Tactical Problems

The rapid change of conditions and
the growing complexity of social re-
lations in the capitalist countries bring
to the front with ever increasing in-
ristance the basic problem of the prin-
ciples and of the forms of Socialist
tactics. Questions of tactice have al-
ways been the subject of heated and
protracted discussions in the camp of
Socialists, thus proving the passionate
desire of the Socialists to identify
themselves with the life and move-
ment of the working class, to find
stronger and truer points of vantage
in their struggle for progress and
civilization. But in the last two or
three decades the divergence of opin-
ion on tactics in the Socfallst camp,

‘a divergence that often seemed to be
irreconcilable; related not so much to
the question of the FORM in whick
the Sociallst struggle’should be carried
on, as to the question of the immediate
policies of the Soclalist party.

Of this latter nature were the dif-
ferences of the French Socialist fac-
tions with the advent, possibilism and,
later, of Jaureizism in France. Of the

same character were the differences|

between orthodox Marxism and Bern-
steinism in Germany and other Eu-
ropean countries, where hoth of these
tendencies found adherents.

Now revolutionary syndicalism, that
appeared in France with the begin-.
ning of this century, has squarely put
up the question of the FORM of the;
fight for immediate improvement as
well as for the conquest of the *'City
of the Future,” But revolutionary
syndicalism has brouglit forward this
question with great one-sidedness; it
has narrowed and limited the sphere
of -Socialist activity, has withdrawn
from the arena of political conflicr,
where the tragedy of human history is
being mainly enacted..

In consequence of this one-sidedness
and narrowness the revision of the
basic prlnclplea of Socidlist mctlvn|
which the ro\ohmnnu.ry svadivalists |
have undertaken, could not meet with |
‘a sympathetic response among think-, l
ing Socialists, especially if we consider |
that the syndicalists criticism is di-
rected almost exclusively.. against
phenomena, which are almost' en-
tirely peculiar to French politico-
social conditions, and for this reason
alone loses its significance for other
countries. Besides, the changes in the
soclal life of capitalist Europe, which

force upon us the problem of Socialist
tactics, had not manifested themselves
with such clearness at the time when
nyndl’cslllm made its first appearance,
as in our own tim2. R

Things are different at present, and
wé now find in the Soclalist press,
especially of Germany and of France,
a lvely discussion of the tactical basis
of Socialism, a revision of the old con-
ception of tactice, a clamor for new
FORMS of the fight.

What is the essence of this problem,
what concrete reasons and conditions
make it necessary and of vital burn-
ing interest to the thinking Sociallst?

In order to answer this question it
will be nccessary first to describe the
present tactics of Socialism, especially
the FORM of Socialist activity ‘and
struggle and to give at least in its
main outlines the origin of this FORM
and its development.

Organized
the political
ance of the

Socialism entered upon
areria with the appear-
first. international. The
international inherited from the un-
organized labor inovement of the
previous epoch certain definite tradi-
tions of warfare and tactics. Those
wers the traditions of street fights of
the working class masses and the
armed power of the ruling classes,
fights that filled with their noise and
clamor the history of the first three-
quarters of the last century,

The nations of western Europe were
shaken out of their long sleep by the
thunder of Ihe French Revoluti and

‘condition of labor and of the life of |

freedom and to wealth, the working
class was left by stepmother history
on the same bed of Procrustus, in
spite of rivers of blood shed by it in
the common cause. The - bourgeois,
having. subdued more or less com-
pletely the forces of feudalism, com-
menced with' feverish haste the erec-
tion of its capitalistic edifice on the
ruins of the old economic regime, and
ruthlessly destroyed the old economlic
relationships,

The result was that the cost of liv-
ing went up immensely. Hundreds of
thousands of working men were sep-
arated from the instruments of pro-
duction and became wage slaves. The
exploitation of labor grew more rapid.
Even the official investigations of the

the city proletariat of western Europe |
in the middle of the nineteenth cen-
tury are full of horrible facts which
disclose a picture of unbelievable suf-
fering and of a real martyrdom of the
working classes. The proletariat,
hemmed in by the meshes of capital-
ism as by an iron vise, began literally
to decay. Neither the. revolution of
1830 mor the revolution of 1848 gave
it any legal means for the protection
of its interests. The working class'had
no political rights, it could ~ncilhgr
vote -for representativeg  nor could it
have any influence on legislation. The
workers -were even deprived of the
right to orgdnize and of the right to
strike. -The great masses of the work-
Ing cliss, unorganlzed, representing
only so much human material of pro-
duction, has been literally delivered.|
bound hand and foot, into the hnmh
of capitalism, the power of which wi nv
growing with immense rapidity, Hul‘
wheneyer the misery and oppression |
reached the limit of human endur- |
ance, when the spector of unemploy-|
ment and of hunger «crept into the)
homes of the workers, the m.n.«m’
seized by gloomy despair, would gol
out into the street, build barricades
and enter into a bloody conflict with;
{the military power of the hourgeoisie.
Exploitation, misery, the absence of|
all legal means ‘of protest, the unwil-
lingnesg of the ruling class to consider |
the demands and interests of the
working class—those were the funda-
mental causes of the uprisings of the
working clasg in the epoch under con-
sideration.

‘With the appearance of the interna-;
tional the economic condition of the|
working class in the more highly rk-‘
veloped capitalist countries improved
considerably but the proletariat was
still deprived of political rights and ot
the right to organize. What tacties|
could the international recommend |ni
tho proletariat? {

At first the international was domi- |
nated hy the followers of Proudhon,
whe preached his theory of peaceable
revolution by means of co-operation
and of mutual exchange of service—
truly a theory of despair. But at the
time when the followers of Proudhon
were erowded out by the followers of
Marx, Europe was in the grip of un-
comprom'sing political reaction. The
international could not but remain
true to the traditions of the old tactics
and its turn recommended an armed
popular revolution as the only means,
for the emancipation of labor and of
mankind.

But Marx, who was the inspiration
and the gulding spirit of the interna-
tional, knew too well that, with the
unegual relative strength of the.prole-
tariat and-bourgeoisie, all attempts at
an armed social revolution, for the
near. ‘future at least, were doomed to
failure. Marx, the realist, could not
share in the romantic illusions”of the
Blanquists and Bakounists. The tactics
which the international, under the in-
fluence of Marx, ndopled were con-
fined to restraining all Immed\nte up-
risings, to propaganda, to the organi-
zation of the masses, and to the ac-

lati of power for the future.

the gi luti a-
tion which broke out in F‘rance scat-
tered all over the world burning, cind-
ers of revolt and of protest.

But while the larger and smaller
revolutions which spread like wild-

fire over the ‘European countries have
d to the bour ie the road to

It is true, that the hope for an un-
hampered, through qrganization of the
masses under the political conditions
in Europe in the sixties, might have
appeared in its turn as’a dangerous il-
Jusion. But Marx, who foresaw the ir-
resistible growth of capitalism in west-
ern Europe, also foresaw that an in-

!the fight with the soldiery of Versailles.

evitable result of this same growth
would be the democratization of-po-
litical conditions of the capitalist
states. .

We

tween Marx and Bakounin finaMy led |

to the digsolution of the first interna-|

tional.
. In reality
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The Socialists never ceased to re-
gard this political action as being. only
of secondary importance, and not only

| did they not reject the old tactics of
know that the dissensions be-|uprisings by the workers, but on the

contrary, they emphasized at every op-
portunity their loynlty to them. But
the social and polltlcnl development of

those dissensions were|events nevertheless was continually

only the immediate cause. Other more | forcing them in the opposite direction.

weighty causes in their turn cond(-:

Capital’sm was no longer causing an

tioned by .tactical problems, put ﬂl’lv increase of poverty and hunger among

end to the ex'sténce of that organiza- |
tion,

whose short-lived activity has|of development.

{ the working masses, as in its first stage
On the contrary, the

nevertheless exercised a powerful in-|growth of capitalist industry in those

fluence on the development of Social-
ism. The defeat of the Paris Com-
mune was a staggering blow to the
working class movement of Europe.
The most active revolutionary tlement
of the French proletariat perished in

The trade un‘ons of England, alarmed
by the struggle of the Paris Commune
and ‘displeased with the fact that the
international aligned itseif on the sida
of the Communists, seceded from that
organization; and in almost all other
European countries raged the blindest
reaction. No wonder, then, that, under
such conditions, any attempt to or-
ganize an‘armed uprising of the work-
ing class would have becn futile. On
the other hand, the revolutionists, who
after fleeing from Paris, invaded the
Swiss seclions of. the international and
who fighting ardor had not yet cooled
off, persl‘g(cntly demanded such upris-
ing. - Marx and Engels therefore de-|
clded to remove the international lcm-!
porarily from the stage. At the last|
congress of the International Working-
men's 'nion at The Hague, they car-
ried through a resolution to transfer
!the seat of-the General Council ‘of the
international from London to New
York, by which their end was prac-
!Icnlly accomplished. Two years later
Engels. frankly wrote that “consider-
ing the impossibility, under the um-i
rersal political ‘reaction, to fultil! its
nizgion in any other way than Ly an
{interminable bloody sacrifice, which
would have desanguinatea the work-

ing class movement, the international]
has temporarily stepped as'de Ly
transferring the General Council fo!
America.” ‘
But at the same congress at The

Hague the international, before goina

out of existence, adopted a very sig-
nificant resolution tactics, that|
proved, in fact, a valuable legacy for|
the working class movement. This |
resolution declared that the working
class ought to unite into one political |
{party for the conquest of political
power, “that great instrument for the
emancipation of the workers,”

The resolution was drawn up by
Marx. TIte historical significance
obvious, as it clearly pointed out the
road for the workers' movement, in
which, with partial exception of Ger-
many, the trade character of organiza-
tion had hitherto predominated. This
resolution determined the course
which Socialism was from then on to
take, the course of parliamentary ac-
tivity, into which it was bes'des forced

on

by the new political “conditions and
by historical necessity. In fact, al-
though the reactionary temdencies
were still strong in Euroge, the work-
inz class conquered universal ‘or
limited suffrage In one state after,

and the parliaments pro-}

another,

grcnS\’cly became centers of political
activity. At the same time, as I have
already shown, the defeat of the pro-
letariat in France, its lack of con-
sciousness and its weak organization
in all the capitalist states of Europe.
the increasing power of the ruling
classes’ and the inc¢reasing growth of
militarism, made the cld tactics of
armed uprisings and of street fights
behind barricades impossible.

Even before the congresses at The
Hague, the German Social Democrats
of both factions, the Lassallists as wel}
as the Eisenachists, had decided to
take part in the elections for the North
German Relchstag. 1t is true, that, at
first, the German Social Democrats
participated in the elections only for
the purposes of propaganda and agita.
tion. With the same purpose in viei‘
many other Socialist parties of west-
ern Europe entered the parllamentary
fleld.

countries, where the new economic
order had taken firm roots, caused a
considerable improvement in the ma-
terial condition of the city ‘prolétariat.
In addition to this fact, the constant
rise of the cost of living found in _the
'70s a sudden check in an extraor-
dinary factor, viz, in the appearance
on the market of great quantities of
cheap breadstuffs from America and
Russia. "At the same time, having con-
quered for themselves the right of
tared  organization. the workers
pushed vigorously the development of
their uniens, which carried on a suc-
cessful struggle with their not yet or-
ganized masters. And lastly, the par-
llaments themseclves began to pass
some kind of labor legislation, which
zradually led to the disappearance
from the minds of the masses of their
former distrust in parliamentarism.
And so we see that social conditions
d'd rot create any strong incentives to

impel the preletariat to street fighting
and mases yprisings.  On the contrary,
the new political conditions ' opened

for it the way to a legal defense of its
immediate~sinterests. i

Under, the influence of all the afore
mentioned causes, the labor and So-
cialist movement assumed a more and
more outspoken legal character, hav-
ing at the same time divided itself into
two =eparate organizations—into eco-
nomie trade unionism and into a par-
hamentary political party.

In 1890 the aged Engels emphasized
with great joy the triumph of these
legal tactics, sceing in them the prom-
ise of success for the social movement
in the present, und of its final victory
in the future. g

In his preface to Marx's “Class
Struggles in France,” Engels wrote as
follows:

“The growth of the Socialist vote is
s0 spontaneous, g0 constant, so irresist-
ible and at the same time so peaceable,
that it can be compared to a natural
process.  All attempts of the govern-
ments to check it proved powerless.
If this growth continues at the same
ratio in the future, then at the end of
the century we shall have with us a
majority of the votes of the middle
strata of society—the small farmers
and the small trades people—-and we
shal]l hecome the predominating’ power
of the land, before which all other
powers will have to bow, whether they
wish it or not. To safeguard this
growlh ghould be our prime task. Only
one thing can stop the growth of our
power, to permit ourselves to be pro-
voked into a great armed conflict with
the military, and to suffer a blood-
letting like the one in Paris in '71.
The irony of history turns all things
upside down, We revolutionaries, we
destroyers, are succeeding better with
legal methods of battle than ,with extra
legal action and destruction. And the
so-called parties of law and order are
drawn toward their ruin by the Jegal-
ized social regime which they them-
selves have created. They are now
crying out in despair like Odillon Bar-
rot: ‘La legalite nous tue' (‘legality
is killing us'), while we, with the help
of this same legalily, are developing
strong muscles and ruddy cheeks and
are the picture of life and health. And
if only we will not turn so insane as
to let ourselves, to the satisfaction of
our enemies, be drawn into street
fighting, there will be nothing left for
them but to smash their own and for
them so fatal legality.”

The Socialist mevement until recent
years followed 'in the main this plan
outlined by Engels.

The activity of the Socialist paruu
of western Europe, whatever their dif-
fererces, was for the most part con-



fined to the same thing—propaganda,
organization, participation in clections
and activity in the parliaments. How-
ever pronounced the differences be-
tween Marxists, integralists and re-
visionists, the FORMS OF ACTIVITY
are tle same with all of them. They
differ only in the scopée of their pro-
grams, in thelr valuation of conflicting
social forces, in questions of parlia-
mentary tactics.

.1t is true that now and then we
find exceptions, as, for instance, the
gensral political strikes during the ‘903
in Belgium and at the beginning of
this century in Austria-Hungary, but
those were exceptions that had no ef-
fect on the direction of the interna
tional Soclalist movement, =

And s0. from a categorical denial of
any value whatever to parliamenlary
action, the majority of the Sociaiists
cane to recognize in it rertain positive
and useful forces. This evolution of
Socialismm and the causes underlying it
I have treated in another article; but
thig evolution has not affected the
I"ORM of the Socialist struggle.

' In ‘recent years the growth of the
numerical and moral power of Inter-
national Socialism, and the increasing
danger of an armed conflict among the

. civilized nations of Europe, have given
rise in certain Socialist camps to the
development of a tendency in favor of
actuve mass uprisings in order to avert
an international war. In general, So-

< cial'sm i3 beginning to manifest «
marked tendency toward activism (di-
rect action). But, as I have said in
the heginning of this paper, the ever
changing And ever more complex con-
ditions of social life In western Eu-
rope have brought forward the neces-
sily of a revision of the tactical con-

. ceptions of Socialism as a whole. The
urgency of n revision of this concep=
tion in order to decide whether or not
a change is necessary, is recognized by
all thinking Socialists,

What, then, are the new facts, the
new phenomena of soclal life of west-
ern Kurope, that so insistently demand
this revision?

To all thinking observers of contem-
porary social and economic relations,
it is. becoming ever clearer that tha
countries of capitalist production are
moving with rapid strides toward a
serious «crisis, pregnant with ominous
consequences., The symptoms of the
impending ecrisis are becoming more
frequent and better defined.

In one of his articles tn the Neu
Zeit, to which we shall presenly re-
turn, Kautsky, not without foundation,
says, that capitalist production greates
in the capitalist class an irresistible
tendency toward intensified exploita-
tion of the working masses, On the
other hand, there is growing in-the
proletariat with the same irres'stible
force a desire to resist the increase of
exploitation and of misery. These two
opposing tendencies, engendered by
the development of capitalism, determine
the inevitableness of “the class struggle.

If, in reality, the wretchedness of
the working olass is not always on the
increase, nevertheless its indignation
against the existence of miscry at all,
its determination to do away with the
yoke entirely, are constantly growing
in the masses as their culture and con-
sciousness are being devéloped.

But at times capitalist production
creates with the inevitableness of a
natural process such conditions that
the actual misery of the masses be-
comes acute. After forty years of
comparative improvement in the ma-
terial Qell-beln‘ of the working class,
capitalism has obviously entered upon
a phase characterized by aa accentua-
tion of the misery of the masses, by
a shaking of the econom’c and there-
fore of the whole social structure of
our civilization.

First of’' all we observe a rapld rise
of the cost of living from which not
only the countries of capitalist produc-
tion are now suffering but also coun-
tries of a lower cuiture, of a lower
stage of economic development.

1 said before that the appearance
in tho 70s on the European market of
cheap Russian and especially Ameri-
can foodstafs then checked the rising
prices of articles of f{irst necessity.

The cheapness of American bread-
stuffs was the result of cheapened
transportation, which came with the
rapid growth of American raliroad
systems and with the equally rapid de-
velopygnent of transoceanic communica-
tion between the old and new worlds
But another and more direct cause of
the cheapness of American breadstuffa
was the fact that American capitalisth,
unchecked in its triumphant march,
could grab for purpjses of exploita-
tion immense stretchess of unusually
fertile and unoccupied soil. Naw all
the arable land in America, or rather
in the United States, has hecome the
pritvate property .of large or small
landlords. This circumstance’ was
again followed by a rise in the price
of bread, which affected the European
worker the more heavily because of
the hizh import tax that exists in most
capitalist countries,

The rapidly increasing organization
of commercial capital, which is assum-
ing colossal dimensions and dominat-
ing more and more productive capital
and the markets is, in turn, to a great
extent contributing to the universal
rise in the cost of living. The fall in
the price of ®old, caused by the dis-
covery of new gold fields and by im-
proved method of mining, also had a
serious effect upon the increased cost
of living. The constant increase of
taxation, caused by the unchecked
growth of militarism, has th> same
effect. ) 5

Militarism is the direct offspring of
imperialism; the latter is the own be-
foved child of capitalism in its present
stage of development. 3

Not n,lnnyd(u‘s militarism  cause a
constant growth of the burden of taxa-
tion, which falls most heavily on the
toilers—it is also becoming Jmore and
more a menare to the peace of all
Furope, and at any moment, under the
intluence of some trivial, unforscen
oircumstanee, may provoke a terrible
fratricidal war among the cultured na-
tions of Europe.

The danger of such a war hecoming
more and more imminent cannot fail
to produce a growing feeling of un-
casiness and a nervous tension in the
toiling masses and in a great measure
accentuates their opposition to the
present structuro of sociely, forcing
them more and more to adopt extreme
measures in their stroggle. [First, be-
cause with the present organization of
European armies, which in wartime
absorbs almost the entire population
of able-bodied citizens, and with the
strongly developed international char-
acter of commercial and industrial re-
lations, a great war would Inevitabty
create a frightful economic crisis, the
like of which mankind has never be-
fore experienceds In the second place
such a war would result in the mutuat
extermination’ of hundreds of thou-
sands of toilers, and the Europcan
working class is too deeply permeated
with a consciousness of the interna-
tional solidarity of jabor to remain in-
different bhefore such a prospect.

The increase of taxation, the high
cost of living and the growing danger
of war are the three main new factors
peculiar to the present stage of capi-
talisme

Along with these stands another
factor of great prominence and in-
fluence, viz, the ever-growing organi-
zations of the capitalists for défensive
and offensive purposes. Gigantic
trusts, manufacturers’ associations and
industrial allances make it ever hard-
er for trade organizations to maintain
themselves oven in conntries where
they possess strong and rich unions.

<Capital which at first yielded to the
sudden onrush of a growing working
class movement, now opposes to the
solidarity of Jabor the solidarity of
the money bag, and has succeeded in
forging a strong weapon not only for

Is this ph a ary
one, created by passing causes, or is
it permanent? The answer to this
question, one way or the other, is of
incalculable importance for the po-
litico-social prognosis of our times.

All earnest and unbiased “econom-
ists, who have investigated this phe-
nomenon, unanimously declare that it
shows every indication of proving pro-
longed and then permanent. And we
cannot but agree with them. 5

def , but also for offense. Besides,
the reduced cost of production, which
grew out of universal competition in
the world markets, is the main source
of the vapitalists’ success. No wonder,
therefore, that they so savagely resist
!hx demands of labor for higher
wages,

And so the changed politico-gocial
conditions in the capitalist countries
force upon the workers the necessily
of ndobllng more energetic means in

the struggle with their oppressors. At
the same time frade untonisnt is meet-
ing with ever greater obstacles in the
shape of strongly fortified citadels of
capital.

Cap the struggle of the workers
then, a struggle which is growing
fiercer through the appearance of new
and mighty stimuli, remain within the
same confines in which the working
class movement has been developing
up to the present?

Even Kautsky, who, as we shall see,
is opposed o a change in the old
tactics, answers this question nega-
tively.

He advances the following reasons:
The organized proletariat represents
only a minority of the working classes.
The unorganized majority, at times
when the social conflict becomes espe-
cially embittered, will undoubtedly go
out on the street, moved by that
mighty, irrepressille sentiment of col-
lective indignation and revolt which
is created by solidarity of suffering
and by the idealism of a passionate
desire kindled in the hearts of thou-
sands. This was illustrated, in Kaut-
8ky’s opinion, by the bread riots of
last year in France, Germany and
Austria. The suffraz. rights, whtch
the toilers possess to a grealer or
smaller extent in the European coun-
tries, cannot, in the present state of
affairs, which constantly grow worse,
serve as a lghtning rod for popular
discontent.

Although the organization of the
workers has not yet reached its Ilmlu.
it is Impossible to suppose that there

will ever come a time within the capi-|

talist regime, when all
will be organized,

Capitalism is always striving to op-
pose to organized workers the mob of
the unorganized. If the uapulullon of
a given counlry cannot supply the
capitalists with the necessary contin-
gent of such workers, they procure
them from abroad. Besides, there are
occupations in which organization is
almost impossible, as. for Instance,
among the hundreds of thousands of
government employés.

However great the percentage of or-
ganized workers in relation to the rest
of the population, however great the
influence of the former upon the
latter, elemental general mass up-
ris.ngs, in which.organization piays no
part Wwhatever, are not impossible,
even though organized workers may
take part in the movement

Universal suffrage is no better cdl-
culated to enhance the confidence of
the, masses in {egal means of redress.
In the first place, the intervals be-
tween elections are long.  In the sec-
ond place, the dssolution of parlia-
ments is entirely in the hands of the
execulives, and the latter surely will
not appeal, if they can help it, to the
clectory in times of great popular agi-

the toilers

tation. Finally, not all the niass of
the population participates in  elec-
tions. Far from it. Women, with

rare exceptions, have no suffrage.,. A
considerable percentage of male work-
ers are deprived of suffrage even |
countries where the electoral systemn
has a democratic character. In Eng-
land, for instance, at the election of
1906, 7,300,000 could vote; while had
tho principle of universal suffrage
been in actual force, 9,600,000 would
have had the vote. In Germany only
male cltizens who have reached their
25th year can participate in elections;
and in 1900 there were in Germany
more than 2,000,000 citizens between
the ages of 21 and 25. Forecign work-
ers are excluded from voting; and in
addition not all the workers are free
to register their vote according toj
their convictions. Finally, in 4 num-
ber of countries the workers are al-
together deprived of the right to vote,
and -the desire to coriquer that right
may be the cause of a general up-
rising.

“And 80, argues Kautsky, “the
suffrage right does not remove the
possibility of maas uprisings. It may
only limit its field of action and nar-
row its immediate causes, but no
more."

The soeial conflict is reaching a
stage where mass uprisings of the toil-
ers become inevitable. As the work-
ing class movement grows, it naturally
assumes more and more of 3 mass
character.
movement; and the future is

But this is the organized

What," then, shall be the attitude
of the Sociallst party with referonce
to this new factor? How should the
Socialists reckon with it? Can they
persist i the same lines of action.
which they have followed so far, with-
out end ing their inft and
without delaying the hour of victory?
Both in the German and French So-
ciallst press we find insistent demands
for a radical change in the matter of
tactics. Naturally those are the de-
mands of the minority; nevertheless
they introduce much of Interest in the
discussion of the fundamental prac-
tical problems of Socialism.

A work by Charles Albert and Jean
Duchesne devoted to the questiogn of
Socialist tactics and entitled “Le So-
clalism Revolulionnaire.” appeared in
Paris last year, The authors of this
work state the symptoms of the ap-
proaching social storm. They are con-
vinced of the inevitableness in the
near future of Fevolutionary mass out-
Grursts. But they have no assurance
whatever that the results of these out-
bursts will be the formation of a new
society on the basis of emanclpated
and organized labor.

The cause for doubt as to the vic-
tory of Socialism the authors find/only
in the fact that Socialist tactics are
now out of touch with the general
trend of the social struggle. Accord-
ing to them these tactis have been
barren of results even in the past.
Neither on the political nor on the
cconomic field have they contributed
to the devel t in the of
the true Socialist consctiousness,

In order to add to' the weight of
their criticism, the asthors devote a
portion of their work to the formula-
tion of the.aims of revolutionary So-
cialism as a factor preparatory to the
social revolution. They make an ex-
cursion into the field of social philoso-
phy, subjecting to a severe criticism
the Marxist conception of Soclalism.
which they regard as the principal
cause of the tactical blunders of the
Socialists.  ®arxian . Socialism, they
say, is based exclusively on data of
economics, and the material concep-
tion of history serves, so to speak, only
to reinforce this thesis, Marxism is
still predominant in the Socialist
parties, and in a somewhat modified
form it per even revolutionary
syndicalism. Marxism has formulated
several so-called laws of soclal evolu-
tion, which purport to explain the ab-
solute necessity and the comparative
case of the expropriation of the capi-
talists by the workers. But, according
Lo the authors, a closer and broader
study of social evolution has con- -
clusively shown that ‘the alleged
Marxiah laws possess neithor the in-
cvitableness  nor  the almoluteness
which are claimed for them. To sub-
stantiate their contentions the authors
advance an array of proofs that have
slready been brought forward by all
critica. of Marxism,

As a matter of fact economic reve
lution does not inevitably lead to So-
clalism, is the assertion of Albert and
Duchesne. With the praiseworthy in-
tention of reinforcing the struggle for
he emancipation- of labor with the
unconquerable power of an iron law,
Marxism has divested Social'sm and
its gurcly human elements, which are
regarded as all too frail, all to change-

able. And therein, according to the
authors, lies the lund.nmenhl errar
of Markism,

. In reality, they say, it we take 8o--
cialism in its true essence, leaving
aside its numerous schools and teach-
ings, if we survey the aggregate of
the aspects and phenomena of Social-
ism in everyday life, we shall have to
Admlt that it is in the first: place a
new and more concrete form of an
age-long striving of humanity for lib-
erty, justice and equality. On the day
when it first became clear that the
realization of liberty, justice and
€quality is impossible 'lthout a radi- x
cal ch of the

ot society—on uut day Soclalism was
horn.

(Continued mt Sud-y )
—_—
"Wn't you be very, very happy
:l:lon your sentence is over?" cheer-
ully asked a woman ¢
o of a convict
“I dunno, ma'am, T dunno,” gloomily
answered the man.
“You don't umn" exclalmed the

with poasible.political or economic ele-

‘“Why not?**

mental uprisings of the street.

“I'm in for life.”—&
"—New  Orl
P Orleans



(Continued from last Sunday.)
. The historic necessity of Bocialism
‘from this point of view appears with
‘striking clearness, assert the authors.
While the bourgedisie can in a large
measure satisfy this growing desire for
{ndividual liberty, because it has con-
1'ﬁi;‘.ua for itself the material basis
‘for this liverty, the propertiless,
| erushed in the vise of economic want,
are painfully conscious of the gharp
[gontrast between their’ ideals, .

its struggle will appear truly insignifi-
cant when compared ‘with the ob-
stacles in our path. The boflrgeoisie
was a real economic power. It dic-
tated its terms to the political powers.
It furnished great statesmen and great
administrators to the monarchy. It
Possessed also  great intellectual
power, the result of its riches and eco-
nomic ‘independence. Before it had
commenced its actual revolution, it

‘and’ strivings and the sordldness of
‘their dally life. The dispossessed,
“therefore, are yearning for'the reali-
Igation of an economic order in which
M too may at last enjoy liberty and
Wlb’. This 48 the origin of So-
Pnnn, the true rel'gion of democracy.
[ It is to be noted that Albert and
Duchesne, notwithstanding their revo-
Jutionary syndicalist leanings, are not
afraid of the word democracy,” which
in the mouth of the syndicalists sig-
' mifies a great variety of things. Only
| by opposing the spurious democracy
| of the bogrxeolaie the true democracy
of Socialism, 1. e, a regime based on
‘economic justice, can the Jast remnants
'Aol -prejudice in this sphere be de-
| stroyed in the minds of the mhsses.

“The authors do not deny that So-
elalism is also an economic problem
| because the realization of the Social-
‘LA ideal is impossible without a radi.

-change in the system of produc-

n and distribution. The conflict
that divides contemporary society is
‘an economic conflict; but the causes
that force men to seéek a solution of
| this conflict Ly means of Soclalism lie

in the sphere of morals.

Here the reason’ug of the authors is
obviously becoming ‘strained. 'That
aoral elements greatly determine the
‘Boclalist ideal goes without saying;
that yearning for soclal justice is the
_mainspring in the Socialist struggle,
1s also undisputed.  Nevertheless, So-
[ clalism, as a definite ideal of an eco-
“nomic order of soclety, erected on'the
.principle of collective labor and com-
'mgn ownership, is irmly grounded on
- actua! economic data. Were this data
‘of & different ‘order, then other means
“than those of Socialism would have
‘become necessary for the realization
of social justice, equality and liberty.
“1f economic revolution had not created
contradictions that can be solved only
through collectivism; if it had not pre-
_pared the ground for Socialist organi-
gation In the future, then Soclalism
. ‘would be a Utopia, & noble humani-
tarian dream, devoid of a firm hinlprl-
cal foundation.

But to return to our authors. After
_stating that the evolution of capitalist
|“soclety does riot inevitably lead toward
i Boclaliem and that in the formation of
the Soclalist ideal the moral element
18 the predominating factor, they come
| £o the following practical conclusions:
. _"Following closely the develop-

ments on the economic field and
- adapting to them our tactics and our
propaganda, without again being car-
.vled away by Ulopias, we must never-
| theless make use of the traditional
| motive power of consclous will. Tt Is
‘time to call iInto service the great
powers of idealism, faith and en-
thusiasm which fromi the first forma-
_tlon ‘of society have moved and sus-
~tained mankind. Only in this way can
Wwe extricate ourselves from the thral-
dom into which we have fallen.”

In other words, it is necessary, ac-
| cording to the authors, to add a deeper
moral hue to the Soclalist movement
[ And to direct all efforts toward de-
stroying in the minds of the masses
helr reliance on a mere mechanical
| Sevelopment of a matural process.
| Buch were the only true, the only So-
[ Galist tactics even in tho past. they

;"W. " And now, when the bourgeols

- soclety, weakened by its own centfadic-
‘tlons, is beginning to totter, these
[ factics become especially urgent and
r}‘;m: for only in this way can
E’M be formed living creative power
fapable not only ef giving the final
 push to the tumbling order, but also
of erecting on its ruins the temple of
l'ﬂl!'th\led and regenerated humanity.

Let ug, they say, imagine the mis-
8lon the working class has_before it
fhis. mission is tremendously great
#d complex. * The difficulties’ which
bourgeoisic had to overcome in

had 1éted a th gh moral revo-
lution. - In additoin, it was the creator
of public opinion. What, on the other
hand, does the proletariat represent
now? Nothing but an appendix to the
machine. The part of thg prolétariat
in ic life is reduced to un
ditional obedience. No Initiative comes
from it. If here and there a few
.proletarlans succeed in finding an out-
let to light, to real education, they
almost invariably leave their class and
are absorbed by the bourgeoisie. The
great organs of the press, the makers
of public opinion, are in the possession
of the capitalists, and the proletarians
‘are disarmed in this field also. What'
then is left to them? By what means
can they attain their liberty? "There
is left to them only the power of the
masses, their numerical superiority.
These advantages may give them vic-
tory. But only on the condition that
they be deeply inspired with an irre-
sistible: revolutionary spirit and i
clarified Socialist vision. The activi-
ties of the Socialist parties, the "au-
thors assert, have resulted in just the
opposite. And here we arrive at that
portion of their, work which contains
their indictment of the present So-
clalist tactics,

The Sociallst party = not fulfilling
its fundamental revolutionary mission,
the authors say, because its original

fighting =pirit and revolutionary en-
thusiasm hdve gradually died away
under the influence of pariiamentar-
iem, whose methods it has adopted.
At first parliamentarism was only onc
of the many tactical means employed
by the-Socialists. Later it became the
center of ‘the party's activity, became
the soul of the party. Parliamentary
tactics developed more and more and
brought to life such situations as com-
pletely transformed the party.

The Socialists have get up as their
task the conquest of political power,
and their participation in pnrllnmen-
tary activity and life has ‘naturally
tostered and confirmed in them the
hope of attaining their goal in a legal
way, by means of a majority of the
electoral ‘vote. AB the working class
is numerically the strongest, it is the
natural heir -to pardlamentary power.
One faction of Socialists, however, like
the Guesdists’ in France, considered
the question of political power from
a theoretically different point of view.
They degnrcd that political’power can
be captured only by means of a revo-
iution., In realily there is no differ-
ence between them and the other So-
clalist groups. They also send their
representatives to parliament, where
they do thé same parliamentary work
ag the others; for parliamentary ac-
tivity 18 everywhere the same.

By concentrating the attention of
the masses on parliamentary activity
and parliamentary successes, while not
arousing them to other forms of ac-
tivity, the party Is destroying in them
the active spirit and kecping them in
a passtve state. ]

But the parliamentarian of the
party works injuries in other way¥
also. The main mevers of -Socialist
consclousness, the leaven that keeps
the revolationary spirit in the masses
alive, are the Socialist intellectuals
“(I'elite Soclaliste), who are the ablest
propagandists, the sincerest Socialists.
The constant contact of the elite with
the masses Is the best means for up-
holding Socialist ideals on the altar,
of the social revelution. If this elite
is separated from the masses, the 1at-
ter become soulless and sink into in-
(rtia. The chief duty of the revolu-
tionaries lies, thérefore, in the preser-
vation of uninterrupted contact be-
tween the masses and the courngeous
torch Learers of Socialism. But parli-
amentary tactics lead to just the op-
posite result. They separate the in-
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tellectuals from the struggling masses;

they rob the army of the toilers of

members who are “their soul, and
drive the leaders into the world of
the bourgeoisie. Not only are the best
standard bearers of Socialist ideals be-
Ing. removed from the struggling
masses, but, through the nature of
their new work, they are also being
removed from true Socialism, A
Deputy has now to deal no more with
Wworkingmen's  organizations
s.vely; he must devote his time to the
affairs of his electoral district, which
is a mixture of heterogenous social
clements. _The electoral district en-
slaves the Deputy and burdens him
with a muass of petty obligations and
considerations, so that the retention
of his seat in parliament becomes the
dominating object of ks activity.
And this is not all. His election to
parliament gives to the Socialist
propagandist i secure soclal standing
that is entirely bourgeois.

The Socialist intellectuals are com-
posed, according to the authors, of
men who have received .from the
bourgeoisie all the refinements of cul-
iure, but who are tormented by hun-
ger for social justice. To these rebels,
who should have been welded into one
with the fighting proletariat, parlia-
mentarism opens a way back tq the
bourgeoisie,

The autliors paint in darkest: colors
the baneful {nfluence of parliamentar-
ism on the moral evolution of the
party. © Campaign interests are para-
mouny; people are finding their way
into the fold of the party wno have
no business there, who nave their own
interests to serve; the spirit of op-
portunism and of compromise is get-
ting the upperhand, and the energy)
of the organizatiolj is directed to-
ward aims that are anything but revo-
lutionary.

Here, then, are the three main
arguments of the authors against par-
liamentarism: 1, It displaces the cen:
tial point of attack by transferring it

‘m!o the sphere of a purely legal_battle

and fostering in this way a hope of
introducing Socialism by peaceable

means. 2. It severs the Socialist- in-
tellectuals from - the proletarian
masses. 3. It Jowers the moral stand-

ard of the party and obscures the
real object of the - Socialist struggle.

Albert and Duchesne, it is to be ob-
served, declare themsclves against
parliamentarism not on general prin-
ciples as the anarchists do, but from
purely tactical considerations. In the
place of tho discredited parliamen-
tarian tactics, they propose the forma-
tion of a revolutionary party whose
main object shall be. the promotion
among the masses of the Socialist
ideal in jts exalted purity and in-
violabflity. “Our aim before all,” they
say, “should be to create In the land
a passionate desire for a new popular
state, bused on economic justice, a
state In which there shall not remain
a single vestige of exploitation of man
by man.”

Such a party would present a clear
cut ideal of future society and would
work out a plan of Socialist erganiza-
tion. 8o far the Soclalists have re-
frained from presenting such a plan.
For this reason their propaganda has
not brought the desired results and
Socialism itself has become obscured
in the minds of the' masses.

The new party would take no part
in elections and would be represemted
in none of the bourgeoisie institution-
tions. Only by means of direct ac.
tion would it exert its influence on po-
litical life. “If," they say, “we are
told that the possibilities for direct ac-

jon in the sphére of .politics  are
limited, then we shall widen those
limits."

Unlike parliamentarism, direct ac-
tion is not limited to one particular
form of expression. Its forms are de-
termined by life and are therefore as
manifold, as rich and as unforseen as
life itself, ¢

Onrly such tactics, according te the
authors, can give the best results. By
rejecting parliamentarism, Socialism
will remove the main obstacle that
retarded the growth of its moral in-
fluence, that distorted its character.
that obscured its redl ways and aims.
By planting itself unequivocally on the
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| basis of direct action the party would
accelerate the growth of a truly revo-
lutionary Socialist conscigusness in the
masses, would develop and strengthen
their fighting spirit and power, and
would join again the general march of
social evolution. In other words, only
the tactics recommended by them
would create all the elements which

\alone can give victory to the working

'class. .

The authors do not deny the benefi:
jo(‘ some reforms promulgated by the
,present bourgeois governments. Such
ireforms may at times oe yery useful,
{especially if they are of such a char-
lacter as to facilitate the revolution-
|ary struggle by creating more favor-
jable conditions. But such reforms can

{also be enforced by means of direct

jaction, by external pressure on Zov-

(ernments and parliaments, and there

would be no necessity for Soclalists to
be seated in parliament. The authors
assert that, in fact, reforms are grant.
ed only wheh popular disaffection and
discontent reach a point where furthex
delay hecomes dangerous,

But should the adherents of the new
tactics declare war upon Soclalist
parliamentariem, upon the present So-
clalist party? No, say the authors;
the new party is not anti-parliamen-
tary, it is aparliamentary. And bhe-
sides, the destruction of parlidmentary
Socialism would be undesirable as well
as impossible.

Finally, after declaring themselves
against parliamentarism {n France,
the authors admit its justification and
necessity in Russia and even in Ger-
many. They go further and say that
even in France, under certain specific
cireumstances, an ¢lection contest .may
be of great social Importance, But
though not all parliamentary action is
utterly useless, it has nevertheless
nothing In common with the specific
revolutionary  Soclalist movement.
Only when this truth is clearly under-
stood m'n:_ accepted by all will there
be no objection to oyr Joining forces
with the purnnmenmry‘SoclaHsu on
certain occasions, '

The main objection to the above
criticism of the Socialist party is that
the authors built their argument on
facts taken exclusively from French
political life. Even granting the ac-
curacy of the facts, the question arises
whether the negative effects pointed
out by the authors ara not due to
specific peculiarities of French condi-
tions rather than to parliamentarism
as.such. “1f the first conjecture is true,
then the remedy would be not the
rejéction of parliamentarism, but the
finding of ways to overcome the in-
fluence of those peculiar conditions.
Thé authors have not even touched
this question, and their whole argu-
ment is thereby greatly weakened.

Such phenomena as the subordina-
tion. of everything else to campaign .
intérests, as the intrusion of self-seek-
ers into the ranks of the party, as the
frequent treachery of prominent party
leaders, are unfortunately among ‘the
ills of French Socialism. Happily such
sad incidents occur now with less
frequency among the French Soclal-
ists, and the reason for this lies in
the higher organizing efficiency of the
party. The lack of organization in
all French political parties created
conditions favorable to'the appearance
of “self-scekers and was mainly re-
sponsible for the negative side of
French political life in general and
of the Soclalist party in particular.
After lh’ consolidation of all factlons
of French Socialism, the party took
up with renewed vigor ‘the serious
work of organization, eliminating all
the foreign elements that crept into it
during the time of disruption and dis-
organization. That lacz of organiza-
tion is the main cause of all the nega-
tive results of Socialism is proved by
the fact that wherever there is a
strongly organized- Socialist party,
those phenomena are reduced to a
minimum.

Equally groundless is the authors’
argument that parliamentarism es-
tranges the Socialist intellectuals from
the masses. Far be it from us to
minimize the importance of these in-
tellectuals, - these ‘“‘porteurs des

torches” in the social :truu!e. But
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true that a Deputy must look after the
interests of his electoral district as a
whole. But if he is a sincere Social-
ist this duty toward the local interests
of his constituency (and a Sorcialist
constituency at that) can very well be
combined with the general fight for
Socialism. SR

But assuming that p:\r!iam'enmﬂsm
is indeed the cause of many negative
manifestations in the Socizlist camp,

to assert that parliiamentarism seduces
them from the path of righteoushess
is a cruel insult to those of whom they
spoke with such respect and even
reverence. Why must a man, who has

sincerely devoted himself to the serv-!
| jection?

: 2 In life there i ot -
ice of Social'sm, who has no aims of ‘o pobedbedhon v i i
personal advantage, inevitabiy jose his | their good features.
contact with the struzgling masses 1t a true estimate of parliamentarism

and even cease to. be d true Soclatist]it 18 not eaough to exhibit its ob-
jectionahble didey, it is necessary also

as Asot:n as he receives ..x seat inparlia- |, oint out the advantages that it
ment? The authors give tWo reasons:  qffpers ;
& .In hecoming a Deputy, a Socialist| Can the working class and the So-
mist devote himself to the interests cialist par'y that represents it dis-
of his on.ti‘r_c electoral d'strict and has| card the weapon of parliamentarism
no time, therefore, for Socialist propa- {in preszent democratic countries, with-
ganda., 2. As Deputy he is placed in jout injury to general politico-sorcial
a position financially secure. progress and to the successful spread
These arguments -are, to say thejof Socialism? Why, the authors them-
ledst, untenable. The truth of the|selves admit that there may arise mo-
matter is that even in France the So-jments in the life of a nation, when
cialist Deputies havpen to be the most! the outcome of an election may be
active propagandists. " The position of|of supreme social importance. But
Deputy usually gives to a map a cer-| participation in election in democratic
tain prestize; tho uticrances of ajcountrigs presupposes preparation and
Deputy  usually carry moroe weight|orgwfization adapted for such activity.
with” an andience than the words of ' How can ‘such organization coexist
a private citizen; and it goes without with an anti-parliamentary crusade

saying that every sincere Soculist;th.}t preaches absenteism to the
l'-‘P"l’f will make tfie vtmost.use of masses? It may so happen that in a
these advantages in the interests of deciding campaign, when upon the

party propaganda. Again this =awe|outcome of an election may Jdepend
‘material Security of a Deputy refieves | the fate of a regime or the general
him of the necessity of devoting the!trend . of a country's politics, the
greater part. of his time to working for| workers imbued with the anti-parlia-
a living, it gives him lewsure which he [ mentarisin of our “revelutionary So-
can use for active propaganda It is{uuhsls“ will stay away f(rom the

is this sufficient ground for its re-.
!to the powers that be that further

{solute: all tacties have their bad and |delay might prove dangerous.
In order to arrive ! assertion contains a good deal of truth.

booths and by so doing make certain
the victory of reaction. The authors
say that in such a case the masses
waould go oat into the street. But
eruption into the streets to fight,
against an unfavorable \'erdlc?. ap-
proved by a majority of the votors
may not always give positive results.
The same may happen in the struggle
for reforms. Reforms, assert the au-
thors, are promulgated only when the
indignation of the masses is & warning

This

On the other hand we must not for-
get that the number of advocates of
a certain reform in parliament may
also kerve as an indication of danger
in case of delay. Besides, external
pressure may not always bring the
desired results, if it is not supported
by simultangous action within the
walls of partiament. In such a case
the numerical strength of Socialist
Deputies may be of decisive impor-
tance. If, for instance, the coalition of
Sociulists and Liberals in the Belgian
Parliament had at its disposal a dozen
more votes, universal suffrage In Bel-
gium would have been an accom-
plished fact by this time. The ad-
vantage of a few votes made it pos-
sible for the Belgian Clerical party
sueccessfully to resist the advocates of
electoral reform, in spite of violent ex-
pressions of disaffection and indigna-
tion among the masses,, The example
of Belgium disproves hest the asser-
tion that there is no correlation be-
tween the promulgation of progressive
reforms and the numerical strength
of their advocates.in parliament.

The premises of the authors in their
discussion of Socialist tactics are in

general correct. They state that So-
cialist activity runs mainly within the
confines of a pullamenuu;um and that
this circumstance is responsible for
the decrease of Socialist energy in the
masses. - They have also shown that
this circumstance may lead to conse-
quences dangefous to Socialism, espe-
cially at the present ‘time, with the
growing social antagonisms, the in-
ereasing danger of war and the gen-
eral unstability of all social founda-
tions. But having started from the
right premises, they followed the-
wrong road and came therefore to
wrong conclusions,

Their conclusions would have been
logically correct if they had discounted
the importance of contemporary dem-
ocratic institutions; if they, like the
anarchists or even like the Guesdists,
had denied the possibility of any po-
litical or social progress within the
capitalist states. Butrin one chapter
of their book the authors plainly prove
that the working class must not rely
entirely on its economic organization,
and that political events often exert
& great influence on economlic and s0-
cial relations. Having admitted tho
nocéssity and possibility of fighting for
immediate improvements under the
present system, they have come into
collision with logic, for it is just in this
struggle for immediate improvements
that parliamentarism becomes one of
the strongest of weapons. '

In. order to carry their point at all |
the authors should have proved that
under no circumstances can dirvect ac-
tion and political actioa exist side by
s'de. that they are mutually exclusive
forms of procedure; but they have
done nothing of the kind, ’

( Continued nexrt Sunday.)
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Pannekock, the well-known Social-
Yh writer, has subjected the ques-
of Socialist tactics to a thorough

.analysis in a series of articles in the
':)hlu Zeit. Firgt of-all, he states the
nd that social antagonisms are be-
coming more acute. The rising cost
%ﬂ 1iving, the increase of taxation, im-
J‘rhlmn the growing danger of an
_fnternational war, keep the masses in
il mle’ of constant excitement, and
them to’ strain every effort in
@ﬂun of their interests against the
croachments of the capitalist octo-
hich .-runhv.-n them in ite deadly
1es.
E‘.«ln' order to clarify the essence of
‘the tictical problems of Socialism in
view of the changed politico-social
yditions, . Pannekoek .at first at-
m.l to ' find an answer to the ques-
, why has not the proletariat con-
quer.d political power lnmg since, not-
withstandlng its numerical superiority
and its economic function?  Why, all
sugh history, could an insign ficant
ority rule over an overwhelming
A‘m‘do[lty’.'
_ Bhe principal  causcs  underlying
th'ue phénomena -are, according to
Pannekoek, the foll wing:
4 First, the intellectual superionty of
the ruling minority, Living as a class
‘on garplus value created by labor,
?Iml having ‘absolute control of the
Tmachinery of production and ex-
 change, the ruling minority monopo-
- ‘lm science, mm}: fact alone gives it

”ltnmendnux a’ fantage over the un-
| educated masses. Whenever the ex-
_ploited - majority, driven by despair,
. rose against its oppressors,-the latter,
thanks to the aforementioned ad-
vantage, - have always found the
means for the suppression of the up-
| Tsings; and the chains which
maseges, in an elemental outburst of
hatred, and anger have attempted to
' break, have been riveted more firmly.

peasant wars are this
kind.

With the advent of the bourgeoiste.
education ceased to be the monopoly
. of the ruling minority Universal
,education  was -and is still  being
~gradually introducgd everywhere, the
+ thick mists of ignorance which be-
| clouded ‘the toiling masses are scat-
 tered, science is bheing democratized.
! But there remain ‘other means at
“the digposal of the bourgeoisie for
‘the maintenance of their rule. Fore-
most among them is the moral 4n-
: flusnce on the masses To this end
_ the bourgeoisic makes use of the
#chool, the church and the press, all
three important factors in keeping
i‘“‘ proletariat in spiritual subjection

to the pessessing classes

“ Another means for midintaining its
rruh over the toilers which the bour-
| Beoisie has i it strong organization.
- A well organized laumrll\ is always
stronger than a great unorganized

mob. Such an organization the ruling
class possesces in- the form of the

state. The sinsle-mindedness of a

wili which directs this organization,

& will which starts from the center
and exacts avtomatically obedience
“even at the remotest points of the

periphery, is the main cause of the

mighty power of the bourgeoisic
. However great the population. each
ctizen in his relation to the state is
only ‘a helpless atom, which, at the
first sign of insubordination. is auto-

matically and ruthlessly crushed by a
“shrewdly devised mechanism. This
- Power of the state has always been
Used aguinst the masses, and they
“bave learned te hate and to fear it.
I When the spirit of revolt is aroused
- In the toilers, when the isolated atoms
n to cohere, then the state em-
b}bn the police and the army.

* In 50 far as the economic function
r“ the bourgioisic hecomes superflous
f‘lt deteriorates into a parasitic class.

economic rearon for its domi-
'ifm disaprears, and with this dis-

Appears also its moral influence on
the proletariat. There remalns to the
%h‘""ﬂolli(‘ only one means by which
ean maintain its rule, and this s
,q:.:u Organization of the state with all

 Instruments of coercion.
But, ‘says Pannekoek,

instances of

-the con-

the*

| The uprisings of the slaves and the |
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quent of thc state’s power shonld not troi over the parliaments, lh(n says [and intense exertion, discipline will he

be the object of the proletarian strug-
gle; on the contrary, this struggic

of the state with the view of its ulti-
mate complete annihilation.
Pannckoek is.far from .n.nn.rtlnsm

Pannekoek,
electoral

parlinmentary tactyes,

for obtaining the end in view
reality there is nothing of the kind

contests and cnl)ghtenmemi
should be direc’ed against the power |of the voters would be the hest means | koek. will hav
But in !muc« t pressure
the
In order to create such favorable con- | vidw

ietrengthened and perfected
Mass uprisings, according to Panne-
for their ymmediate
on government and on
“What i

have in
Pannekoek. an extra

bourgeoisie
' mays

we
“is

When he says that the proletariat |ditions the masses have to fight first |parliamentary political activ ity of thé

must aim at the annihilation of the

for constitutional reforms

and 1h4‘rl“ working

bourgeois state, it does not mean th:.t'lhv) meet their principal stumbling [ fluence on the pelitics of the coun-

he is opposed on general principles
to the idea of the state. Fut, at any
rate, on this question the author oc-
cupies a peculiar  position, which

{ block, With the social relations be-
coming miore and more antagonisti
| politica) power s the only weapon ieft

{in the hands of the ruling classes

class, which exerts its in-

try directly, and not through repre-
sentatives

Such action must not be confounded

¥wuh street uprisings Even though

brings him very close to the r(-\’n—:'l‘o promulgate reforms which would |street demonstrations may sometimes

lutionary eyndicaliste, In what wa
can the nruletarmn a.rmy destroy the
bourgeoix state?
The power of the
Pannekoek, lies in’
periority and its cconomic function
This function, thanks to econwomic
developments, is daily hecoming more

proletariat, saye
its numerical su-

decisive and all-important. Reside:
the proletariat possesses two other |
wonponn:—-nrg:mizz;x',on and knowi-

Ledge

The first stage of pmlnlan.m knowl-

gradually developed inte the coli-
sciousness of political and class strug-
gle
proletariat frees itself from
ence on the hourgegisie,
growth of its politica)
destroys the spritual
the ruling class
Orguanization
ated units into cohesion,
the atoms are not united,
they move in opposite
sum total of their efforts is nil’ But
when lhey combine, their mass power
is materialized, and ; sin “le collective

depend-
and
congelonEness
dominance of

As long as
as long as’

will i created. Organiz: on develops
also the idea of i« pline, which
means that the activities of the in-
dividiual are determined not by his

own judgment, not by his personal
interest, but by the will and interest
of the organized collectively. * The ex-
periences of the class struggle have
broadened gnd strengthened this prin-
ciple of discipline. And €0 to the or-
ganization .of the ruling minority is
opposed the organization of the toil-
ing majority. When the latter shall
become stronger than the former it
will destroy it and supplant it

Only in this way, declares ‘Panne-
koek, can .tho sociai revolution be
successfully accomplished. The idea
of a forcible conquest of political
power by a minority with the object
of using this power to establish the
Socialist regime is a vair illision
The social revolution can come only
as a result of a deep process of trans-
formation in the consciousness and
character of the masses. They must
evolve into an active power, into »n
united humanity, capable of con-
gciously deciding upon their owy fate
and entering openly and courageously
into the fight against the ruling power.
To make the success of the revolu-
tion certain it is necessary that the
masses become a separate and active
organiem, with a life of its own, with
members and organs of it own—in a
word it is necessary that there should
srow up a worling class Socialist
state within the capitalist state. The
struggle between these two organiza-
tions will be a struggle of two an-
tagonistic forces, each of which will
aim @t the complete annihilation of
tho other.

The Socialist parties openly declare
that their aim is the conquest of po-
litical power as a preliminary to the
reorganization of society on Socialist
principles. Pannekock, on the other
hand, declares that the aim of the
proletarian army should be the de-
struction of this power and the crea-
tion of a power of their own and of
wenponu of their own. According to
Pannekoek, then, the policies which
have dominated international Social-
ism are radically wrong, being no
more in accord with the genéral trend
of the social struggle. The conquest
of power by means of parliamentar-
ism is, in his opinion, a most danger-
ous illusion. If true democracy were
a l‘eallly in capitalist countries, if
parliaments were the real centers of
all political power and if the masses
could exert a direct and complete con-

Thrnugig class consciousness the |

the |

brings the disassoci-

directions, the|

facilitate the acquisition of political
lpowt-r by the toiline masses would te
suicidal for the bourgeocisie. It will

lhcr( fore have to put up a desperate |

’rcsixmm'r‘ and the struggle wili he-
come increasingly embittered.  As v
[nm(hu of the contending forces have
{mad~ use of their most powerfil
| weapons,  The bourgeois'e has no
takén recourse to its military power
ito crush the parliamentary
lency of Socialiem;
|(hc other hand,’

the proletariat,
had

on:

lits politicnl pressure
inot tested its economic
nor ifs organizing vower In this con-
|tlict the proletariat will become vic-
ilunous only when its organization wiil
be able to crush the jatter Con-
sequently the mere attempt 6f con
iqucrinr state power through parlio-
ment inevitably leads also to the
;nccr ssity of destroyving this same state
powes.

There remains, then, only one way
'(nr the revolut'on to succeed, the way
\Indh ated by Pannckoek. But  the
;hvlhs of the party vs Pannekock,
lead in a diametrically opposite di-
im” lon Socialist activity, according
'(n Pannekoek, reduced to elec-
tions, )ndur\nnl strikes, par!l amen-
tmry business and jelitical enlighten-
ment of the workers. There is no
difference in this regard between the
!rlghl and the left wings of Socialisn.
The only difference between them
that the right bel'eves that in~this
vi'n:\ ‘Socialism will be introduced with-
out any viclent upheaval, while the
left pins its hopes on
which will break out at a given mo-
ment with elementa] force and which
will sweep away the capital'st regime.
We have here the old style revolution
resuscitated, with this difference, how-
ever, that now the party organization
stande rrnd) to' take' over the power
and to claim the fro ts'of the victory
brought about'by ﬂm elemental up-
rising of the masdey. The latter will
have pulléd thé éhestnuts out of the
fire for the party organization which.
meanwhile, w'll have changed into a
new ruling minofity.  Such a theory

Av yer it

is

s

of evolution Pannekoek calls the
theory of inactive waiting.  (Theorie
| The ad-

|do- activelosen abwartens )
herents of this theory are passively
waiting for the great mass uprising
instend of actively preparing for it

The tactics which Pannekoek
urges the Sccialist parties to adopt
are the tacties of active mass upris-
ings, the broadest application in all
its fnrmx of the theory of “direct ace
tion.” He does not concern himeelf
with the elemental upr'sings of the
unorganized, he thinks only of “a defi-
nite new form of activity of the or-
ganized workers.” These tactics are
dictated by life itself and are there-
fore the only true tacties.

Threugh the practice of active mass
struggle the orgunization of the work-
ers will be perfected and strengthened.
Hundreds of thovsands of workers
who are mnow .faf from Socialism,
whether from fear, fmm indifference
or from lack of faith, would be drawn
into the movement and would tuke
part in the struggle. Up to the pres-
ent, ideologic dissensions have played
a great part in the working class
movement and have split the prole-
tarian army. 'These disseusions will
lose their importance, thanks to the
practice of mass struggle, which
sharply exposes the class antagonlsm
of soclety and clearly illumines the
class sclidarity of the toilers. At the
same time the inner strength of the
organization will develop. Under the
pressure of the requirements of the
struggle, o struggle: full of sacrifice

mass uprising, |

be expedient. the most characteristic

;manifestation of this action is the gen-
ceral strike and deserted streets,

accend- |

Pressure on administrations and on
| the bourgeo sie from without by micans

t|of direct mass action is, accordinz to

Pannckock. beceming the more nec-
essury. as the influence of parliamen-
tarism in politico-social life is notice-
ably weakening in all eapital st coun=
tries. while the working class at the
same time s forced to submit mere

thrown on theland more to such insufferable condi-
edge is class consciousness, which is | scales only its numerical strength and | tions as

has |
pre-eminence bimové

are, beyond the jurisd ction
and the power of parliaments to re-

The larger trades organizations as

[ well as the political party organiza-
tions hesitate to enter openly upen
the road of maes uprisings, fearing to

jeopardize their existence. Such he!
tation was excusable and even fu
tiehle ‘'n the carly stages of orzan -
working

tien, of the forcen of-the
class: but at present, when the roli-
darity and the organization of the

proletariat have
of development;
groundless;

In developing his ideas on this ques-
tion. Pannekoek arrives at some very
bold and erig'nal. if not quite con-
vincing, conclusicas,

The egeence of
says, in something
cannot be killed by annihilating its
material form. Under the influence
of long tra'ning during the orzanizing
period the very character of the prole-
tarians has undergone a remarkable
change.  Dissolve the organization—
the workers will not, because of this,
change again into individualists, who
cared on.y for their personal interests,
for their petsonal wage. - The princi-
ple of d'scipline, the sentiment of
class solidarity, the habit of collective
organized action will survive in them.
This spirit of discipline,, of organiza-
tien, innate ‘n the present proletariat.
creptes new. form for its manifesta-
tion. Generally, when one speaks of
mass uprisings, of active mass strug-
eles, the popular movements of -the
first half of the last century are taken
as examples But there can be no
analogy, according to Pannckoek. In
thoge times the aim of mass uprisings
was merely the overthrow of a hated
rezime or the conquest of power by
means of a single revolutionary act.
Having achieved the r alm the masses
submitted te the dominion of another
organized group, of another organ-
ized mincrity, 2

The mass movement of our times,
says Punnekoek, alse has for its alm
the conquest of power, with this dif-
ference, that we know it is possibie
of ach’evement only by means of a
broad Socialistic organization of the
workers,  Our immediate aim is a
definite reform or a definite conces-
sion, | e, a step forward in the weak-
ening of the enemy and a step for-
ward in the strengthening of our own
forces

But th's is not all. The masses of
our day in a class sense, are different
from the masses which took part in
the revolutionary uprising of forfmer
days. In the historic mass uprisings,
according to the author, the bourgeole
elements were mainly prominent. In
those days the fighting mass consist-
ed of mechanics, peasants and small
producers, who psycholog cally ‘stood
very close to the petty bourgecis class.
It was therefore quite natural that
those masses, reared in individualism,
could not for any length of time re-
main in a compact state, and that
they should disperse immediately after
a successful or unsuccessful uprising
—individuals, who, for an :nstant com-

reached a high state
further hesitation is

organization, he
spiritual, which




Tactical Problems

bined, again turned into amorphous,
impotent atems., But now things are
different. Now the masses which are
capable of direct uprising consist of
city prolemrlans. of workers employed
in the large industries. They are of a
difrerent- class c\haracter. they are
swayed by other ideas, by other sen-
timents and methods of fight than
their petty . bourgeois# predecessors,

Pannekoek is convinced that the
new forms of proletarian action are
inevitable, that they are forcibly
brought to the front by the diron logic
of life. He therefore asserts that,
should the party declare itself asa’nst
the tactics recommended by him, the
mass struggle, active mass uprisings
will nevertheless proceed to assume
ever larger proportions. But, he says,
if there .should arise a conflict be-
tween the demands of party discipling
and the proletarian fighting spirit, the
‘harmeny and unty of the workers'
movement would be destroyed and the
attack of the workers' fprces on the
position of the enemy would be
weakened.

It must be admitted that there is
much in the tactical plans outlined by
Panneckoek which is ambiguous and
a0t complete.  What i3 to be. under-
~ slood.-under “anninilaticn of the state's
power”? Can this annihilation pro-
ceed gradaally? Of what character

must the workers' organ’zation be

which is to replace the bourgeois
state? What status will associations
and parties have in this organization?
To all these most important questions
the authcor does not give a clear and
direct answer. Besides, Pannekoek
asserts that the importance of parila-
ments '3 declining, that the best means
for obtaining reforms is external pres-
sure on the ruling clasSes; neverthe-
less, he ‘does not demand categorically
the rejection of parliamentary action.
And so the principal question of tac-
tics, the question of .the relation of
Socialists to parliamentarism and of
the relat'onship between pariiamen-
tary action and other forms= of So-
cialist struggle remains unanswered
by Pannekock. "

Besides being ambigzuous and ob-
scure, the reasoning of Pannekoek
appears to us tco metaphysical, 1In
outlining his tactical plan the author
iguores the real condjtions of ‘social
life,. and concentrates all h's efforls
on Ltho logical development of his cen-
tral idea.

The struggle of the working class
takes place not in an empty space,
but within the confines of the state.
The gains of the working c.ass move-
ment in the sphere of politics do not
in the least destroy the mechanism of
the state; they only lead toward its
democratization, toward .ncreased in-
flucnce of Lhe working classes upon
the legisiative apparatus of the state
and toward a corresponding decrease
of the influemce of capitai. And it
‘couid not be otherwise. Therein act-
ually lies the cssence of direct politi-
cal action of the proletariat and of

the other working masses us far as
th's struggle has any concrete aim at
all. Can we find In the political pro-
gram of the Soclalist parties a single
demand, the realization of which
would undermine the foundations of
state organization? Can we find such
a demand in the minimum progsrams
of the workingmen'’s association, pro-
grams covering the immediate neces-
sities and interests of the laboring
masses? ;

Kantsky, in his controversy with
Pannekoek, "has, among others. the
following cecrrect argument in refuta-
tion of the latter's viewpoint:

We demand, he says, extension of
| public schools and the 'ncrease of the
teachers’ staff—would this demand
lead to the abolition of the depart-
ment of public education? ~We de-
mand the broadest sccial legisiation
for the carrying out of which im-
muense appropriitions are necessary—
tra] organization, i. €., department of
finance? We demand the displace-
ment of the standing army by a na-
tonal militia—but this ' nevertheless
presupposes the existence of a cen-
tral organization, i. e., department of
military affairs, ete.,

The struggle of the working class,
then, not omnly does not lead to the
destruction of the organized state, but,
on the contrary, the more the de-
mands of the workems are realized.
the closer becomes the union of the
working class with the state. This
un’'on is, of course, based not co moral
or ideal principles, but merely on
practical expediency, as the working
class is intenl on the destruction of

the bourgeols ideal and on ,
ing its own labor ideal of the sta
Whoever regards such results as §
fjurious to Social'sm must also reject
direct political action. But to admig
the necessity of such a struggle and |
at the same time to seek the deﬂmo.fﬂ
tion of the state is sheer nonsense.
Pannekock's assertion that the im- ;.‘
portance of €ocialist groups in the
parliaments is on the decline is alse
not cecrect. The power of the prole-
tariat within Pariiament is in direct
relation to its power outside of Par.',
liament. A strongly organized work-
ing class'in a country strengthens the '
influence and importance of its par- {
liamentary representatives, and the
strength of the latter enhances m%
defensive and offensive powers of the
working class. Only in those con.-j
tries are the Scclalist pnruamenuqi
groups weak in which the labor mové. ‘4
ment is weak. When the latter as- |

sumes considerable proportions, m.,!
parliamentary group can, 'n its mn.;*}!

be of great assistance to the wow;;j
class. From this peoint of view m*i
numerical strength of the group is of

greas importance. The coal miners 4
strike in England, as Kautsky rightly &
remarks, is an ilustration of this 4
truth. Under the pressure of t.ho1r1
strike, Parl’ament was forced to pass

the bill of a minimum wage. 'l'hhj
bil] was not entirely satisfactory l‘f-"i
the workers. But if the representa- 4
tions of the English proletariatin Par-
linment were more numerous, the re- 1
sults, no doubt, would have bheen far ‘

better, y
cContinucd nexrt Sunday.) i




Tactical Problems

(Concluded from last Sunday.)

Charles Albert, Duchesne and Pan-|
rekoek are the champions of direct|
masg action. The opposite V.ew on
in his articles ‘Die Action der Masse"
and “Die Neue Tactik.” hautsky
wishes to prove that direct action of
the masses can be only destructive,
and not creative, He says that when

unbearable oppression or the menace]

of a great, danger dr.ves the masses
into the stréet, they can attain for the

time being a singleness of will for de-!
structive purposes, for the overthrow'

of an individual or of an institution,

which in the eyes of the people is the!

immediate cause of that oppresson.
But when it comes to the question of
building up a new Institution, of re-
organizing the whede soclal structare,
then things become more complicated.
Preliminary deliberation of plans of
reorgan zation, deliberation and dis-
cussion of numerous compiicated de-
tails'ls necessary for such a purpose,
Can any one imagine a Parliament,
in which tens or even hundreds of
thousands ars sitting? Beside, crea-
tive, positlve work requires consid-
erable length of time. Put the maas
cannot for any length of t'me remaln
in_a compact condition. The individ-
uals, of which the mass consists, must
¥ork for a living, must cat and sleep,
must attend to their personal affairs,
ete.

These arguments
not we!ll founded. History furnishes
exactly opposite instances. "It is true,
that the idea of a new state, of a new
political “organization cannot spring
up suddenly in the heads of the toil-
ers in the very moment of conflict,
But the direet uprising is preceded by
propaganda and agitation of the revo-
lutionary and opposition parties, who
have been preaching definite plans of
politica] or social reorganization.

When .in the spring of 1871 the
people of Paris found out the true in-
tentions of Versailles, they gathered
in great numbers before the City
Hall, proclaimed the Commune and
then and there elected a committee
to arrange for elections to the Com-
mune Council. Could it be asserted
that the idea of the Commune spransg
up suddenly in the minds of the work-
ers? Long before the uprising of
March was this idea preached amonsg
the people. It met with popular ap-
proval, and, when the masses took to

of Kautsky are

Mr’ms to drive out the supporters a(’!
content them-  etarian organization did not pass with-
wut out effect. The number of the organ-

Versailles, they did not
iselves with ‘this destructive act,
immediately followed it up with o cre-

struggle of the people and of the prol-

ifous. el ts a 5

lized and co

ative act in carrying out a plan of’lhe people is now too great for thelr
this question is expressed by Kautsky  ,.iay reorzanizat'on, for which they|irfluence not to be felt in a mass con-

| were

ganda.
the de!'nh of the new constitution,
the new social charter, was left to the|
representatives of the people. DBut it!

prepared by previous

{cannot he said that the action of the
.maé-mw was confined to the destructive
) act,

{ Kautsky f~lrtht'r_ asserts that the re-

sult of mass action may prove reac-
| tionary." No doubt it may, if we rea-
! 30n in the abstract. - But if we keep in
mind the concrete conditions of con-
temporary reality in the foremost Eu-
ropean countries (and only they are to
be considered), then such a result is
hard to conceive.

The main point (n Kautsky's argu-
ment is the heterogeneous composition
of the mass, which may go out into
the streets. Kautsky disagrees with
Pannekoek, - who asserts that the so-
cial composition of the mass, 'and
therefore its collective psychology,
has undergone a radical change*as
compared with the past. According
to Kautsky, it is inccrrect to des‘gnate
or the

clusively proletarian

olution as bourgeois, It is true, saya

{monarchy and feudalism.
tié mechanics In their social position
stood very near to the wage laborers.
The class composition of the mass was
then as well as now very diverse, with
this differcnce, that at present the em-
ployes of great capitalism predomi-
nate.

Kauuky has figured out that of tho
whole population of Germany, if we
exclude the agricu.tural class and
children, about 30,000,000 could take
part in a national] movement. The or-
ganized workers, counting even the
Christian and Hirsch-Dunker societios,
represent not more than one-ténth ot
this mass. Thorefore, says Kautsky,
the uprisings of great masses at tha
present time can be only a movement
of the unorganized elements.

But were there no changes at all
in this respect for the last 100 years?
Kautsky himself wrote on this subject
as follows: “Forty years of political

propa- i
Qf course, the deliberation of;| such a mass uprising may be.

oth

I
i

which participated in the Frénch I(M-!

i

number of :ans-culpttes was Ireat, and |

flict, however elemental and sudden

The influence of the organized mass
will undoubtedly be felt not only in
the aims of the movement but also in
‘the choice of the methods of the strug-
gie. It will restrain the masses from
almless action and useless initiatives;
in certain cases it will keep them from
yielding to provocation and will also
be able to put an end to the movemant
at the proper time. In this way we
may hope that the direct uprisings of
the masses in the future will not de-
generate into such npegative forms as
was often the case In the past.”

And yet Kautsky openly contradicts
kimself in basing his argument on
analogy.

Mass movements, he says, are a fac-
tor in the politico-social struggle. on
which the revolutionary and opposi-
tion parties cannot count in their dc-
liberations on tactics. One reason for
this is that it is not always possible to
set in motion direct action of the peo-
ple just at the moment when it wouid

the contemporary figshting mass as ex- D€ most opportune, even though therc
mass | May be the hest reason for such an

uprising. '
In times of great popular agitation

Kautsky, that wage laborers were very | the opposition and revolutionary par-
little represented In the Parisian revo- | ties may prepare the masses for such
ilu(ionary mass, which was tighting the jan uprising: they may even make use
But Lhcaur the possible active uprising of the

masses. But in nine cases out of ten
they will suffer defeat should they
tuild their politics on the hope that
the uprising of the revolutionary peo-
ple will take place at the desired mo-
rent.

It is true that the masses do not
always revolt when it is most urgent,
#hen the political parties are eageriy
and impatiently wishing such-an up-
rising. But even so, is Kautsky's val-
uation of mass movements.right?

The well-known gclentist, A. Bauer,
who is far from being a Socialist, in
his work, “Essai sur la Revolution,”
expresses a different opinion even on
the historical mass actions.

“Collective action,” 'says. Bauer,
speaking of mass uprisings, “Is not al-
ways the expression of blind anger,
the result of badly organized move-
ments, the accidental unification of
onergy, without a distinot alm In vlew.
On the contrary, it may be organized,

"By E. STALINSKY
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regulated, it may have a distinct ob.
ject in view. It may aleo possess all
the necessary means and resources for |
obtaining tlte same.” This definition
is, In our opinion, historfcaily nearer '
the truth than Kautsky’s estimate of
mass uprisings. The latter, holding
fast to his point of viow, is opposed
to any changes in the tactical concep-
tion of the Socialist parties. He only
admits the necessity for the Socialist
parties to utillze street demonstrations
as a means of the struggle, by organ-
izing and. directing them. In every-
thing ‘else the parties must pursue
the old tactical lines. Socialists, ace
cording to Kautsky, ought to join ele-
mental popular movements by seeking
to dlrect them toward Socialist aims.
But fhey should not preach direct .
mass action, nor prepare them, nor -
count on them. g

In the forexoing chapters we have
onumerated the three different views
on the tactical problems of Socialism
in western Europe.

Charles Albert and Duchesne have *
rightly indicated the necessity for em-
phasizing more strongly the moral ele-
ment in the Soclalist propaganda and
struggle. Pannekoek, within certain
limits, gave a correct estimate of the
conflicting ‘social forces and of the
changed conditions of the politico- .
social struggle. But the tactics which
they propose, tactics of a complete
break with the modern state institu-
tion, are contrary tc the general trend
of soclal evolution, as I have tried to
prove in the detailed analysis of their
views. ; e

Kautsky has fallen into the other
extreme: therefore his tactics suffer
from the same defects as the tactical
plans of the aforementioned authors,

‘The question, in its concrete form, I8
this: Is direct mass actlon a historls
cal necessity; has it any chance of
success under contemporary condis .
tions? And even Kautsky answi
this question affirmatively. i

But If mass uprisings are likely, to
become inevitable, if in the future the:
politico-social life may bring such sit-
uations that the toilers will have no
other means left for the defense of
their interests but mass uprising, and
if such means offer some measure ot 4
success, then the Socialist party can-
not afford to disregard such a factor.
Otherwise it stands in danger of being
sidetracked by |ife. of weakening its
organic connection with life, wua
alone constitutes the main
and power of Sociallsm,
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