged edition written in response to the
growing number of people seeking clarification of the main
issues involved in the classic controversy between
anarchists and Marxists enlarges and documents additional
areas of the critique. It also discusses the views of
modern marxist revisionists whose critique takes on a
libertarian direction not adequately presented in the
first edition. Passages marked in brackets are mine,
those marked in parenthesis are the quoted author's.



Economic Determinism

Economic Determinism and related terms--Historical
Materialism, Dialectical Materialism, Materialistic
Conception of History, Scientific Socialism--constitutes
the essence of Marxism. It is defined by Engels in
this famous passage from his introduction to Marx's
"Critique of Political Economy." "...all past historny
was the historny of class struggles...these wariing
classes of soclety are always the products of the
condditlons of production and exchange, in a wornd of the
economic condition of the time; [Engels' emphasis]
Therefone the economic structune o4 society always
gorms the neal basis grom which, in the Last analysis,
48 to be explained, the whole supernstructurne of Legal
and political institutions [the state] as well as the
rneligious, philosophical, and othen conceptions of each
histornical period...all monal theories are the product,
in the fast analysis, of the economic stage which
soctety neached at that particular epoch. Now a
materialist conception of historny has been propounded
and the way found to explain man's consciousness by his
being, instead of his being by his consclousness...the
counse of history 48 governed by Ainner Laws operating
IN SPITE OF THE DESIRED AIMS OF INDIVIDUALS..."
(Engels, "Ludwig Feurbach", p. 48, my emphasis).

The Critique

Over a century ago Bakunin anticipated much the
same arguments against Marx's theory of Economic Deter-
minism as did later writers. He stressed the point that
causes and effects are continuously interacting and
placing themselves. Causes become effects. Effects,
in turn, become causes, for example, "Marx hofds that
the political conditions of each country is always the
gaithful expression of Lts economic situation...he
takes no account of othern factons in historny, such as
the even present neaction of political, fudicial and
heligious Lnstitutions on the economic situation. He
says poverty produces political slavery, the state,
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(but ignores the fact) that political slavery, the state
reproduces 4in Lts turn and maintains poverty as a
condition gon Ats own existence...Manx ignores com-
pletely...a multitude of ethnological, climatological and
historical causes...which independent of the economic
condition of each country exert a considerable ingluence
on Lts destinies and economic development..." ("Letter
to La Liberte", 1972).

The article titled "Dialectics" in the Encyclo-
pedia Britannica (1969) also stresses the often decisive
importance of non-economic factors in the shaping of
history, grossly underestimated by Marx: "...many
economic facts are just as much effects as they ane
causes. ..changes in artistic tastes, in political
institutions, in social traditions, and even religious
doctrnines ingluence consumption of commodities and
thereby become deteaminants of production and Law is fust
as much a determinant as it is a product of economic
Life...Thus a maze of causal relationships results and
with causes and effects indistinguishable in many
Anstances, no social program could be built on this
foundation...".

The English economist and historian R.H. Tawney
voices much the same criticism of Marx's theory of
Economic Determinism: "...that men should have thought
as they did is sometimes as significant they acted as
they did...there is an evolution of ideas as well as
onganisms, and the quality of civilization depends Less
on physical qualities, than on a complex structure of
habits, knowfedge and beliefs, the destruction of which
would be followed in a yean by the death of half the
human nrace...there is a moral and neligious, as well as
matenial environment which sets its stamp on the
Andividuak. ..and the effects of changes in this environ-
ment are no Less progound..." ("Religion and the Rise
of Capitalism", pp. 18, 19).

The realization that the old 19th century Marxist
theories of socialism tested in 20th century practice
are not applicable to modern 1ife has spurred modern
Marxists to re-evaluate its fundamental tenets. The
dogma that science, philosophy, ethics and political
institutions are mere reflections (in Marxist jargon,
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"superstructures") of the economic mode of production
is losing ground to the conviction that these phenomena
have an independent share in the shaping of history.

Economic Determinism has long since ceased to be
among the leading trends in Marxist ideology in Western
Europe and the United States.

A pretty good sampling of this Tine of thought can
be found in the academic Marxist historical quarterly
"Radical History Review" (Winter 1878-9). Four articles
dealing with the revision of Marxism point out that
the Marxists Eric Hobsbawm, Lucks, Gramsci, "New Left"
thinkers etc. have been forced to question the validity
of the relationship between Marx's theory of economic
determinism and the "superstructure"--ideology, culture,
political institutions, etc. "How do ideas change and
develop? The 'superstructure' 4is not mechanically
determined by the economic base, but from time to Zime
dominates 4it...some have even gone 40 far as to question
the whote theory..." The Marxist Kollakowski insists
that "many factorns independent of economics make
histonical materialism a banal commonplace...”

The Marxist historian E.P. Thompson is quoted in
this connection: "...the notion of right, noi the
unthinking Lmpulse of haw hunger prevailed governed
the behavion of the 18th century food riofers. ..
cultunal thaditions obviousfy have a crucial bearing
on such economic mattens as the Law, property, account-
ing methods, state policy and the fonms of exchange..."
One of the articles by James Cronin concludes that:
"...fon fan too Long, Marxists have been content fo
utten platitudes about 'the forces of history', the
"develLopment of the productive forces', 'the contra-
diction between the 4orces and relations of production’
| and 40 on, as if these actually meant something Ln

histony..."

Economic Determinism: The Role of the Proletariat

Economic Determinism is a doctrine which in practice
saps the revolutionary vitality of the masses, conditions
them to accept capitalism and to cooperate with their
rulers in their own enslavement. To effect social changes,
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the workers must, according to Marx, adapt themselves to
the slow, progressive evolution of economic structures
because "ne social formation ever disappears before all
the productive fonces are develfoped for which Lt has room,
and new higher nelations of production never appear be-
fore the necessary materiok conditions are matured in the
womb of the ofd society." (Critique of Political Economy)

It takes a long time. "We say to the workens and
the petty bourgeoisie; 'suffen in bourgeodis society which
creates, by developing Aindusiny, the material means for
the foamation of the new society which will gree all of
you.'" [Marx on the lessons of the 1848 revolutions,
quoted by Franz Mehring, "Karl Marx", pp. 206-207.] No
matter how great the suffering, the workers are promoting
progress because "in the evolution of society, ancient,
asiatic, feudal and bourgeois modes of production consiti-
tute proghessive epochs in the economic systems of so0cd-
ety..." (Introduction to the Critique of Political
Economy) .

On the same grounds, Engels goes so far as to defend
the institution of slavery: "The introduction of sLavery
in Greece unden the conditions of that time, was a great
step fomwand...it was slavery that st made possible
the development of agrniculture and industry and with it
the §Lower of the ancient workd, Hellenism. Without sfav-
ery, no Greek State, no Greek art and sclence; without
slavery no Roman Empire; without Heffenism and the Roman
Empire as a basis, no Ewrwope...without the slavery o
antiquity no modean socialism..." (Anti-Duhring, p. 203)

The consistent Economic Determinist could just as
well argue on the same grounds that since production had
developed to a point where there was a shortage of labor
power, and since the shortage was made up by converting
prisoners-of-war into slaves, therefore, wars were nec-
essary and ultimately beneficial.

In his polemic against Proudhon (The Poverty of Phil-
osophy, 1847, quoted on p. 357 in Handbook of Marxism,
International, 1935), Marx maintained that slavery in Am-
erica was still an economic necessity, arguing that
"slaveny A8 an economic category, Like any other. Stavery
45 just as much the pivot of bourgeois industry as mach-
ineny on credit. .. .without sfavery you have no cotton,
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without cotton, you have no modern industny. . .without
slaverny, Nonth America, the mosi proghessive of countries
would be fwwed into a primitive couniny. AboLish
savery and you will have wiped America o044 the map

of nations."

Question: How progressive is a country whose very
existence depends on slavery?

Franz Mehring, Marx's official biographer, explains
that "Max not only shows that machinery and Large scale
industny created greater misery than any mode of
production known in historny, but that also in their
ceaseless nevolutionization of capitalist sociely they
are prepaning the way for a higher social gorm. . .the
machine which degrades the worken into L£s mere appen-
dage, creates ai the same iime the Aincreasing productive
fonces of soclety 40 that atl memberns o4 society will
enjoy a Life wornthy of human beings, which could not
be done before because pre-capitalist societies wene
too poon."

Since, according to the Communist Manifesto, the
bourgeoisie is the bearer of Targe-scale industry, it
is in the interests of the workers to help the bour-
geoisie to seize power as soon as possible and as soon
as the bourgeoisie develops industry,-to overthrow it.
The workers should cooperate gladly because "as Long
as the nising mode of production furtherns the genenal
aims of soclety, At 4s enthusiastically welcomed even
by those who suffer most from Lts cornesponding mode
0f distribution. This was the case with the English
wonkens in the beginnings of Large scale Andustry.”
(Engels, Anti-Duhring, pp. 167-8). A deliberate
brazen falsehood if ever there was one and a calculated
insult to the valient English workers who fought for
freedom with unexampled courage. (See E.P. Thompson,
The Making of the English Working Class).

Mehring explains that "Maix and Engels atmed at
wtilizing the Franco-Prussian War as thonoughly as
possible in the interests of the proletarian struggle
gon emancipation...Engels condemned the Leadens of the
German Sooialist Party, William Liebknecht and Augusi
Bebel, because they abstained grom voting warn credits. ..
The situation is: Geumany has been fonced info a war
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to defend its national existence against Bonaparte. ..
Bonapante's war policy was directed against the national
wiity Genmany and since the estabLishment of a united
Geman siate is necessany for the ultimate emancipation
0§ the wonkens, the war musi be supported. Bismarchk

[in prosecuting the war and unifying Germany] is doing

a share of owr work."

Engels wrote that "militarism caniies within Atsels
the seed of its own destauction...Military nivalry fonces
states to spend more and more money on armaments thus
hastening financial catastrophe. ..compulsory militany
service makes the whole people familian with the use of
anms. . . the people revolt against the commanding military
Londs. .. the amies of the princes become thans §onmed
into the aimies of the People; the military machine
nefuses to work and militarism collapses by the dia-
Lectic of Ats own evolution...gunpowdern and othen
inventions not only revolfutionized wargare, but in
nevolutionizing industry, warfare represents an economic
advance."” (Anti-Duhring, p. 192)

In an 1872 letter to the anarchist Carlo Cafiero,
Engels declared that both Bismarck and King Victor

" Emanuel rendered immense service to the Revolution by
creating political centralization in their respective
countries. "...just as in economic evolfution there 44
the tendency for capital to concenthate in fewen hands
and fon the smallen capitalist to be swallowed by the
Large, s0 Likewise in politicak evolution Lt L5 -
inevitable that the smalf states should be absonbed by
the great....” -

In criticizing Bakunin's Appeal to the Slavs--which
called for the independence of the Slavic peoples and
the destruction of the Russian Empire, the Austro-
Hungarian Empire and Prussia, the Neue Rheinische
Zeitung (Feb. 14, 1849, edited by Marx) declared that
"o Slavic people has a future for the sdmple heasdon
that they RLack the indispensable political and indus-
tniak conditions fon independence...the stubborn Czechs
and the SLovaks should be grategul £o Zhe Germans who
have taken the troubfe to civilize them by Antroducing
them to commerce, industry, aghicultural scdence and
education. . .What woutd Texas on California have gained

6



if it would be in the hands of the Lazy Mexicans?”

It follows from the above quotation that militants
who fight against slavery and for racial equality,
people who refuse to help the bourgeoisie bosses,
people who are against war and militarism, people who
are for the freedom and independence of small nations
against imperialist domination, are, according to
marxist theory, "dialectically" counter-revolutionists
against their oppressors who are unconsciously pre-
paring the road for socialism.

) Engels extols parliamentary political action and
class collaboration---"...the fwo million voters for
the German Social Democratic Party plus the young men
and women non-voters who stand behind them...foam the
most compact 'shock trhoops' of the international
Proletanian Aumy...if this goes on, we shatl at the
close of the centwry win over the greaten part of zthe
middle social Layens, the petty bounrgeoise as well as
the small peasants, and we shall come to be the
decisive powern in the Land...The capitalist parties
perish because of the Legal means set up by themselves...
the Social Democratic nevolution...4is getting on ginst
nate while abiding by the faw..." (pamphlet, "The
Revolutionary Act")

This catastrophic policy which led to the emascu-
lation of the socialist movement and its absorption
into the capitalist State, rendered the German socialist
movement (numerically the strongest in the world)
impotent to resist the First World War as well as the
rise of Nazi fascism---historical tragedies whose
magnitude it is impossible to assess.

Nature of the State

That economic factors to a greater or lesser
degree, depending on circumstances, shape events is an
indisputable fact. To assert, however, that the ultimate
cause of all social changes is to be found only in
changes in the mode and relations of production is a
gross distortion which cannot be sustained by the facts
of history.

The marxist misconception of history stems
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primarily from erroneous ideas about the origin and
nature of the State and its preponderant role in the
shaping of the economic and social 1ife of humanity.

According to the Communist Manifesto, "the execu-
tive of the modern State 4s but a commitiee for managing
the common affairs of the whole bourgeoisie."” Bakunin
maintained that the State is not merely an agent of the
dominant economic class, but that the State also con-
stitutes a class in itself and is the most powerful of
all by virtue of its monopoly of armed force and its
sovereignty over all other social institutions. In
contrast to Marx, Bakunin argued that the State is not
only the product but also the creator and perpetuator of
economic, political and social inequality.

Bakunin's critique has in this respect been sus-
tained by modern social thinkers. Sidney Hook states
flatly that "the existence of the Soviet Union nefutes
the theony of histornical materialism...since the
basic economic changes were achieved through political
action [the State]." (Marx and the Marxists, p. 124)

It was this development which Ted Rudolf Hilferding,

a noted Marxist economist, to revise his ideas about

the nature of the State: "...the Marxist sectarnian can-
not grasp the idea that the present-day State powen,
having achieved independence, L5 unfolding Lts

enoamous sthength acconding to Lts own Laws, Asub-
jecting social forces and compelling them to senve its

- ends. . .Theredore, neithen the Russian, non totalitarian
systems in general, 45 deteamined by the characten of
Zthe economy. On the contrany, Lt 45 the economy that
45 determined by the policy of the nuling power. An
analogy to the totalitarian State may be found in the
era of the Roman Empine in the negime of the Praetornians
and thein emperons....” (quoted by Hook in Marx and

the Marxists, p. 241)

In this connection the political scientist, Michel
Collinet, observes that "gor Lenin, the Revolution As
not the necessany. consequence of the productive forces,
but of a militarnized party of professignal revolutionaries
who knew how to use an effective strnategy Lo progfit by
political occasions...." (Le Contrat Social, Jan. 1957)

The Marx-Engels notion that in primitive society the
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State originally arose to "sageguard the common interests
of trhibal societies against external enemies and Laten
to protect the economic and political position of the
nuling class" is false. The contention that exploita-
tion arose through "purely economic causes...and not

at all by the State...that historically, private
property by no means makes appearance as the result of
hobbery and vioLence" is also false. (Engels, Anti-
Duhring, pp. 167, 171, 184)

Evidence to the contrary is overwhelming. A1l
competent historians and anthropoligists, among them
Edward Jenks, agree that: "...the State, in its onigin,
was not an economic, but a military institution. ..
gormed by conquest and plunder...wmilling themselves
to practice the patient ants of husbandry. ..the invading
hosts settled down Like a swarm of Locusts on their
prey. ..the nich vineyarnds and g§ields of Europe...No
permanent State was ever built unaided by an invading
host...the State itself, though intensely militany in
characten, imposes itself on a solid base of permanent
agricultune, which will supply its needs by wealth
drawn from the frudltful s0il...the primitive State was
sdimply a band of warrions under a militarny Leadern--
Clovis, Runik, Nomwman, William--but as time went on...
as the band of wariions settled down as Lords and Aulers
of thein fiefs, as hereditary successons to office and
title became necognized...the State began to assume in
varied forms the character of an imstifution, a piece
o4 machinery which maintains a pernpefual existence,
despite the death of hings and barons..." (Edward
Jenks, The State and the Nation, 1919, pp. 130, 131)

"...the State is essentially military in charac-
Lten...4ts methods are mainly non-productive...they do
not produce values, but mernely preserve on destroy them.
From 4its eanliest stages its policy has been annexation
or plunder of Lts own on alien communities...it creates
property by handing overn the nesowrces of the community
Lo individuals on small groups and this is, in effect,
what the State had done by creating individual and
private property and protecting Lt wilh ith overuhelming
power. .. the State necedived its hetuwn from this reckless
squandering of the nescunces of the community..."

9



g EERR—— ——

(Jenks, p. 237, my emphasis)

", ..the Roman Empire nests on force only, a brute
force fet Loose by the Lowest appetites...it bound every
man to his occupation...chained him and his descendants
to the same post [occupation], estabfished a real caste
system.. . the wholesale destruction of wealth created
by the subject peoples...Rome's industry Ln the second
and §ist centunies, B.C. had been war and the spoilation
o4 the vanquished...the fruits of conquest were dissipated

in a century..." (Ferdinand Lot, The End of the Ancient
World and the Beginnings of the Middle Ages, pp. 8, 65,
84, 85, 82)

We cite a few examples from the anarchist Gaston
Leval's excellent analysis of Marxism which awaits trans-
lation into English:

", The Visdigoth dynasty did not derive its onigin
from the institution of private property non grom changes
in the mode of production. 1t was the creation of the
'conquistadones' whe institutionalized the domination
and economic exploitation of the conquered peoples..."

M. .what became France, was gounded by CLovis, a
bandit who murdered his nivals and with a savage horde
0f waions from the nonth nouted the Romans and the
Geamans. With each victory he and his successons
augmented thein fonces, conquered more ternitonies, and
by plunden, rapine and extortion, engineered the
economic subjugation of the conquered peoples, dividing
propenty and the spoils of war among themselves. The
twe creatons of the State were the militanists and the
politicians, not onky in Spain and France, but also 4in
Flandens [Belgium], Germany, Russia and other northean
Ewropean countrnies, and in 1xaly..."

n. .. the State by its very nature, fends to have a
Life of its own. It is a parasitic insiitution LAving
at the expense of sockety...in Latin America the Spanish
and Portuguese 'conquistadones' seized the Land of the
natives, plundered the wiban communities, and by brute
fonce, not by changes in the mode o production, 4imposed
feudal negimes which to this day weigh 40 heavily on the
economic and political institutions of 40 many nations. ..
to give Land to its soldiens and officials, the invaders
changed the social structure of the conquered
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ternitonies..."

To illustrate the predominance of the State,
Leval points out that during the post-war period in
the newly established small States "there already
appeared Ministerns, a nepressive apparatus, foils, and
executioness. . .Thene already appear classes. The wnew
classes do not owe thein existence Lo technological
developments on changes in the mode 04 production.
They are brought into being by the newly created State--
the insitutionalized potitical authonity controlling
on dominating the economic and social Lige of the
people..."

" the economy of the newly established States...
may deterionate; mabdsd sdanvation and disease may
decimate the population; but the ministries grow. The
police and amed gorces multiply. The new bureauchacy
flowrishes. A new powerful class exploits the peasants,
fovies taxes, and suffocates the people in an avalanche
of nules and restrictions...”

" Rent Dumont, a renowned agronomist and socio-
Logist, neponts from visits to some o4 the new States
that the principal indusiny of these new countries Ls
governmental administration. In §ifteen foumen French
colonies--newly independent--economic production
declined, but the production of politicians grew. In
Dahomey, the wages of the governmental bureauctacy
absonbs 70% o4 the national income. The sdtuation 4in
Gabon is fust as bad on wonse, as Lt 44 in othen
countries Dumont visited. As soon as a peasant Learns
to nead and wiite he goes to the city to become a

functionany...” (above quotes from Gaston Leval,
La §a1acia del Marxismo, Mexico City, 1967, pp. 116, 117,
118

Bakunin anticipated just such a development:
" in Turkish Seabia...there is only one class in
control of the government---the bureaucracy. The one
and only function of the State, theregore, is to exploit
the Senbian people in order to provide Zhe bureaucrats
with all the comfonts of Lige..."” (Statism and Anarchy)
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The State and Production

Marx and Engels praised the bourgeoisie for advanc-
ing the economy by "Lumping ZLogethen...lLoosely connected
provinces. .. on small independent states Linto one nation,
with one government, one code of Laws efe..." (Communist
Manifestog This assumption, that political centraliza-
tion--the State, facilitates economic development is a
dangerous illusion refuted by massive evidence. The fact
is that wars between States devastated whole nations.
The State wrecked the economy, stifled initiative and
held back progress for centuries.

Rudo1f Rocker in his classical study "Nationalism
and Culture" documents this point: "...there 45 not the
Least neason to suppose that the evolution of technical
methods of production could not have gone on fust as well
without the creation of the national state...the foun-
dation of the national absofutist states of Europe was
associated with a sernies cof devastating wans by which
the economic and cultural development of many Lands was
for a Long Time, perhaps centwiies completely
Anhibited. . ."

"...In Spain the rise of the nationalist state Led
to a catasthophic decay of cnce fLowrishing industries
cand fo a complefe disintegrnation of the whofe econemic
Life...in France, the Huguenot wars waged by the
monarchy o gorntify the unified state, most seniously
devastated the whole fand and injured French industries...
An Germany the Thinty Yeans War devastated the whole
Land, decimated the population and inhibitfed every
cuwltunal and economic development...The rnise of the
nationalist state not only did not furthern economic
evolution in any way whatevern, but the endless wans o4
that epoch and the senseless infernference of despotism
in the Life of Lindustry created that condifion of cul-
tural barberism in which many of the best achievements
0§ industrnial technique were wholly on partly Lost and
had to be nedisceverned Latern on...how great this set-
back was can be measuwred by the fact that James Watt,
the inventor o4 the steam engdne, was for twenty years
unablfe to make use of his Lnvention because he could not
find in all England a mechanic able to bore a thue
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cylinden fon him, though he could have found many such
in any of the Large medieval cities..." (p. 115, 116)

Peter Kropotkin assessed the situation in his
masterful analysis "The State: Its Historic Role":
"The role of the nascent State in the 16th and 17th
Centuries was to destrnoy the independence of the
cities; to pikllage the nich guilds of the merchants
and arntisans; to concentrate in its hands the external
commence; fo Lay hands on the internal admindistration
of the guilds and subject internal commerce and all
manufactuning to the Last defail to the control of a
host of ofgicials and in this way, Lo RAEL industry
and the ants; taking over the Local militias and the
whote municipal administration; crushing the weak 4in
the interests of the strong by taxation and huining
countrdies by warns and the Lands wene eithen simply
stolen by the nich with the conndvance of the State or
congiscated by the State directly..."

Economic Determinism and the State

According to the Communist Manifesto, "the
executive of the modern State 48 but a comnittee fon
managing the common affains of the whofe bourgeoisie."

- Bakunin maintained that the State is not merely an agent
of the dominant economic class, but that the State

also constitutes a class in itself and is the most
powerful of all by virtue of its monopoly of armed

force and its sovereignty over all other social insti-
tutions. In contrast to Marx, Bakunin argued that the
State is not only the product but also the creator

and perpetuator of economic, political and social
inequality.

Bakunin's critique has in this respect been sus-
tained by modern social thinkers. Sidney Hook states
flatly that "the existence of the Soviet Union hefutes
the theonry of histornical matenialism...since the basic
economic changes wenre achieved through political action
[the Sfate]." (quoted by Hook in Marx and the Marxists,
p. 241
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It seems that the Marxist revisionists, true to
their subconscious loyalties, cannot face up to the
fact that their renunciation of Marx's theory of the
state and economic determinism actually amounts to the
emasculation of Marxism itself.

The Class Struggle

In the Communist Manifesto, Marx and Engels declare
that their "Zheonetical conclusicns are based on the
class stnuggle." That class struggles are a factor in
social change no one will deny. But the dogma that "the
historny of all hithento existing society i85 the histony
0f class struggles” (Communist Manifesto)is false.

Gaston Leval demonstrates that "wars between migha-
tony hondes and sedentary populations, nations and States,
count in historny mone than class wars---particularty in
Ewrope and Asia...In Spain, recall the six centurnies
of warn against the Arabs. Read the Literature of the
104h to the 16th Centunies to nealize how Little pari Zhe
class war played as compared to religioud and ractal
factons; how Little the class war figured in the con-
quest of Sicily and akmost all of I1taly, Feandens and
part of France by the Spanish aumies; the inteanational
religious wans between Christians and Mohammendans ; on
the conquest of Latin Amenica by Spain..." (La Falacia
del Marxismo, pp. 121-2.

As compared to the catastrophic impact of wars in
this century, even the most protracted struggles between
workers and employers are of minor significance.

Marx surely underestimated the importance of nation-
alism in shaping history. He thought that nationalism
would be superceded by class struggles because the pro-
letariat would become class conscious in the process of
struggle.

In this connection Lewis Mumford disagrees with Marx:
Muhen Manx wiote in the 18508, nationatism seemed Zo him
to be a dying movement...it had 4£n gact, taken on a
new Life...with the massing of the population Ainto
national States which continued during the 19th Centuny,
the national struggle fon political power cut at night
angle to the class struggle...the strhuggle fon political
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power now became a sthuggle between States fon command

04 exploitable areas...aftern 1850, nationalism became the
dnill masten o4 the restless proletariat who {dentified
themselves with the all-powerful State...." (Technics
and Civilization, pp. 189, 190, 191)

Marx and Engels believed that "medenn industriak
Laborn subjection to capitalism, in England, France,
America and Gemmany, has stridpped the proletariat of
eveny thace o4 national characten. Law, monality, heli-
gion, are fe the profetariat sc¢ many bouwrgeods
prejudices.” (Communist Manifesto)

The trouble with this argument is that workers still
nurse these prejudices and act accordingly. What a
worker thinks and feels may determine his or her
reaction to events more than what he or she does for a
Tiving.

With the coming of World War I (which according to
Marxist theory should have signaled the long delayed
collapse of capitalism), the proletariat---"the only
really revolutionary class” (Communist Manifesto),
became rabid nationalists, and even the German Socialist
Party deputies in the Reichstag patriotically voted war
credits. In opposition to Marx, Bakunin argued that the
bourgeois-minded workers in the advanced industrialized
countries are not going to make revolutions. History
proved Bakunin right and Marx wrong. The most notable
revolutions of this century have been those that broke
out in Russia and China. Nor did the October Revolu-
tion, as Lenin expected, initiate a series of proletar-
ian upheavals in the advanced countries of Western
Europe that were deemed ripe for the Social Revolution.

Marx attached slight importance to psychological
factors in revolution, but Bakunin insisted that
revolution was impossible for people who had "fost the
habit of greedom.” He left more room for people's
will, their aspiration for freedom and equality and
"the instinet of revolt" which constitutes the
"revolutionany consclousness” of oppressed peoples.

Marx's whole theory of history and economic laws
led him to predict both the inevitable collapse of
capitalism and the dictatorship of the proletariat.
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But capitalism has not only been able to survive.

It has actually become more entrenched by adopting,

in various degrees, social-democratic reform measures;
thereby absorbing the labor and socialist movements
into the structure of the State capitalist economic
system (sometimes designated "welfare state" or
"welfare capitalism").

The political scientist Michel Collinet points out
that "if the cyclical crises of capitalism ane, as Marx
predicted, a source of misery and insecunity; Lt is also
a fact that aften more than a hundred yeans, it has
not Led the wonking class to make a [PROLETARTAN] Sociat
Revolution. The ternible economic depression of 1929,
profoundly divided and demoralized the wornkens and
thein political parties who claim to represent them. ..
in Eunope the onisis aggravated nationalism and brought
on the fascist nacist neaction. 1In Amesica, the 'New
Deal' of Roosevelt; 4in France, the popular gront...
strengthened capitalism..." (Le Contract Social,

January 1967. 1 have inserted and emphasized the
PROLETARIAN to establish the point that neither the
largely agrarian Russian nor the Chinese Revolution were
really proletarian.)

The Marxist Max Schachtman, in his introduction to
Franz Mehring's biography of Karl Marx, admist the
" incontestable fact that the class struggle has not...
fed #o the nule of the wonking class that was to be
transitional to a classless society---the perspective
that Manx himsel§ held to be his unique contrnibution--
cannot be explained away..." And Max Eastman in his
introduction to an anthology of Marx and Engel writings,
1ikewise objects that "the very f§irst sentence of the
Communist Manifesto, 'the Histony of alk hithento
existing society 45 the histony of class sthuggles'’
shows the disposition to nead one's own Antenests into
the definition of facts..."”

Marx and most authoritarian socialists did not
give much thought to the forms of organization that
might translate into reality the ideal of a free, state-
less society. The dialectical method which Marx employed
in working out his theory of dialectical Materialism
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is essentially a philosophy of perpetual conflict
between opposing tendencies or forces interrupted by
temporary adjustments. There is conflict, but society
js also a vast intertocking network of cooperative labor
and the very existence of mankind depends on this inner
cohesion.

In this connection, paul Avrich emphasizes that
mankind in fact owes its existence to mutual assistance.
The theories of Hegel, Marx and Darwin notwithstanding,
Kropotkin held that cooperation rather than conflict
1ies at the root of the historical process. . ." (Intro-
duction to the 1972 edition of Kropotkin's "Mutual
Aid: A Factor in Evolution")

Early Socialistic _Labor Movement

Marx's contention that the proletariat at the
beginning of the Industrial Revolution . .dinected
thein attacks on the instruments of production (des-
truetion 0f machinesny) . . .at this stage the Laboners
fonm an incoherent mass soattened over the whole countrny
and broken by mutual competition..." (Communist Manifesto)
is false.

The workers were not an incoherent mass, scattered
and competing for jobs. the labor MOVEMENT of that
period constituted a counter-society. A closely knit
network of thousands of 1iving mutual aid, and cul-
tural associations of militants covering the entire
country, including the most remote areas.

A1l the themes stressed by modern socialists were
already voiced in the 1790s at the beginning of the
Industrial Revolution, by thousands of articulate
workers. Not only the political institutions, but the
social and economic structure of industrial capitalism;
law, ownership, power, rent, interest andprofit, com-
petition, armed struggle, the class nature of workers
struggles, etc. Marx added nothing constructive to
the legacy left by the pioneers of the socialist labor
movement which was made when Marx was still in his teens.

Wwhat is more, as far back as 1833, the radical
workers had already formulated the basic principles of
revolutionary syndicalism, SO viciously opposed by Marx
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in his campaign against the libertarian sections of

the First International: ”...the thade union wile
i not only stnike fon Less work and mone wage but wilLe
wbtimately abolish wages and work for one another. ..
a House of Trhades must take the place of the House of
Commons and direct the affains of the country acconding
Lo the will of the trades which compnise associations of
Andustny. . . it will begin in our Rodges, extend to oun
general union, embracing the management of thade and
finally swallow up the whofe political power..."

"...dn 1933 [31 yeans before the pounding of the
Finst International, 15641 a "Manifesto of the Produc-
tive Classes of Great Britain and Ineland’ was addressed
' to the 'Men of the Great Family 0f Mankind' and the

quesiion of foaming an international alliance of the
thade unionists of England, France, and Geamany had
already come unden discussion..." (See E.P. Thompson,
"The Making of the English Working Class", pp. 206,
207, 829, 830)

Ignoring the pre-industrial revolutionary traditions
of the British labor movement, Marx believed that the
factory hands, "...the modenn revolutionany wonking
class created by the bourgeoisie Atsel§ fonged the
weapons that brings death to Atselg [the bourgeoisie]."
(Communist Manifesto) Marx was wrong. The factory
hands created by the Industrial Revolution were late
arrivals. "...they did not foam the nucleus of the
Labor movement at any time before the fate 1840s.
Radical ideas struck most deeply among artisans. The
actual nucleus grom which the Labon movement dernived
thein ideas, onganization, and Leadership were made up
of such men as shoemakenrs, weavers, saddlens and harness
makens, bookeepens, piintens, building workerns, small
tradesmen and the Like. Between 1§15 and 1850 the
vast area of nadical London drew its stnength grnom no
majon industries but frnom the smafler trades and
occupations..." (See Thompson, p. 193)

Marx‘s Economic Determinism obsession which led
him to assume that the Industrial Revolution would
inevitably create and radicalize the modern proletariat,
who would, in turn, make the social revolution reveals
a serious contradiction which invalidates his theory.
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In view of the fact that the modern proletariat far
from becoming revolutionary has integrated itself in the
machinery of “"democratic" or totalitarian state capit-
alism; that the revolutions of this century were made by
"backward" peasant masses; why were, and are, oppressed
peoples revolting against their masters IRRESPECTIVE OF
"THE MODE OF PRODUCTION" considered less radical than
workers in the mass production industries of the Indus-
trial Revolution or modern industry?

flarx's theory does not explain the important, often
decisive, revolutionary role of the idealists whom
Bakunin described as "...the intelligent and noble youth,
who though belonging by binth to the privileged classes
[which included Bakunin and Marx himsel4] by thein
genenous convictions and ardent sympathies embrace the
cause of the people..." (Bakunin On Anarchy", p. 15)

The people who in his time, and in our own, left com-
fortable, even luxurious homes to fight for an all-
embracing humanitarian ideal.

Max's deterministic scenario ignores decisive
factors in revolutionary history: Man's will, his
aspiration to freedom and equality. Not merely the
mode of production but THE SPIRIT OF REVOLT constitutes
the revolutionary consciousness of both oppressed
peoples and rebels belonging to the upper classes. And
this is why Bakunin insisted that revolution was
impossible for people who "had lost the habit of free-
dom." It is this factor that goes a long way toward
explaining why Fascism came to power and totalitarian
‘regimes survive.

Vilifying the Peasants

The accusation (Communist Manifesto) that the
peasants and artisans fighting against the bourgeoisie
"to save themselves from extinction" (surely a pardonable
offense) are reactionaries trying to "roll back the
wheel of history" while extolling the "achievements" of
the bourgeoisie is an outrageous falsehood.

From the 14th century on, radical peasants uprisings
in France, England, Germany, the low countries, the
Hussites, Anabaptists and numberless other revolts
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shook medieval Europe. The great historian of
medieval times, Henri Pirenne gives a good example of
the revolutionary temper of the revolts: "...rniots
s00n changed into open revolits against the estabfished
onden. . .the peasants Locked upon the rich and the
nobles and even The Church itself as their natural
enemies. .. the priests did not escape the class hatred
that animated the masses. Communist aspirations §illed
Lthe minds of the insurgents and gave the revolt the
appearance o4 a movement dirnected against the social
orden..." ("Medieval Europe", p. 105, 106)

Dialectical Falsification of History
Versus the Free Commune

Marx's notion that the "...bourgeoisie has created
more colossal productive forces in scarcely one hundred
years than all preceeding generations together..."
(Communist Manifesto) is a great distortion. Lewis
Mumford's classic "Technics and Civilization", an
objective assessment of the relationship of capitalism,
corrects Marx on this point: "...although there is a
close histornical association of modern technics and
modesrn capitalism, there is NO NECESSARY CONNECTION
BETWEEN THEM. Capitalism has existed in other civil-
dizations, which had nelatively Low technical developments,
and technic made steady improvements from the 10th to
the 15th centuny almost without speciaf incentives of
capitalism., .. between the 10th and 18th century all the
technical preparations for capitalism had already taken
place..." (p. 26, 27, 28, emphasis added) which refutes
the silly remark that "...no earliern century had even
a presentiment that such [capitalist] productive fonrces
[existed]..." (Communist Manifesto)

Kropotkin calls attention to the fact that the
"dialectical" Materialists did not even begin to
appreciate the: "...communalist movement that existed
An the 11th and 12th centurnies...society was Literally
covered with a network of sworn brotherhoods, of guilds
forn mutual aid...it {8 even doubitfulf whether there was
single man in that period who did not befong to a
brotherhood on some guild, as well as his commune...in
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the cowwse of a hundred yearns the movement spread
throughout Europe covering Scotland, England, Fhrance,
the fow countrnies, Italy, Gemmany, Pofand, RussLd., . .An
these cities a whole new ciuvilization grew up and
fLowrished in ways unparalleled to this day..."

Peter Kropotkin--"ALL modern industry came o ub
from these free cities [of Zhe middfe ages]l. In three
centunies, Andustries and the ants attained such per-
fection that our centwry has only been abfe fo surpass
Zhem in speed of production, but rarely in quakity on the
intrinsic beauty of the product...in each of its mani-
festations, oun technicak progress is only the child of
the civilization that ghew up within the gree communes...
AL the great discoveries made by modern sededce; the
compass, the clock, the watch, printing, maritime dis-
covernies, gunpowdern, the Laws of ghavitation, atmos-
pheric pressure, of which the steam engdne L5 a
development, the rudiments of chemisiny, the sclentigic
methods already outlined by Roger Bacon and applied Ain
the Ttalbian univerndities...Where do akl these things
oniginate if not in the gree cities? 1In the clvil-
ization which was developed under the protection of
communal Liberties...in the 16th century Ewrope was
covered with rich cities...thein caravans covered the
continent, thein vessels ploughed the seas and the
nivers..." (The State: Its Historic Role, p. 29)

Lewis Mumford further illustrates Kropotkin's
point: "...wooded areas 4in Germany, a wilderness in
the 9th century, gave way to plowland, the boggey Low-
fand countries which supponted only a handful of
handy fishermen, were thansfonmed into one of the pro-
ductive s0ils in Europe...as ealy as 1150 Land reclaimed
from mansh on sea by means 0f dykes werne created 4in
FPandens. . .without the Leadership of priest on king,
they built high dykes on which whole Lowns could
stand...these feats of free Labon senved as a prelude Lo
the outbunst of individual energy that came to almost
an explosive climax in the 17th centuny..."

", . .agricultunal invigation was practiced in Mikan
as eardy as 1179...the spread of water mills and wind
mills endowed the new wiban communities with vast
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sowrces of power...mechanical inventions not merely
trans formed mining and metallurgy and glass making
making it one of the Leading arts; they Likewise removed
the need for servile Labor and provided a much greater
suwplus of power and goods than a slave economy could
provide undern the Lash of stanvation. ..in the cowrse
04 three centurnies, the Euwrope we know today was
opened on reopened for settlement. ..this geat compasres
exactly with the opening 04 the Nonth Amenican Contin-
ent between the 17th and 20th centunies..." ("The
City in History", p. 258-259) _

John U. Nef--"...the most startling proghress o4
the physical and mathematical sclences in the 16th and
eanty 17th centunies occwured in parts of Europe that
did not participate directly 4in the speeding-up 04
industnial grnowth in England and Nonthean Europe..."
Nef describes the "boom in mining and metallurgy
between the Late 15th and early 16th centurndies. . .when
much of continental Euwrope was built on nebuilt in the
new Renaissance style of architecture..." Nef also
documents the "rnemarkable industriol develLopment
especially striking An Nonthenn Ttaly, parts of Spain,
the southern Low countries and southern Germany. .."
(The Conquest of the Material World, pp. 326, 42)

T the oities movement grom the 10th century on,
s a tale of ofd urban settlements becoming entirely
self-governing cities...to Live in a corporate Lown
for a year and a half nemoved obligation to senfdom. ..
free association neplaced association by blood and s04L,
of family and geudal allegiance, fgreedom grom geudal
senvice, 4rom forced payments . . . guaranteeing mob{ ity
of person, the night Zo coin money, establish welghts
and measurnes, citizens to be tried in Locak courts,
the night to bear amms..." (Mumford, p. 263)

Pirenne, the outstanding authority on medieval
history declared that medieval communes (or Free
Cities): "...cneated a social Regislation more complete
than any other perdod in histony, including our own. ..
in doing away with the middlemen between buyer and
sellen, it assured the burgher of a Low cosi of Living;
it nuthlessly pursued graud, protected the wonken from
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competition and exploitation, negulated his Labor and
his wage, watched oven his healtn, provided ?on appren-
ticeship, fornbade women and chitd Labon..." ("Medieval
Cities", p. 148)

Edward Jenk's painstaking research found that:

M. .. the typicak village of the middfe ages in Western
Euwwope and indeed, of people in a corresponding stage
the world over, was not Like the typicak village of
modesrn France on England, merely a Rocality in which
neighbons who carvy on thein work independently happen
to Live, but a community, carrying on Aits work as a single
body of co-partnens governed by customarny rules, Zo
which abl must conform, A£ was noi competitive. .. the
sel§-governing municdipality, on borough, was the highest
achievement of the patrionchal prineiple; and agten a
dank period of nepression, At gallantly took up the
stauggle against the newer ideas of absofute rule which
produced the institution of the State...it was founded
on the undying principles of brotherhood, freedom and
voluntary cocperation, as opposed to suborndination,
negimentation on compubsony service..." (The State and
the Nation, pp. 94, 116, 118, 137)

R.H. Tawney suggests that "4t may do well ZLo
nemember that the characteristic...of the medieval guild
was that if it sprang fhom economic needs, it claimed
. at Least to subordinate them to social needs...preserve
a rough equakity among the good men of the mysteny
[association]; check economic egotism by Ansisting
that every brothen shall share his good fortune with
anothen and stand by his neighbor in need, nesist tne
encroachments of a consclenceless money-power, pheserve
professional standards of training and cragtsmanship,
and to hepress by a strict corporate disceipline the
natunal appetite of each to snatch advantages gor him-
self to the detriment of all...much that is now
mechanical was ithen personal, intimate and direct, and
there was Little hoom fon onganization on a scake foo
vast forn the standards that are applied to individuals,
on the doctrine that silences scruples and closes all
accounts with the §inal plea of economic expediency...”

M. . .the most fundamental difference between medieval
and modern economic thought is that whife moden
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economic thought normally refens fo expediency,
medieval economic thought starnts grom the position that
there 45 a moral authornity to which considerations of
ecnomic expediency must be suborndinated...the gact that
the socialist doctrnine should have been expounded as
eanly as the middle of the 14th centuny 45 a reminder
that economic thought contained elements much more
modenn than {8 sometimes suggested...” (Religion and
the Rise of Capitalism, pp. 31, 32 42, 43)

In accordance with the researches of Kropotkin
and a growing number of responsible historians, Mumford
exposes the "...Legal fiction, stilL plously preserved,
that the Medieval commune 44 a creature of the State...
the histornic cities of Eurnope are today ALL OLDER THAN
THE STATE... who Legally clfaim these nights..."
(Mumford, p. 263, my emphasis)

Mumford goes on to say that capitalism, contrary
to Marxist dogma, did not constitute a progressive
phase in the evolution of society; "...early capitalism
proved a disinteghating rathern than an integhating force
in the Life of the medieval town...precipitating a new
thading economy monopofized by a group of privileged
menchants engaged in Large scale transactions fon
immense gains [constituting]l a new hierarchy...based on
money and the power that money can command..." (Ibid.,
p. 256-257) ,

" between the 15th and the 18th century...the
political framework of the new mercantife capitalism
was the grnowth of a centralized despotism on oligarchy...
embodied in a national state..." (Ibid., P. 345)

A11 the evidence proves that Marx's distorted
misinterpretation of history that "...the bourgeoisie
played a most nevolutionany rofe...drew even the most
barberous nations into civilization..." is false, as
false as his fantastic theory that the centralized
bourgeois state is also a "dialectic" blessing.

25



o

Conclusion

Thorough research by highly qualified historians
leads to the conclusion that capitalism is not, as the
Marxists insist the indispensable precondition for the
transition to socialism. Actually, capitalism usurped,
and still usurps, the creative achievements of mankind
and reversed the libertarian trends of society the
better to subject the people to the greed of the capit-
alists and the despotism of the State.

There is @ libertarian alternative: a flexible
society permeated by individual and collective freedom,
solidarity., self-management federalsim and free agreement.
Without in the least jdealizing the medieval cities or
ignoring the internal and external conflicts responsible
for their disintegration, the fact remains that the
village communities, brotherhoods, guilds and free
cities indicate the existence of a creative libertarian
trend in the evolution of society. The alternative to
authoritarianism—-1eft or right--is to stimulate the
forces that propel society in a libertarian direction.
Like Kropotkin, Tawney writing thirty years later, found
that the "...nise of the free cities was one of the
glonies of medieval Ewwope and the genm of everny Aub-
sequent advance in civilization..." ("Religion and the
Rise of Capitalism", P. 557)

Marx's theories have not been sustained by events.
His system could be best designated as "The Dialectic
Falsification of History." There are no "laws of
history" and progress from one stage of development to
another is not inevitable. Marxism is no longer
relevant to the growing number of people who are alarmed
by the unprecedented pro1iferation of the economic and
military powers of the modern State and the concomitant
regimentation of the individual. Nationalization of
property and means of production, even in a "socialist"
State, as advocated by Marx and Engels, does not funda-
mentally alter the basic inequality between those wielding
power and those subject to it. Even Marxists no longer
believe that the State will "wither away". Freedom 1S
not merely the reflection of the mode of production but
the essence of life. The dogma that science, philosophy,
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the arts, ethics and free institutions only mirror
the economic mode of production is giving way to the
conviction that these phenomena have an independent
share in the shaping of history. A theory for the
renewal of society that attaches 1ittle or no impor-
tance to these supreme values does not merit the
respect of freedom-Toving people.
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