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the school 
of 

today 

The life of conscious women and men is nothing but a history of an impla- 
cable struggle against the education they have received, wherefrom the 
problem: I am not what I think I am, I am what I don't think I am. 

No doubt in this respect, as a part of educational and codified knowledge, 
as a capitalist institution and its training representative ( true of the 
Marxist-communist system too), the school, reflecting simultaneously the 
finalities and the methods inherited in the economic- cultural system, tries 
to achieve by the means of teaching and unilaterally appropriated methods, 
its own objectives. Therefore, if an analysis on the school be undertaken, 
but not centered on the school per se, but on the political-economic system 
which gives to it its exclusive particular significance, its reflex- content 
of the system which oppresses and arbitrates it, the resultant corollary will 
well be: the school is one of the manipulative institutions, who knows, perhaps 
the most pernicious to the social, individual and collective life. For any in-
stitution established as a supportive system to a power is not only  instrument-

a.'  to it, but exerts an active influence, of more or less importance, on the 
individuals who constitute it. 

The spectacle we observe, to see how many families try - and pride them-
selves in finding a school for their children which justifies their conscious or 
unconscious adherence to the system that controls and directs them, offers 
nothing strange. In fact schooling penetrates deeply the make-up of our civi-
lization. Very often the school outcome is mistaken to be life's outcome, 
Even something more, the parents come to consider that. the education of 
their children -identified with training - is related to the exclusive compet -
itiveness of the school. The school as an instrument, whose value is obvious 
to people, is becoming one of the essential  revendications  of our time, Never-

theless, this  revendication  cannot refute the vices and oppressiveness of the 

school. 

In fact the permanent interaction between school and society produces the 
fallowing dichotomy: on the socio-political level, the school is a total faith-
ful reflexion and imitation of the society; while, on the other hand, to find 

in school one of the main causes of the  socio-cultural illnesses implies that 
society is reflected in the school too. Granted that the school reflects social 
contradictions then, by natural Kropotkian deductions, not by Marxist  dia- 
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lectics, it can be inferred that the school, by itself and in itself, can gen-
erate sufficient energies necessary for its own renovation. This was cor-
roborated also by Francisco Ferrer y Guardia in one of his letters refer-
ing to the role the reference books have played in his own Modern School. 

It is an indubitable and an undeniable fact that the school in a producti-
vist and a codified society will always be oppressive by necessity. The 
knowledge acquired in a pedagogical oppression is a dead knowledge, a re-
iteration of earlier affirmations, is not one created in educational freedom. 
Such knowledge, therefore, is always suspicious because it lacks polemical 
and analytical functions. Knowledge in school is a programmed teaching, an 
institutionalized knowledge, not a critical one on the basis of the apprentice-
ship self education. 

Like Tantalus, the school is facing a continuous dilemma: submission to 
authority or reflecting a society whose members are immersed in the domi-
nation of man over man. Within this politics of domination and exploitation the 
school finds itself between power and obedience- or disobedience; or be it, 
resistance, rebellion and revolution. Without this social oppressive and en-
slaving policy the school will- cease to be what has been and what is. In other 
words, there will be no school at all, 

Politics is an organization of hierarchical relationships based on the 
power of a particular will over the others. It is on this power basiss that a 
group is established. The school is to serve more the will in power rather 
than those which submit to it. For these reasons scholastic institutions and 
their docile submissive consent -counting the redundancy - tend to insert the 
principle of domination and exploitation at all levels and domains. The follow-
ing four categories appear to respond to it: a) science, b) technology, c)soci-
ety and d) the State. The scientist. formulates power but soon loses control 
over it. Power makes the politician. The school -from preschool to graduate 
and post graduate courses - reproduces and transmits knowledge. Power, 
whatever it is, is interested in it. Even something more, when a political 
power is suppressed by a certain convulsion, it is inequivocably to enthrone 
an other one which will continue demanding obedience. The school will con-
tinue to be indispensable for the new authority. It í.s an error to think that by 
changing the design and political leadership, by furthering the interests of one 
or another class, by changing from private to collective authoritarian prop-
erty of the means of production will, by any means, modify the school system. 

On the other side the role of the school is rather ambiguous: it mistakes 
training for education. Pedagogically speaking, to train is to make somebody 
competent in a given terrain, to make a worker for a specific job. Training 
is a partial undertaking. This is exactly what is often done ín school today and 
it is eulogize by private and state capitalists and programmed by them, but 
has no relationship to true education. Moreover, if the school is not good 
enough to guarantee peopleFs education it is not capable to guarantee their 
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training either. No edu,. a‚ion can be acquired or received in a school that 
does not nor has the desire to make a rational distinction between these two. 

As far as the qùestiοn of knowledge is concerned the school, because it 
teaches in accordance with an encyclopedical programme, subjects which 
have no relation to each other, is a bad instrucor. By trying to educate and 
train at the same time, the school accentuates its own failure. The failure 
is due to the fact that acquiring aptitudes and free aprenticeship(which char-
acteristically are authentic educational labour) are in contradiction with a 
submission to a more or less rigid programme and with a scholarly ob-
ligation. The school, this "industry of knowledge" monopolizes and 
transfigures manuals, libraries, laboratories, map s and other usual 
objects, instead of satisfiying itself with obtaining the real educational 
weapons of life. Therefore, the content of teaching being a sequence to 
all advanced and industrially productive societies, it is subjected to the 
law of searching for maximum producttion, similar to a car factory 
which can only survive with the production - as well as the consump-
tion - or the greatest possible numbers of cars; so the school proposes 
to give and to make maximum the possible consumption of "knowledge , pro-
viding that this knowledge carries the mark of manipulative obedience, insti-
tutionalized and,codified values. They are already telling us that the educa-
tional relationship is a direct and intuitive living which does not require any 
theoretical and pre-established elaborations. 

• Definitely education is not domestication nor subordination but a struggle, 
unconformity, and tension. From the moment education ceases to see a con-
flict in the person, in the family, in the school, in the newspaper, in the 
radio, in television and so on, it ceases to be education. Since the process of 
schooling and culture comes to an end, the moment of educational liberation 
always vanishes. Power politics entangles everything and the school exists 
pathetically between strategy of power and its own consciousness of submis-
sion, Education is prostituted by the force of one or other dominator(master). 

Rarnon Calopa 

*Selected Correspondence of F. Ferrer y Guardia, Supliment of Cenit No 198. 

Letter from his prison cell, passage 4  th,  No 301. 

(Translated from Ideas  
Cero  S. Coop Ltd, Pza  Lesseps  10, entlo 2a, Barcelona 23) 

n εxt page 
on 

Anarchism and Education 
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Education is this society is weeding out the workers. It is a selective 
process by which society encourages elitism and categorizes people. Al-
ready, at the age of 13 one has a good idea to which classification s/he be-
longs to: normal, average, intelligent. It is beyond saying that family 
background also plays an important role. But here I will try to state what 
the educational system means to me. 

By the early teens, if not earlier, you are told that you should or should 
not-seek to further your knowledge. If you have not made the grade as a - po-
tential administrator of one or other kind, you are kindly informed that you 
are wasting public money going to school and that you would be better of 
using your hands and settling down to a! good' job. 

Socially, it means that you are a dumb-dumb and should grab the first 
opportunity which comes to your way. It is possible to get even a job in your 
dad' s factory. 

Sometimes, the working class parents, to show to the system that they 
too have a brain, push their kids on to higher education. Kids like these, 
later on, are incorporated into the system that produces class divisions. 
Thus, sons and daughters become a part of an elite which rejects mothers' 
and fathers' background. Hence, paradoxically, the children of the workig 
class, once minced by the educational institutions, not only reject their 
working class background but become staunch supporters of the Establish-
ment and in this manner re-enforce class society. 

All this stated, it does not necessarily imply that education is not ben-
eficial to human beings, provided that by education is meant: to bring out,  
ta  evoke, to awake up all dormant and potential forces necessary for making 
up of an individual and to furnish all available information for personal 
development. 

It is nothing wrong searching for information, but it is defínetely wrong 
to prevent people from seeking information. The educational system thus 
builds barriers, creates antagonisms, class differentiations, and alienates 
people from each other. 

The student removed from customary environment, creates her/his 
own ethos and lives in permanent fear of failure because s/he ought to be a 
sutces; as if universtity assessment has any bearing to his/her real becom-
ing. His studies are more often irrelevant to a non student, perhaps to him/ 
her self, communication is broken and they both view each other with 
suspicions. 

A student of medicine becomes a doctor as soon as s/he acquires some 

papers , but to me a doctor is the one who can do the job, not the one who 
possesses some papers with an official stamp. S/he is like being a carpen-
ter, who has a licence but is unable to do the job. It is up to the people to 
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decide who can or cannot do the job. A nice office and a piece of paper from 
the system are meaningless utensils unless reality verifies them. 

If a struggle is waged to establish a society run by the people who live 
in it, this struggle cannot be won or even furthered by recourse to the Es-
tablishment, to the system. To become an academic, to search for the 
meaning of life by analysing every crumb while neglecting the whole, the 
everyday happenings and the surrounding of one's becoming, is to practice 
a futile exercise which is a past time of a class justifying its pecuniary 
position. Real education is a manifold event: reading, listening, participa-
ting in every-day life, relating experiences, debating hypotheses, commu-
nication and so on. 

In an anarchist soceety education would be an open venture. All inform-
ation would be available to all who are interested in learning. Learning will 
not occupy a privileged status. Those who are suited to be doctors, will be 
doctors by the virtue 0f their dexterity not because of their papers; their 
hierarchical status. There would not be a Bond of Prestige. People who would 
like to be doctors would be so because they would truly care about health. 

The foregoing expose indicates that deschooling'is the only genuine an-
archist alternative. To join the system is to re-enforce it. It is similar to 
joining the Police-force as way to get rid of it. Either you become a basher 
or you are out of it. I don't believe that one can work through the system to 
get rid of the system and its oppression. History indicates this time and 
again, and academics are not out of history. Those who consider them - 
selves academics, will ultimately support the system which has created 
them, for it is in it that they find their security and their strength. Here a 
parallel can be drawn to some feminists who, in a different way, are 
trapped in a similar situation. They insist on working with only women 
when it comes to expressing themselves, for that is their security. Yet 
neither case leads  Ω  a change, for they both are keeping the system, which 
separates people, going. 

A change can only come when people see each other as equals, reject 
the idea that one form of work is more important than another, or that be-
cause you have not studied or have been a part of something as long as them, 
you have no right to take part in the domain of their profession. 

Thus, education can be seen as a way to re-produce the present day so-
ciety, to reprdduce hierarchies, privileges and intellectual elites; a con-
tinuating dehumanization of society which is becoming statistics, facts and 
figures. 

ΑnarckΙBχι cannot be a part of a dehumanizing system, for anarchism 
means a way of life where people relate to each other at a grass-roots le-
vel, as people, as persons, as individuals; not as doctors, academics, jour-
nalists and so on. Education creates Gods, idols, masters and builds sys- 
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terns in which the individual ought to be subservient and the personal ought to 
be suppressed. Anarchism qua anarchism is a denial of such a system of ed-
ucation and, therefore, incompatible with it. 

Melissa. 
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an anatchist 

critique 

of 

t rotsky 

and trotskyism 

Chapter I 

Marxism and Anarchism 

To the Marxists human will and personality cannot determine what oc-
curs, what does make things occur. Dialectical materialism assumes that in 
everything that exists there are contradictions. These contradictions cause 
conflicts and progress: decaying societies fall apart when the contradictions 
within them come into conflict and they make way for a new stronger society 
that has solutions to the contradictions that tore the previous one apart. So-
ciety, from a Marxist point of view, moves in progressive steps. 

The barbarism of the dark ages gave way to feudalism, a progressive 
form, because it restored order and economic productivity. Feudalism 
then gave way to capitalism which in turn will give way to socialism and pow-
er will be handed over the largest class, the workers. In owing and control-
ling the means of production they will control state and society. The other 
classes whose historical role will have been fulfilled will eventually merge 
into the proletariat. In such a society, made up of one class, there will be 
no conflicts, no clashes and the state power will wither way - after the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat is achieved. 

To Marx, culture, beliefs, personal motivation and conflicts are caused 
by economics; more specifically by the means of economic production. The 
inequality in the means of production implies that some parts of the world 
are more progressive than others. As the capitalist productive methods are 
more progressive either than primitive or feudal ones, it is, therefore, nec-
essary and desirable that these lesser societies should give way or be made 
to give way to capitalism - Marx's historical necessity. In practical terms 
the destruction of the world's primitive societies by nineteenth century 
colonialism was desirable. The widespread death, misery and gross ex-
ploitation; the beginning of the ecological disaster we are now witnessing; the 
colonial scramble that led to dozens of minor wars before culminating in two 
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World Wars, (with may be another on the way) were historical necessities. 
All these are related to a capitalist belief that some nations because they are 
advanced have the right to conquer others and spread progress. Hitler's 
desire to rule over the barbarian Slays and spread German culture and 
order over Europe was a right wing version of that, related to "manifest des-
tiny" a metaphysical contemporary of Mars's "historical necessity". The 
left wing version was supplied by Marx and Engels themselves. 

"This 'nation' ( a Slav Federation) which historically does not exist at. 
all, seeks restoration of its independence. The Stubborn Czechs and Slovaks 
should be grateful to the Germans who have taken the trouble to civilized them 
by introducing them to commerce, industry, agricultural science and education. 

"To the sentimental phrases about fraternity which we are here offered 
(in a pro Slav article by Bakunin) in the name of defense of counter-revolu-
tionary nations of Europe, we reply: that hatred of the Russians was and re-
mains the primary revolutionary passion of the Germans; that once the rev-
olution extends to the Czechs and the. Croatians we, together with the Poles and 
the  magyars  can safeguard the revolution only by the most determined terror-
ism against these Slav peoples (1). (Written by Engels and approved by Marx). 

This, naturally, flagrantly contradicts other statement by Marx: "In short 
the Communists everywhere support every revolutionary movement against 
the existing social and political order of things... Let the ruling classes 
tremble at a Communistic revolution. The proletarians have nothing to 
lose but their chains. They have a world to win. Working men of all coun-
ries unite  (2).' 

No two quotes more clearly show the conflicting ideas within Marx's 
head and within Marxist theory. 

However it is not only 'inferior races' that will be suppressed but in-
dividuals qua individuals, As everything is economics, individuality ori-
ginates with either the egoism of medieval rulers or the independence of 
the petty bourgeois factory owner making decisions by himself. Individu-
ality is related to freedom. But freedom is impossible, unless the means 
of production have totally mastered economic problems. (In a conversation 
with this writer one Lil--rtarιan Marxist went as far as to define this. 
When the tides are under control, when the crops are infallibly grown to 
exactly reach their production quotas, when the class wars are a dim mem-
ory of eras gone by, in other words when the contradictions are solved. 
then and only then is possible to talk of freedom. 

While it is true that contradictions are often inherent in many things it 
is not proven that they exist in everything. That economics influences many 
things, from social values and morality to culture, is true, but it is also 
true that economics and more particularly the means of production are not 
the sole determinants of everything. 
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People are something more than unknowing powers. They adapt to suit 
changes. Many of the aristocratic families of Europe still hold their pres-
tige and power. They have gone from the feudal barbarism to late capital-
ism and have been able to take over new modes of production, and some-
times increased their power and wealth, not merely holding it. At times 
they suppressed inventions because they saw their potential effect. Hu-
man will-power also has more determining power than Marx credited. 
Napoleon and Alexander the Great were not motivated by economic greed 
but by a need to satisfy their illusions of glory. Ideas such as militarism 
and nationalism gave them their power base and economics played little 
part in these two ideas. Violence and bloodshed arouse sensations of ex-
citement. The conquest of opponents gives a sense of gratification and 
security. These primitive emotions, more than economic gains, often 
make the appeal of militarism„ Nationalism can strengthen a group's sense 

of unity, give it pride and confidence, which it needs for survival. Econ-
omics may or may not be tied to the universal issues but conflicts occur 
for reasons others than economics: suppressed sexuality, insecurity caused 
by a contact with unknown factors, the urge for self-gratification, dom-
ination etc. 

Marx claimed that his system was based on logical discussion made 
• after studying reality in a totally objective analytical manner. All his 
followers claim the same. Yet Marx, for opρortunístic reasons, made a 
quick jump in 1871 from supporting the German invasion of France to 
supporting the revolution (3). 

. 	His feuding followers follow his footsteps. To give one example. The 
ecology movement started at a time when Marxists were praising industri-
alization and were enthusiastic about "man's battle to conquer and subdue 
nature". Then they saw a movement growing outside their grasp. Hence 
they found a few quotations from here and there about the ugliness of the 
slums, publicise them while ignoring all the awkώard sections, and pro-
duce a magazine called "Marxism and Ecology" and hey presto Marxism is 
about ecology. The same applies for feminism and anti-militarism. Marx-
ists claimed they had a scientific logical form of socialism with methods of 
analyses that would lead to socialist victory. In fact, they have a dogma 
with many contradictory sacred texts that enables them to take whatever 
form is popular at a given time. At present an emphasis on individuality and 
freedom are predominant. Therefore, some selected passages from his 
early work are carefully selected. The more authoritarian passages, the 
core of the philosophy, are kept well out of the spot light until another era 
needs them, when, like costumes worn by long gone actors, they will be 
given a dusting and worn before the limelight again, in front of captive 
audience. 

1  
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Marx had field day criticizing his anarchist contemporaries, Their ide-
alism and inconsistency gave him ammunition galore. Yet anarchist crit-
icism of Marx was correct as well. As early as 1846  Proudhon  stated the 
basic disagreements in his famous reply to Marx's suggestion that .they work 
together: 

"By all means let us work together to discover the laws of society, the 
ways in which these laws are realized and the process by which we are able 
to discover them. But, for God's sake, when we have demolished all a priori  
dogmas, do not let us think of indoctrinating the people in our turn. Do nbt 
let us fall into your compatriot Martin Luther's inconsistency. As soon as 
he had overthrown Catholic theology he immediately, with constant recourse 
to excommunications and anathemas, set about founding a Protestant theol-
ogy. For three hundred years Germany! s whole cóncern has been to de-
stroy Luther's hodgepodge. Let us not make further work for humanity by 
creating another shambles. I wholeheartedly applaud your idea of bringing 
all shades of opinion to light. Let us have a good and honest polemic. Let 
us set the world an example of wise and farsighted tolerance, but simply 
because we are leaders of a movemnt let us not instigate a new intolerance. 
Let us not set ourselves up as the apostles of a new religion, even if it be 
the religion of logic or reason. Let us welcome and encourage all protests, 
let us get rid of all exclusiveness and all mysticism. Let us never consider 
any question exhausted, and when we have used our very last argument, let 
us begin again, if necessary, with eloquence and irony. On this condition I 
will j 0ín your association with pleasure, otherwise I will not (4). " 

Bakunin also attacked Marx's economic determinism and authoritarian 
approach. He correctly pointed out that not all new societies that emerge 
from conflict are beneficial, and that people have more control over the 
economy than Marx allowed for. He correctly foresay where a Marxist 

workers' state would lead to: ex-workers ruling over society through a par-
ty, using all the verbal aggrandisment of the revolution while the regimented 
proletariat would eat, sleep and work in a barracks-room discipline, living 
to the beat of a drum. He also foresaw the inquisition with dictatorial powers: 
the technocrats and privileged scientists, In 1872 Bakunin saw what Trotsky 
and his contemporary followers could not see a hundred years later and after 
so many revolutions. Marxist state would be as dictatorial as any small one. 
Dictatorships rest on force and obedience not the territorial boundaries of 
their power. 

The anarchists had not all the answers nor had they built an infallible 
system, as the Marxists did, based on a pre-ordained future. They did not 
have sweeping generalizations about "the masses", "the Workers" or "the 
proletariat", nor did they have a mechanical deterministic view of history. 
What did they have was an aim, ideas and principles how to achieve the fu-
ture society. The aim was a society which would supply everybody with 
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their basic needs and leave each individual alone to choose:  develop and re-
late with otliers as they w,hed cn the basis of affinity. In such a society the 
means of production any_i  disti  ibution would be geared to enable the greatest 
amount of free time. One problem would be to make industry as pro-life as 
possible and, yet, with minimum time and labour spent. This sounds uto-
pian, yet so would our electric motors and press button conveyer belts to 
an 1860's factory labourer. 

Their ideas were that a free society would never be achieved as long as 
some people held authority over others. This is why anarchists have always 
opposed the State, church, army, capitalists, personaldomïnation and hier-
archical political parties. They also apposed dogmas, religions and soon 
Marxism, because subservience to an idea was as bad as subservience to a 

person. 

Like Marx they were materialists and wanted the end of kings, parlia-
ments and the capitalist class. Along with some brands of Marx's thought, 
they were internationalists. Like Marx they believed that the workers should 
own and run the factories but,unlike Marx, they did not believe that the fac-
tories should be run for the workers state. The anarchists saw that the 
workers run the factories for themselves and the society in general. 

Chapter _II  

Political developments in Russia and the early life of Leon Trotsky 1879-1914.  

The first Marxist party within Russia was established in 1883, the year 
Marx died, Marx saw little chance of socialism being achieved there. Al-
though just before his death he modified his opinion in a little known letter 
to Vera Zasulich, one of the founders of Russian Marxism'°. Still it became 
a basic Marxist belief that Russia would be one of the last parts of Europe to 
see a socialist revolution. The first Marxist party was formed by an ex-
narodnik student, George  Plekhanov  and Vera Zasulich. While still small 
and ineffectual, Marxism increaded in strength and influence in the last 
years of the nineteenth century. 

In 1898 another large group was formed, the Russian Social Democra-
tic Party ( R. S.  D.  P. ).  Plekhanov  had two co-leaders, Vera Zasulich and 
Paul Axelrod and beneath them younger lieutenants Jules Martov, his sister 
Lydia, his brother in law Theodore Dan and two others, Rostrov and Lenin. 
Twenty years into the future Lenin would become master of Russia and all 
these other leaders of Russian Marxism would become his enemies and 
victims. 

Several steps lower down the pyramid were two newcomers to Marxism 

and R. S.  D.  P. , Leon Trotsky and Joseph Stalin. Their backgrounds had 
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many similarities. Both were born in late 1879 in the outer provinces of the 
Russian Empire. Trotsky in the Southern Ukraine, Stalin - in Georgia. Both 
had small town backgrounds, became interested in politics roughly at the 
same age, rebelled against their fathers, became Marxists and R.S.D. P. 
members about 1899 or 1900. Lenin thought higlly of both of them. Both be-
came famous by assumed names. (Trotsky was born Lev Bronstein, Stalin-
Josef Djugashvili). 

However there were also wide differences. Trotsky was a westernized 
intellectual from middle class Jewish origins. He started as writer and o-
rator - a man of ideas. Stalin was an anti-Semitic roughneck, a brigand. 
Lenin used him for bank robberies, arranging strikes and riot activities. 

Later this difference would become less clear-cut. Stalin would edit 
the RSDP paper  Pravda and write volumes of turgid theory. Trotsky would 
become commander of the Red Army and organizer of anti Stalinist tend-
encies. Despite this, the difference would remain and partially explain why 
Trotsky was murdered in exile and Stalin ruled Russia for thirty years. One 
was a cunning pragmatist, out to achieve aims, the other a clever intellec-
tual striving to achieve ideas. 

Trotsky was jailed for political work in 1898 and exiled with his newly 
married wife in 1900 to Siberia. It was only during this imprisonment that 
he became a Marxist and an atheist (1). 

In 1902 with his wife Alexandra's encouragement he left her and their 
two daughters Zina and Zinada and escaped; soon making his way to Eruope 
where the RSDP leadership ran the party from exile. While in Paris he met 
Natalya Sedora, a twenty year old Ukrainian radical. The relationship be- 
tween them would last until Trotsky's death. They had two sons 	born 
in 1906 and Sergi born in 1908. Their relationship was a happy one and 
Natalya was his most loyal co-worker. 

As soon as he arrived in London, Trotsky rushed to see Lenin. The two 
men had never met before  fut  each had been impressed by the other's 
writings. At first they got on well but in 1903 Lenin decided to split the 
RSDP. He felt, with justification, that the older leaders were resting on 
their reputaion and RSDP in exile was doing very little. 

However Lenin went about this move with an alienating domineering 
arrogance. He was never good-tempered or tolerant at his best and he was 
suffering from an excruciatingly painful illness at this time. His manner 
alienated nearly everyone. Trotsky would describe him as "hideous", "dis-
solute", "demagogical", "malicious and morally repulsive" (2). 

Trotsky compared Lenin to Robespierre - the cold-blooded dictator of the 
French Revolution who guillotined his opponents. It was a clever comparison. 
They had a similarity in facial features and expression and used the same 
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cold logic. Lenin at first believ&di the cΟL Ι rison to be complementary but 
this 'as refuted by Trotsky's further denunciations of him as a vanguardist, 
a dictator waiting for an opportunity and an authoritarian. The truth in Trot-
sky's analysis can be seen by comparing his words with Lenin's rule thir-
teen years later. 

"The counterpart to their absolute faith in a metaphysical idea was their 
absolute distrust of people"(Lenin and Robespierre) 

"Robespierre used to say: 'I know only two parties: the good and evil 
citizens' and this aphorism is engraved on the heart of Lenin whose malic -
iouus and morally repulsive suspiciousness is a flat caricature of tragic 
Jacobin intolerance. Lenin's method leads to this: the party organization at 
first institutes itself for the party as a whole, then the central committee 
substitutes itself for the organization and finally a single "dictator" sub-
stitutes himself for the central committee.., This intricate task (the sorting 
out of false revolutionaries) cannot be solved by placing a few well picked 
people... or one person inτested with the power to liquidate and degrade (3)." 

Lenin's faction became known as the Bolsheviks, Plekhanov's -as the 
Mensheviks. Betweentheniwere various RSDP centrist groups (The centrist 
groups were in theory neutrals between the Bolsheviks and the Mensheviks 
but tended to make alliances with one or the other on differeńt issues and at 
different times). All these factions were fused together as the RSDP until 
1911. Trotsky joined the Mensheviks but left them for the centrists in late 
1904 (4). He would not work closely with the Bolsheviks until late 1915 and 
was not a Bolshevik party member until September 1917 when they were only 
weeks away from seizing power (5). Even during the First World War en-
mity between them was strong. In 1915 Lenin had described Trotsky as: 
"Trotsky as always, is in principle, ńpposed to the socialist chauvinists but 
in practice he is always in agreement with them. " 

Two years later in a letter to Alexandra Kollontai he expressed his 
feeling even more succinctly:"What a swine he is (6)." 

In early 1905 a revolution broke out in Russia. The Czar Nicholas II 
tried to rúl~'the Empire autocratically as his father had done but he lacked 
the strength and intelligence as he .was an easily led weakling with none of 
the mental qualifications needed for even the mildest forms of political rule, 
let alone autocracy. 

The ineptitude at the top of the autocracy was contemporary with great 
changes in the social structure. Russia was still backward but it was being 
modernized fast. Heavy industry and railways were producing trade unions. 
Universities were growing and increasing in numbers. They were, like the 
trade unions, breeding grounds for revolutionary-minded people tired of . 
the autocracy. Even the massive peasantry were moving forward, becoming 
better educated, more discontented, less isolated. In the 1860's, for ex- 
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ample, the average peasant believed the world was flat and did not know that 
other countries outside the Empire existed. They believed that every morn-
ing their beloved Czar literally ascended to heaven to talk over the daily 
running of the kingdom with God. While rebelling against the nobles they 
saw the Czar as their savior and protector. However from the 1890's .on 
the peasantry were moving forewards and after 1905 Czarism would in: - 
creasingly be seen as a part of their oppression. 

At the same time the workers, intellectuals and professional classes 
were-tired of the lack of human rights, of the economic exploitation of 
working for virtually nothing, and generally of living under a fuedal dictator-
ship in the twentieth century. 

As in 1917 the revolution of 1905 was in the long term a result of these 
causes but was immediately caused by Russia's involvement in a disatrous 
war, The 1904-05 war was with Japan. By the early 1905, to everyone's 
surprise, Japan was winning. This sparked off protest marches that were 
met with violence that left many hundreds dead. A general strike started in 
Saint Petersburg and spread. Barricades appeared in some cities. 

At this stage Trotsky and Natalya Sedova returned and Trotsky threw 
himself into the revolution with energy, enthusiasm, courage and thea-
trics. He warned against trusting the liberals who merely wanted an En-
glish-style parliamentary democracy. He was correct. They backed down 
at the first offers of a compromise with the autocracy. These compromises 
weakened the revoltjionary movement and made the victory of the autocracy 
possible. By January 1906 the revolution had been violently crushed but its 
effects far reaching. The autocracy waslivirg on borrowed time: either it 
modernized its rule or it would collapse. The bitterness of the crushed re-
bels would nurture into the events of 1917. The Mensheviks were fairly dis-
credited as they had stated that as the proletariat was vastly outnumbered by 
the peasantry so the revolution could only be a bourgeois peasnat revolu-
tion. A workers' revolution would come later as industry spread. By taking 
this line they left the Bolsheviks as the only revolutionary Marxist alternative. 
They would make the same mistake again in 1917. 

The major effect of 1905 was the creation of workers councils(the soviets). 
it is still uncertain how they were formed. The Bolshevisk would later claim 
they formed them but this is false, others would claim they were based on 
the workers committees of the French Revolution. 

The anarchist historian Voline claimed that they were formed by working-
men after he and George Nassar addressed them (9). May be they originated 
from the government facked workers' committees, reformist groups set up 
to serve as a  cul  de-sac for discontent. 

Whatever their origins, the soviets were an extremely powerful force; a 
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union of soviets could administer the whole country and serve as the produc-
tion and decision-making forms fir a socialist soceity of the future. If the 
soviets had build-in saveguards to ensure they did not become another union 
bureaucracy and if they expaneded to include community and affinity groups 
and covered all section of the population, they could serve as the basic struc-
ture for building a libertarian soceity. 

Unfortunately the libertarians in Russia were few and scattered, many of 
them were politically naive radicals. 

It was Lenin andTrotsky who shrewdly combined the power of the soviets 
with the popular slogans of the anarchist movement -and then used this com-
bination to get into power in 1917. To paraphraze Trotsky, the workers re-
placed the people, the party ruled the workers, the party was ruled by the 
central committee and the Central Committee was dominated by the party 
boss. At first this was Lenin whom Trotsky had identified as a future dic-
tator in 1904, then -Stalin and now Stalin's successors. 

In late 1905 Trotksy himself was briefly at the top, substituting himself 
for the working class in decision-making when he became President of the 
Saint Petersbout'g Soviet for eleven days, although he had never been a un-
ion member or even done one day's normaï employment -apart from a brief. 
enforced clerical job during his first exile. 

He was not the first president of the Russian soviets as Trotskyi .sts 
often claim. George Nassar,  , a middle class opportunist •preceded Trotsky 
in this position and there was little inter-action between the soviets of dif-
ferent areas. The St. Petersbourg soviet did not rule the Russian left in 
1905. On December 19th, Trotsky and the soviet were arrested and jailed. 
Although they were armed, Trotsky ordered everyone to surrender. This 
may have been a good move to avoid bloodshed in a futile battle with a well 
armed enemy. It may have been a stupid surrender. We only have Trotsk's 
account and he strongly suggests the first alternative (8). 

He was imprisoned for nearly a year before his trial. He spent most of 
his time elaborating the theory of permanent revolution with Alexander Hel-
plard (alia Parrus). In October 1906 Trotsky was tried and sentenced to 
exile in Siberia but escaped, making his way to Europe. Between 1907 and 
1914 he and his family travelled through Europe, His efforts in politics went 
into acrimonious faction fighting and debating theory. Yet the brilliance and 
cleverness of his writing, his activities in 1905, his two escapes and his 
strong personality were making him well known to the revolutionary movement. 
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Hrísto Smi rnensky 

and 
the 

tale 

of the staircase 

Revolutionary culture is a rare, rare flower which, from time to time, 
beautifies our life and arouses hopes in the heart of the down-tródden human 
beings. In depth it expresses the human longing for justice, equality, freedom 
and happiness. It negates the established values, morality and hierarchies, 
and aims at breaking the chains which suffocate all human aspirations and 
bind people to slavery. Unfortuately 
bind people to slavery. Unfortunately, the search for equality, brotherhood, 
sisterhood, socialist-communalist modes of production, distribution and 
living, new patterns of egalitarian behaviour, of harmonious existence of 
individual growth and development are vitiated by the avant-garde "re, 3Ι-
utíonaries"  for whom revolution means that they themselves become the new 
elite, the new masters, the new rulers, cruel like Stalin and pitiless like 
Robespierre, The people find themselves in new chains, euphemistically re-
ferred to as progressíve", "socialistic" and "democratic" to soothe the 
burden of exploitation. The vision of just new society sometimes has an e-
phemeral existential import, like lightning in the depth of darkness. The rev-
olutionary culture, therefore, can be perceived as the epic tragedy of hu-
manity written by the blood of have-fits, idealists, dreamers and genuine 
revolutionaries who think that their sacrifices will herald a new era without 
masters, without slaves, classes, rich and poor. 

Many writers who have lived under the spell of this magical ephemeral 
moment and who sided with the hopes and the longings of the plebeians to 

destroy all the  Bastilles  of oppression, have captured the impetus of the rev-
olutionary exstasy in rhythm, rhyme and immortalized it. But many came to 
realize, sooner or later, that their revolutionary poetry . had become the red 
carpet on which passed tyrants stained in the blood of the wretched  cf  the 

earth. For the honest writer, the primary enthusiasm burned into black uni-
versal despair, sadness and disappointement and they sound the alarm. 
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Smirnensky even if his communist faith accompanied him to the last sigh. 
was one of them. 

He forsaw the tragedy of a movement which claimed to be revolutionary, 
to have the historical mission to liberate the proletariat, while in fact it 
betrayed the revolution as well as the proletariat. The leaders main inter-
est was to satiate their power appetite rather than to liberate the masses. 
They substitued slogans, deceptions, power, manipulation and hierarchy• 
for revolution. Seeing that, Smirnensky protested by writing his swan song: 
The Tale of The Staircase. But before coming to The Tale of The Staircase  
let me introduce the writer to the English-speaking public. 

Smirnensky was born on 30  th  of September 1898 in Koukoush, a town of 
12-13, 000 people, situated then within the confines of Otoman Empire. The 
majority of the ρορulation were of Bulgarian origin. He finished the 4th 
class in Koukoush in 1908 and afterwards went to Sofia to continue his edu- 
cation. However after the death of his grand father he had to go back to his 

native town. When he finished the pro-gymnazium (first form) his parents 
wanted to enrol him in the Bulgarian gymnazium in Teselonika, but their in-
tentions were frustrated because they could not afford such an expensive 
school. Anyhow the Balkan War soon broke out and the hopes of liberation 
ran high. Twenty days later, on 25  th  of October 1912, some units of the 7  th 
Rila  division entered and liberated Koukoush. But this did not last for long. 
In 1913 war between the members of the Balkan alliance began and on June 
21  st  the Greek army occupied Koukoush, burnt the town and massacred the 
population which had remained in the town (the rest having marched with the 
Bulgarian Army towards Bulgaria). Among the survivors was the family of 
Hristo Smirnensky. This horrible debacle was soon to be followed by another 
one. Bulharia, an ally of the Central Powers was defeated again. Towards 
the end of the war the Bulgarian Army rebelled against the corrupted Koburg 
monarchy and tried to established a republic. This attempt was drowned in 
the blood of the rebel soldiers, workers and peasants who had f ought under 
the auspices of the Agrarian Party. 

At the time Smirnensky was a  junker.  Like many patriotic Bulgarians 
he could see clearly the outside enemy but rarely the enemy inside, the 
corrupt monarchical and military caste and the rotten Bulgarian Bour-
geoisie. It was the  junkers,  the faithful dogs of the monarchy, who were 
sent to crush the rebellion. Smirnensky was among them. An old soldier 
instead of shooting at him, said to him: ''Where do you go son? Go back: 
Let those who sent you here pay for that;" 

This heart-rendering case has such an impact on Smirnensky that he 
decided to see for himself the case 0f the rebels. He crossed the rebel 
line and saw the plight of the dead, wounded and starving soldiers and pop-
ulation. He discovered, perhaps to his amazement, that the real enemy was 
not an outsider but the forces of the Establishement: the forces in whose  
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service he Was. These bitter i...cts precipitated the end of his military ca-
reer. On the November 1918 he gave up the military academy for good. 
George Karaslavov marks this event with the following words: 'Smirnensky, 
who with -all his being had rebelled against the barbaric discipline of the. 
Koburg Military Academy, joined the rank of the most disciplinary party 
(The Communist Party)(i)." Had Smirnensky been allied in 1948 When 
these words were written, he would have been amazed to see that the most 
disciplinary party, in theory and practice, had become more fascist that 
any Bulgarian fascist party and acquired all bourgeois virtues and vices. 
Karaslavov, as a socialist realist, remained blind to socialist reality, a 
reality of oppression, of exploitation, of slavery, of the socialist workers' 
hell. 

In the military academy Smirnensky realized the brutalizing aspects of 
militarism and how easily people become pawns and servants of the system. 
Karaslavov pointed out that for Simirnensky t be an officer of "the Kοburgs' 
satraps... of the hopelessly rotten bourgeois class (2)" was not an easy 
matter because he was a sensitive soul. But not many officers are sensitive 
souls, aware or opposed to brutalizing military discipline. And if comrade 
Karaslavov tacitly tries to defend the officers of the vigourous socialist caste, 
he should know better that he is promoting a myth, an ideology to hide an υg-
ly reality of caste, classes, order-givers and order-receivers, of priv-
ileges and slaves. An officer, and for that matter a soldier, is always a 
lackey of one or another class, of one or another party, of one or another 
master. He never series the interests of the people qua people. The history 
of authoritarian socialism exhibits glaring examples: the role of the Kurssan-
ty in the  Kronstadt  uprising, and more recently in Poland, when the "social-
ist army" was used to crush όnd destroy the workers, the black masses of 
slaves which Smirnensky extol so much. 

The war efforts had impoverished the country and enriched the specu-
lators who capitalized on human misery to amass fortunes. To protest meant 
death or imprisonment for the sake of state security. To quote Karaslavov 
again: "Corruption, robberies, bribes, plundering of the people, arbitrari-
ness of small and big public servants, had taken frighful dimensions. Every-
where people were terrorized, The censorship on correspondence and the 
printed word strangled the most feeble attempt to criticize and to prοtest(3).'.'- 
Unfortunately this description applies faithfully to modern socialist Bulgaria 

too. 

Soon after the war, the Agrarian Party took over the government and in-
ternal liberalization improved remarkably. There was an outburst of revolu-
tionary energies; a search for new ways out of the mess. The most progres-
sive people wanted the end of the Κοburg's dynasty, the end of privileges and 
exploitation. Smirnensky joined the pleiad of young revolutionaries fighting 
for the new classless, egalitarian and libertarian society. Thinking that the 
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communist party was the way towards such a goal, he joined the party in 
1920 and remained a member until his death, which occurred on 8 June 
1923, only a few days after the fascist military coup on 9  th  of June 1923. 

The terror and reprisal that ensued:  decimated the ranks of the  Α2  
grarian Party and all progressive movements. The Communist Party, 
which welcome the coup d&etat as a tactical approach, as a struggle waged 
by two bourgeois factions, was not spared either. Had Smirnensky been 
alive his life would have been in danger. He hated the bourgoisie as a source 
of all social evils and the latter was not going to be lenient to him. One has 
to glance at his poetry to realize it. 

The First May 
Bring the factories chimneys to a standstill 
and the all black labour too, 
and let this sullen sea 
of weary slaves 
illuminate and beautify 
the smile of the first of May. 

The purple dawn heralds 
a death to the oppressive night 
and the new day 
brightens the dark wood 
and each ray radiates 
the victorious call of the First of May. 

The red dawn is the death to the oppressive capitalism, while the 
smile of the First of May announces this death when the tired slaves will 
rebel against their chains, for freedom, bread and space. The Communist 
Party will lead the rebellion. Instead it did not. And when 20 years later 
the Party has the opportunity to realize the Smirnensky poetical dreams, 
instead, it established a nightmare for the proletariat, chains for the brain, 
tears in the eyes, and pains in the hearts of the wretched slaves. The red 
Dawn bathing in the shadows of blood forebode a dark era over the proletariat 

and the oppression regained again its streng  th.  In the east and the west the 
night still reigns and the poetical justice is but a longing. 

In his song We he describes the curse of the slaves who produce the 
goods but die in poverty. And he hopes that one day they will become aware 
of their strength. They will rebel against their unhuman conditions and 
restore human dignity. The children will posses the earth again and the 
brothers and sisters will live in equality: 

We are all children of the mother earth 
but strange is to us her feeding breast, 

in the giddy circle of our earthy course 
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we yearn for 11gh 
but die in gloom. 
We the poor children of the mother earth! 
For us sings the lash, over us weighs the yoke 
and of the golden metal that oppressive law; 
in misery we grow, in sorrow -languish, 
on our path blood and tears drizzle, 
we ashen mortals - fir life we are born! 

Nature beats through our hearts, 
life is carried on our shoulders, 
yet we are an ocean of moaning waves. 
we bow heads... 
we, eternal creators, weary fighters 
But the day of reckoning is near 
waves will arouse and roll high with roar 
since our sacred anger seethes with rage... 
We, too, are children of the mother earth! 

Let us hope that one day we all, without colour, race and age, will be 
children of the mother earth and look at the past with shame and disgust. 

He prsise 
He praises the Red Army which, in the face of barbarism, is building  

ό  "new, life" and a "new society". What a sweet illusion, a potical dream. 
Can an army be liberator?  Never! He exposes the social vices of the bour-
beoisie, of class-ridden society, such as flesh for sale: 

The night is your implacable step mother, 
pitiless and horrible too. 

Under the glitter of electric lights 
eternal sin you celebrate 
and laugh in such a way 
that even you hardly can grasp 

the pain in your laugh (Prostitute) 

Upon her radiant youth 
as black tentacle glances glide... 
and an unfriendly thought in sarcastic smiles gushes out 
that flowers are for purchase and a lovely flower is she. (The Flower Seller). 

Smirnensky always sustained the hope that one day the hierarchical 
layers of social oppression will be destroyed by the revolutionary rage. To 
prepare the final attack against the bourgeois order the mission of the con-
scious revolutionaries is to go among the masses, to descend to the prole- 
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tariat, and identify themselves with them. This idea is embodied in his 

The Miner: 

Downwards: Downwards! Downwards. 
in cold precipices descend 
where half naked bodies writhe by the black wall; 

where iron muscles tauten 
and their blows aminds the blackness of dark abyss 
sound in protest for cheerful days, 
in protest for rest, for freedom, 	 . 
air, space and breadth. 
Downwards, downwards, downwards, 
descend downwards, 
Descend in those dark wombs 
of the predatory mother earth 
descend amids the brother slaves- 
in the sea of eternal gloom, 
where your pale lamp 
will there be a bright star, 
there, a sheaf of beams will scan 
the sinister temple of labour, 
those sinister idols, 

here there are no nights nor days. 
Downwards, downwards, downwards- 
descend downwards! 

Descend down there and with faithful blows 
smash, whack, destroy, 
break up those black layers 
those servile souls. 

For Smirnensky a revolutionary fighter is one who breaks human ser-
vility and prepares the slaves for a revolutionary changes which will end 
slavery once for ever. But genuine revolutionaries area rare species. Rev-
olutionaries are often made of conservative stuff, by anti-social reactions, 
individual interests and power obsession. For them the masses are a sac-
rificial material, as usual, to be off ered to blocks of power. Smirnensky 
had become aware of that. He realized also that the revolutionary slogans 
and catchwords were substitutes for revolution. The Bulgarian Communist 
Party played an ideological game. Its main interest was not the liberation 
of the proletariat but how to occupy the chair oft he bourgeoisie which 
would be vacated at the morrow of the revolution. When the fascist-mili-
tary coup d'etat occured in June 1923 the Communist Party, as a party, re-
mained as observer while the peasants and the workers were slaughtered. 
Once its opponents eliminated it would be the only alternative power. Many 
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a rank and file cur nunist joined the fight against the nascent fascism but 
the bourgeoisie wit  ι  foreign help, and betrayal within the government, was 
able to eliminate Staniboliisy's government - with a death toll of more than 
30, 000 people. This was the first mass masacre of the most progressive 
Bulgarian youth, the intellegentsia and the revolutionaries. About this time 
Smirnensky wrote his swan song, a penetrating analysi of a revolutionary, 
who, to change society, tries to capture the government and instead of re-
maining revolutionary, passes through metamorphosis that leads to his 
anti-thesis: oppressor, tyrant and bourgois in red or purple. This revolu-
tionary and socialist phraseology, revolutionary outburst and impetus, are 
ornamental deceptions to reach the summit of the government hierarchy. 
This is the case of all power-oriented parties and individuals, prophets and 
revolutionaries: from social-democratic reformists like Hawke to a funda -
mentalis like Kaddefi, from a socialist like Gonzales to a communist like 
Castro, not to mention thousands of other cases. They all fit the charac-
teristics of Smirnensky's protagonist in the Tale of the Staircase. A tale 
worth remembering in our revolutionary pathos. A tale and,yet,the real 

fabrics of which are made many revolutionaries. 

The Tale of the Staircase.  

(Decicated to all who will say; that has nothing to do with me). 

- Who are you? - ask the Devil. 
- I am a plebeian by birth and all tatterdemallion are my brothers: Oh, how 
ugly is the earth and how unhappy are the people! 

Thus has spoken a young man standing in front of a high staircase made 
of white marble with rosy veins, his forehead erect and his fists clenched. 
Shooting glances at the distance, where, like muddy waves of a swollen ri-
ver, has roared the grey rabbles of misery. Undulating, erupting from time 
to time, raising a forest of dry black hands, a thunder of  indignations  and 
furious shouts cut trhough the air and their echo fades down slowly, solemnly 
as a far-away thunder of distant guns. The rabble is growing, and like yel-
low clouds of dust comes forward; already some isolated silhouettes appear 
on the common grey background. A certain old man, stooped to the ground 
as if he is searching for his lost youth, is approaching. A barefoot little 
girl, clutching his ragged and tattered garment is looking at the high stair-
case with her gentle cornflower blue eyes. She is looking and smiling. After 

them follow shabby grey dried-up figures who, in chorus, alltogether, sing 

a ,prolonged funeral song. One sharply whistles, the other, thrusting his 
!lands into his pocket laughs loudly, hoarsely and in his eyes burns folly. 

- I am a plebeian by birth and all tatterdemallion are my brothers' Oh, how 
ugly is the earth and how unhappy are the people! Oh, you up there, you... 

Thus has spoken a young man, forehead erect and his fists clenched in 

threats. 
- You, you di hate the people up there, do you? - ask the Devil and cunningly 
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bends towards the youth. 
- Oh, I have to have revenge on those princes and dukes, I will avenge my 
brothers whose faces are yellow like wax and whose groans are more sinister 
than the blizzards in December! Look at their bleeding bare flesh! Hear their 
groans! For their sake I seek revenge! Let me in! 
-The Devil smiles. 
- I am their policeman and cannot betray them without a bribe. 
- But I have no gold. I have nothing to bribe you with... I am a poor fellow, 
a youth in rags and tatters... 
The Devil smiles once again: 

Oh, really, I don't ask much, do I? Give me your hearing only! 
- My hearing? With pleasure... Let me never hear anything, never... 

You'll hear again! -The Devil reassures him and lets hum pass. Go! 

The youth dashes and, at once, jumps three steps, but the hairy hand of 
the Devil pulls him back. 
- That's enough! Stop and listen how your brothers down there are moaning! 

The youth has stopped and listened attentively: Oddly, why, suddenly 
they have began to sing happily and laugh carelessly?... He dashes again. 
The Devil sops him: 
-To pass another three steps I ask for your eyes! 

The youth troves up his hands: 
- But then I will be unable to see my brothers or those on whom 1 seek 
revenge! 
The Devil: 

-You'll be able to see... I will give you better eyes, much better eyes! 
The Youth passes three more steps and looks downwards. The Devil 

reminds him: 
-Look at their bare bleeding bodies. 
-My God! This is really so strange, when they managed to dress so well! 
And instead of bleeding wounds their bodies are adorned with beautiful s 
scarlet roses!... 

For every three steps the Devil has received his small bribes. But the 
youth keeps going, readily giving everything to reach only up there to have 
revenge on those dukes and princes! One more step, only one more step, 
and he will be there! He will avenge his brothers! 
- I am a plebeian by birth and all tatterdemallion.. . 
- Young man, one more step! One more step and you will have your revenge+'. 
But I always take double bribe for this step: give me your heart and your 
memory. 

The youth again throws up his hands: 
-my heart? No! This really is cruel! 

The Devil laughs vociferously and authoritatively: 
- I am not that cruel. Instead, I will give you a golden heart and a new rem- 
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οry'. If you don't accept then yσυ!11 never pass this step and will never avenge 
your brothers, those who have faces like sand and groan worse than the 
blizzards in December. 

The lad glances at the mocking green eyes of the Devil. 
- But I will be the most unhappy person. You are taking all things that are 
human in me. 
- On the contrary, -you'll be the happiest one! Only your heart and your mem-
ory? Do you agree? 

The youth mused upon this. A dark shadow has covered his face, muddy 
drops of sweat slip from his wringkled forehead; he clenched his fists in an-
ger and mutters between his teeth: 
-Let it be! Take them! 
... And like a summer storm, enraged and furious, his black hair floating in 
the air, he passes the last step. He is up! Suddenly a smile flashes on his 
face, his eyes beam with soft joy and his fists drop. He looks at the revel-
ling dukes, looks at the tattered mob down there, roaring and cursing. He 
looks but no muscle quivers on his face; his face is bright, cheerful and 
sRtisfied. Down there he sees festively dressed crowd whose groans are now 

hymns. 
- Who are you? - hoarsely and mockingly asks the Devil. 
- I am prince by birth and the Gods are my brothers! Oh, how beautiful is 
the earth and how happy are the people! 

1. Hristo Smirnensky, Selected Works, September 1948, Sofia, p. 37. 

2 . Ibid, p, 29 

3. 'bid, p. 22. 
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Our indifference is our chain-and we are our 

own tyrants because we don't do any thing to 
destroy it. 

R. Flores Magnon. 
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the failure of 
state communism 

Chapter III  

The counter "revolutionary activites" of the Russian anarchists, A Bukharin's  
manoeuvre. 

At the final session of the Red Trade-Unions international ím Moscow, 
an important incident occured: Bukharin, who sat at the Congress only as 
an observer, suddenly, to the great astonishment of the foreign delegates, 
took the floor and launch a hateful attack against the anarchists. Truly the 
delegates had a cause to be astonished because only a minority among them 
were able to cause such a distressing episode. 

Shortly after the arrival of the foreign delegates, a special commission 
was set whose intention was to put to Lenin and another 9 important rep - 
resentatives of the soviet government a petition demanding the liberation of 
the-imprisoned anarchists .and anarcho- syndiczliats. It was promised to 
the members of the commission that everything possible would be done and 
it was suggested: that no public statement on this unfortunate affair would be 
made to the Congress. The commission kept its promise and no statement on 
the imprisoned revoluionaries was made while the Congress was sitting. 
Then, one might imagine the amazement of the members of the commission, 
when just before the ending of the Congress, Bukharin, without any motiva-
tion, brought the issue to the forum of the Congress. But the amazement was 
even greater when the French delegate Sirolle, on the behalf of the commis-
sion requested the floor to dispute Bukharin's statements, but his request 
was categorically rejected by Lozovsky. The authoritarian behaviour of the 
presiden in allowing a non-delegate to speak on an issue that was not on the 
agenda while flatly refusing the right of a delegate to reply, led to a wéll - 
understood uproar in the Congess. The emotions ran so high that the Con-
gress finished in chaos and Lozovsky was forced to cave-in to the general 
will of the delegates and allow Sirolle to talk; an absolutely necessary con-
cession if a political rupture were to be avoided. 

the imprisoned anarchists and anarcho-syndicalists. It was promissed to 

Bukharin's intentions were obvious: simply put, he wanted to surprise 
the Congress and, by doing so, to save his government the trouble to give 
extra explanations on an uncomfortable and very delicate question. But for 
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the foreign dele  .tes,  who were not used to the Russian practice yet, the 
manoeuvre was a little bit too much and missed its point. 

Bukharín'tried to explain that the Russian anarchists should by no means 
be compared to he anarchists of the other countries because the former are 
a particular kind of people against whom the Russian government had to de-
fend itself. Simply, the imprisoned anarchist were criminals, supporters 
of the bandit Makhno, people who were armed, confirmed counter-revoluti- 

onaries and so on. 

Without any doubt, 1\1r. Bukharin, in his own way was a skillful man 
who.had he honoured by his presence, the imfamous anti-anarchist con-
ference in Rome would have not diappoi 
ference in Rome would have not disappointed that company. But, unfortun-
ately for him, these affirmations happened not to have the slightest rela-
tion to the reality of facts. They were a loose invention of a man who had 
tried, by all means, to save the threatened prestige of his government even 

if it had to be done at the expense of the truth. 

The majority of the imprisoned anarchists were no longer supporters of 

Μakhnο or those who had taken up arms. The reasons for their imprison-
ment had never been mentioned to them. They had been thrown in dangeons 
because of théir ideas. Some of the most recently imprisoned comrades had 
asked the agents of the Extraordinary Commisaon the cause for their im-
prisonment. The answer was:"You have done nothing but you could have do 
something. " One can imag me what a storm would occur in a bourgeois 
state if the police had used such frank cynical language. In fact what is 
the so called "counter-revólutíonary" activity of the Russian anarchists? It 
suffices to consider a bit closely their role in the Revolution to be convinced 
that the accusation against them by the Bolsheviks lacked any real foundation 
and only can be attributed to a malicious calumny for political reasons. 

At the outbreak of the Revolution the anarchists played an important rule 
and were the most active elements of the revolutionary movement as a whole. 
They published a lot of daily newspapers and their propaganda penetrated 

deeply into the masses. In  Kronstadt,  Odessa, Ekaterinοbourg and many 

other important towns the toiling masses sided with anarchism. Among the 
different anarchist tendencis, the anarcho-communist and the anarcho-syn- 

dicalists had the biggest influence. 

It was first the anarchists who attacked the provisional government at 
time when Lenin and the Bolsheviks continued to talk in favour of the National 
Assembly. The anarchists coined the slogan: "All power to the Soviets" while 
the Boslsheviks did not know yet what attitude to adopt in relation to the 
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Anarchists in the period of the struggle.  

When the open struggle against Kereńsky government began the anarch-
ists were among the first to set the masses in motion. Before the uprising 
in Moscow and Petrograd, the anarchist workers had already rose in Ekate -
rinobourg, but even in Moscow and in Petrograd the anarchists were at the 
head of the movement. It was the anarchist, Anatol Grigorievich Zelezniakov 
who, leading the  Kronstadt  sailors, entered the Parliament and dispersed 
the deputies. On his head Denikin put a price of 400, 000 rubles,.Zelezniakόν 
fell in the battle against the white guards near Ekaterinοslaν on July 1919. 

It is an insisputable historical fact that without the energetic anarchist 
help the Bolsheviks would have never acquired power. The anarchists fought 
at the most dangerous battlefields. Thus, when the white guards allied them-
selves with the killer-gangs of the "Hundred Blacks" in Moscow, who bar-
ricaded themselves in the hotel Metropol, it was the anarchists who took this 
bastion by assault, after a bloody battle which lasted three whole days. 

In the following passage, an extract from the magazine The New Times  , 
one of our Russian comrades had described the event at that time in vivid 
manner: "Lenin hurried to publish a decree- his first one - in which he de-
clared that from now on his party would be called the party of communists". 
This decree which had appeared in the Izvestia declared the government's 
intentión to introduce communism throughout all of Russia. Asked by the 
anarchist federation of Petrograd to explain what he meant by communism, 
how he intended to apply it, did he want a free communism or, rather, 
some kind of communism invented by the Bolsheviks with the aim of putting 
the worker and peasant masses at the tow of their party, Lenin had replied 
that he intended seriously to introduce free communism in all Russia, but 
added, that this could be realized only gradually and, at the same time, 
asked the energetic collaboration of all anarchist groups if he was to fulfil 
this difficult and huge task. The anarchist were pretty nai:v e to take these 
words at their face value but they did and supported the Bolsheviks and the 
struggle for the common goal. 

All this had happened at time when the Bolsheviks were not sure of 
their near future; when danger was coming from all sides and when the 
counter-revolutionary -elements were at work in all part of the country. 
Particularly in Petrograd the supporters of the reaction were pretty active. 
They tried to incite, by all means, the ignorant masses to kill and to loot 
and thus make the new government collapse. In these events extremely crit-
ical'for the Bolshevik period, seeing in the anarchists worthwile supporters, 
they did not hesitated to use them as long as the situation required it, as was 
the case in December 1917 when Petrograd was a prey to the hordes of  sol- 
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diers returnin from the front, and other doubtful elements. These bands, 
armed tothe-t  .th,  reached shops and food depots and looted them with 
pleasure. The 'οlsheνιks sent the Red Guards to put an end to the pillage. 
First they sent 1.he sailors in whom they had some faith. After some timid, 
tentative action the latter joined the loiters and established a common cause 
with them. In t u s extremely troublesome situation only the anarchists were 
capable of opposing these gangs and stopping the looting, but for this they 
paid dearly and left on the ground many dead and wounded. 

Once the danger was over the Bolsheviks began to look at the anarchist 
organizations with mistrust. In them they saw dangerous enemies; even 
more dangerous than the counter-revolutionaries because their influence 
upon the peasants and workers was growing with each day. Everywhere they 
had started to organize  trade-unions  and country communities according to 
their own conceptions. Nonetheless, the Bolshevik government, which was 
not stable yet, dared not to attack them immediately. But they had begun a 
vile campeign against them in the Bolshevik press. They also counted on 
the possibility of attracting the best among the anarchists by offering them 
official places in the government apparatus, which unfortunately won many 
among them who, even today (1921) occupy important position in the soviet 
administration. 

Bolshevik massacres and the Anarchist position 

After the armistice with Germany the poverty increased even more. For 
the "peoples commissars" the remedy was to issue decree after decree which 
had no effect whatsoever. The anarchists as well as all other serious revol-
utionaries, seeing what the Bolshevik activities lead to, could not remain in-
different to the general ruin which was threatening the country and the whole 
population. Together with the Left Social Revolutionaries they began to react 
against it. Their first task was to create kitchens and shelters for the hungry 
and homeless pople. But, first of all, they tried to bring together the town 
and the country workers and to create communist country communities. 

Count Mirbach, a representative of the German government in Moscow, 
made clear to Lenin that a state worthy of its name could not by any means 
tolerate the activities of people such as the anarchists. 

Lenin used this as a pretext to strike at anarchists and ordered an attack 
on anarchist premisses and their occupation. Thus, on the night of 14  th  
April 1918,x11 the buildings the anarchists lived in were encircled and can-
nons and submachine guns put into action. The shelling continued during the 
whole night. The battle was so violent that it was believed a foreign army 
was trying to take the city over. At the morrow, the district where the strug-
gle took place offered an appalling sight. The houses hit by the cannons were 
transformed into half ruins; in backyards, pavements and among pieces of 
furniture and fallen walls were lying dead bodies; bloody parts of human bodies 
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would be seen everywhere; heads, hands, intestines, ears, with even the 
gutters running with blood. The Bolshevik government triumphed and it was 
Bela  Kun,  the future dictator of Hungary who had directed this massacre. 

The day after this violent action emotions were running high. The pop-
ulation was indignant and the general protest was so strong that Lenin and 
Trotsky tried to rehabilitate themselves in the eyes of the people. They 
argued that they had no intention to attack all anarchists but only those who 
refused to submit to the dictatorship. As a proof the anarchists who were 
arrested by the  Tcheka  were freed, but the anarchist organizations were dis-
solved, bookshops closed down and anarchist literature burnt. In this case a 
good half of the anarchist groups were eliminated, and the remaining com-
rades were languishing behind bars or dispersed throughout the Russian 
territories just as had happened before under the tsarist regime. 

The accuracy of the foregoing facts which have been confirmed since by 
many Russian comrades well known in the international movement, provide 
us with a clear picture of the political evolution of Russia.. On the Russian's 
anarchists' activities and tendencies it will be sufficient to quote the resolu-
tion adopted on 25th August 1918 at the congress of the Pan-Russian Anarcho-
Syndicalists. The congress took the following resolution: 

1... "to fight against capitalism and state power: in view of the needs of pro-
duction to organize the independent soviets into federations and to undertake 
the amalgamation of independent peasants and workers organizations. 

2. to recommend the creation of free soviets to the workers and to urge them 
to struggle against the institution of the council of the peoples' commissars, 
which represents a form of organization that will have nefarious consequences 
for the working class. 

3. to disband the militarist army and, instead, arm the workers and the 
peasants while, at the same time, explaining to them the outworn notion of 
the "socialist motherland", since the workers and the peasnats' motherland 
is the whole world. 

4. to fight in a more firm manner against the Czechoslovakian counter-rev-
olutionaries and all imperialist attempts but without forgetting that the ultra 
revolutionary Bolshevik party is, itself, turning into a conservative and a 
reactionary one. 

5. to put directly the distribution of supplies and consumer goods in the hands 
of workers' and peasants' organizations; to stop the armed expeditions againsT 
the peasants which make latter hostile to the workers and thus weaken the 
solidarity among them by bringing to the revolutionary front prejudices which 
benefit only the counter-revolutionaries." 

The theoretical and practical values of this resolution may be appreciated 
in various ways, but to a few of those who are still in possession of their 
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faculties, ret.v.  _io,  for one or other reason, are not directly involved poli-
tically or other ways, they by no means can qualify such activities and 
demands as  cou  her-revolutionary. On the contrary, the later development in 
Russia has prcv_d that our comrades have judged the s-ituation cοrrectly,,and 

many of their predictions literally have taken place. 

Never have the Russian anarchists been at service of reaction. They 
have done what has been within their possibilítes. As a matter of fact they 
had always been among the first to combat any counter-revolutionary ma-
noeuvres. They risked their lives in the defense of the Revolution and made 
immeasurable sacrifices of lives. Hence, to treat them as counter-revolu-
tionaries is an infamy even if it is done in the interest of the "communist" 
government or party. 

As long as the Bolsheviks had needed the anarchists they had not branded 
them as counter-revolutionaries in the eyes of the world. On the contrary, 
to their own followers, the Bolshevik press had quoted the anarchists as an 
example of revolutionary energy and firmness. In fact many present "heads" 
of the party needed such an example. We need only mantion not very heroic 
role played by  Zinoviev  and  Kamenev  during the eventful days orecedirm the 
October upheaval in 1917. They were the keenest opponents of, and tried to 
prevent by all means, the very upheaval which finally brought them to power. 
None else bυτ Lenin himself publicly accused them of cowardice, lack of 
character and reproached them of "having forgotten all fundamental Bol-
shevik ideas, and proletarian revolutionary internationalism". Yet, because 
later they made an honourable change in good and in due form, they were 
re-integrated in the 'community of saints'. 

Nonetheless, such a past did not prevent the same people fro;n treating 
everyone who refused to dance to the sound of their music as canter-revol-
utionary. This would have been a comical farce if, at the same time, it had 
not been so unspeakably tragic. It brings to mind the words of the famous 
'' prefect of the Paris' barricades", Caussidiere on the subject of Bakunin in 
1848; " What a man! In the first day of the revolution he does simply wonders 
but he ought to be shot on the second day". 

everyone who refused to dance to the sound of their music as counter-revol- 

	

This 0 s exactly  th  olícy the Bolsheviks applie t 	archists: in the 
first d , they crow 	ern, in the secon 	hey cr  ci  

This was exactly the policy the Bolsheviks applied to anarchists: in the 
first day, they crown them, in the second - they crucify them. But would any 
politicians or men in power, at all times and in all countries, du differently? 
The Bolsheviks have proved that they are no exception to the rule. 
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Chapter IV 

Nestor Makhno and the Bolsheviks  

It is necessary to say a few words about Nestor Makhno and his movement 
which have been dealt with in a most virulent manner by the Bolshevik press. 
It is interesting to see how the Bolheviks used the same methods against him 
as Well as against the anarchists in general: to eulogize and condemn accord-
ing to the demands 0f circumstances. At one time the Bolshevik press would 
declare Makhno as a counter-revolutionary of the worst possible kind, allied 
to Denikin and Vrangel; the other time, the same press would extol him as a 
good revolutionary, allied to the soviet government. Nothing astonishing 
then, when later on, the most aburd rumours were to be circulated about him 
and the motives of his activities. 
then, when later on, the most absurd rumours were to be circulated about him 

A well known comrade, and a long time friend in Moscow, sent us the fol-
lowing biographic sketch which defines well the personality of this leader of 
the Ukrainian partisans: "Nestor Makhno, at about 30 years of age is an ordi-
nary peasant who has been an active member of the revolutionary movement 
since 1901. He then belonged to an anarchist revolutionary group. For the 
killing of a policeman in the province of Ekaterinoslav he was condemned to 
death. Due to his young age, his death sentence was commuted to hard labour 
for life. Freed by the revolution of 1917, he went back to his native country 
and took part in the organizing of country people 

In the beginning of 1918 began the reaction in the Ukraine. Austrians, 
Germans and the forces of  Hetman  (military commander) Skoropadsky gov-
erned the country by a policy of mass executions and violent persecutions of 
peasants, workers and revolutionaries. Makhno and his comrades had founded 
a militant group which had been engaged in a most determined struggle against 
the. foreign  troues  and the Hetman's police. Their success quickly increased 
the number of their followers and their small group soon numbered 200. At 
the end of the year he had a considerable army of insurgents. Once the Uk-
raine had been freed from the foreign soldiers and the armed bands of Skor-
opadsky, Makhno began a fight against Petliura. 

Ammunition blackmail and slander 

Once Petliura had been defeated, the Bolshevikk occupied the Ukraine. As 
an anarchist, Makhno could not make a common cause with them even, they 
made to him the most inviting promises, for example they nominated him as 
a commander of the Ukrainian armed forces, on the condition that he agreed 
td operate under Trotsky's orders. This Makhno refused, because it was im-
possible for him to collaborate with people whose sole aim was to capture 
power. Instead, he began to agitate among thepeople and to organize the strug-
gle against the new reactionary army of Denikin, while the Bosheviks refused 
to entrust the struggle to an insurgent army. Not being sufficiently strong to 
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march against-Mkhnονists, the Bolsheviks thought to break Makhno's resis-
tance by refusing to supply him with ammunition. Trotsky said that he would 
not deliver any w .pons unless Makhno yield to the orders of the Red  Armi.  
Thus Makhno an.c: his partisans found themselves in a very dangerous situation, 
between the deνΙΙ and the deep sea, between Denikin and the Red Army with 
around 50, 000 people but firtually no ammunition. He had fough almost alone 
against the  Hetman  and against Petliura. At that time the Red Army was ex-
tremel.y Weak a.nd badly organized but the Bolsheviks nonetheless  (ΈΈ  +,éé,, 
for the .sake of their own interests), abundantly sunnlied him then with weannns 
Now suddenly, on the pretéxt that Makhnovists were an army of insurgents, 
they were denied the very right of existence, simply because Makhno had 
not yielded to Trotsky's command. 

Trotsky believed that by refusing to supply the iakhnovists with weapons he 
would force them into subservience. When he realized that Makhno would not 
change his mind, he decied to destroy him by a1I means. On 29  th  of April, 
1919, at a meeting in Kharkov, he referred to Makhno as an ordinary bandit 
and declared that he preferred to see the Ukraine be occupied by the Whites 
rather than leaving it to the M akhnovists, because, he had argued, if Denikin 
had the Ukraine in his hands the peasants themselves would call the Bolsheviks. 

This explains why Makhno was left without weapons and why the Red Army 
withheld their fire while Denikin, in his furious attack against the disararmed 
Makhnovists was breaking their front. The Red Army was forced to withdraw 
also but the purpose of Trotsky's tactic was achieved: Makhno was defeated 
completely and forced, with the rest of his army, to abandon the battle-field. 
At the same time, the Bolsheviks' press explained the retreat of the Red 
Army as a betrayal by Makhno, whom the soviet government outlawed. Makhno's 
brother, being mistaken for Makhno, was shot dead while in a hospital. 

Thanks to the defeat of Makhno, Denikin gained a great advantage. His 
troops defeated the Red Army and triumphantly penetrated Russia. In this 
critical situation Makhno, somehow, succeeded to re-organize his partisans 
and by a bold suprise, attacked Denikin from behind, and cut his supplies 
of amunition and supplies. The Red Army, once again, was in a position to 
take the offensive and the Bolshevik press recognized once more the revol-
utionary qualities of Makhno and the government repealed the decree which 
had outlawed this alleged "leader of the bandits". But soon after the definite 
defeat of Denikin, Trotsky demanded that the Makhnovists be disarmed and 
vt~en the latter refused, he declared Makhno a bandit once again and ,utlawed 
him. The hard battle in which Makhno and the Bolsheviks were engaged and 
which, often, had taken terrible forms, did not reach a definite end until 
Wrangel came to the scene which opened a new phase in the relationships be-
tween the Soviet Government and the Makhnovists. " 

This information from our Russian comrade, in all its details, has 
been confirmed since by many others with first hand information. For 
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example, in fromt of me lies a manuscript of 114 pages on the Maknovist 
movement, sent tones from Russia, in which all facts of general nature re-
ported above are supported by documents. As soon as possible this material 
will be published allowing thereby the reader to form a clear perception of 
Makhno and his movement and, at the same time, completely destroy the 
legends forged by the Bolsheviks about Makhno and his cause. 

Against Wrangel -the Bolshevik Government signs an  

accord with Makhno. 

At the beginning of 1920 Makhno simultaneously faught against Wrangel 
and the Bolsheviks. But suddenly the situation took a dramatic turn for the 
Bolsheviks and the Government was forced to lock for help from him. The 
war with Poland seriously exhausted the Russian military forces and the 
Red Army could not stop Wrangel's impetuous push as he was liberally e-
quipped with modern arms supplied by the powers of the Entente. Faced 
with a danger which could have grave consequences for the Soviet Govern-
ment, the latter decided to contact the "bandit" Makhno, whom the Soviet 
Government, 
press had not ceased to refer as "an ally of the white 'baron' Wrangel." 

On the 16  th  of October, the following treaty was signed between the 
Soviet Government and Makhno. 

Preliminary political and military agreement between the Soviet  
Ukrainian Republic and the Maknovists (the Ukrainian Revolutionary 

Insurrectionary army.  

1. The Ukrainian Revolutionary Insurrectionary Army (Mkhnovists) will 
join the armed forces of the Republic as a partisan army, subordinate, in 
regard to operations, to the supreme command of the Red Army; it will 
retain its established internal structure, and does not have to adopt the 
bases and principles of the regular Red Army. 

2. While crossing Soviet territory at the front, or going between fronts, 
the Insurrectionary Army will accept into its ranks neither detachments of, 
nor deserters from, the Red Army. 

Remarks: 
a). The units of the Red Army as well as isolated Red soldiers who have met 
and joined the Revolutionary Insurrectionary Army behind the Wrangel front 
shall re-enter the ranks of the Red Army when they again contact it. 

b). The Makhnovist insurgents behind the Wrangel front, as well as all men 
at present in the Insurrectionary Army, will remain there, even if they were 
previously mobilized by the Red Army, 

3. For the purpose of destroying the common enemy - the White Army - 
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the Ukrainian Re 'c.. υtiοnary Lnsurrectionary Army (ikhnovists) will inform 
the working masses who collaborate with it, of the agreement that has been 
concluded; it will call upon the, people to cease all military actions hostile 
to the Soviet Power; for its part, the Soviet power will immediately publish 
the clauses of the agreement. 

4. The families of the combatants of the Makhnovist Revolutionary Insur-
rectionary Army living in the territory of the Soviet Republic shall enjoy the 
same rights as those of soldiers of the Red Army, and for this purpose 
shall be supplied by the Soviet Government of the Ukraine with the necessary 
documents. 

Political agreement 

1. Immediate release of all Makhnovists and anarchists imprisoned or in 
exile in the territories of the Soviet Rupublic; cessation of all persecutions 
of Makhnovists or anarchists, except those who carry on armed conflict 
against the Soviet Government. 

2. Complete freedom in all forms of public expression and propaganda for 
all Makhnovists and anarchists, for their principles and ideas, in speech 
and the press, with the exception of anything that might call for the violent 
overthrow of the Soviet Government, and on condition that the requirements 
of military censorship be respected. For all kinds of publications, the Makh-
novists and anarchists, as revolutionary organizations recognized by the 
Soviet Government, may make use of the technical apparatus of the Soviet 
State, while naturally submitting to the technical rules for publication. 

3. Free participation in elections to the Soviets; and the right of Makhnovists 
and anarchists to be elected thereto. Free participation in the organization 
of the forthcoming Fifth Pan-Ukrainian Congress of Soviets, which will take 
place next December. 

Signed: Bela  Kun-  V. Popov. 

On the base of this agreement the Makhnovist Insurrectionary Army and 
the Red Army fought against Wrangel side by side. Succes came in no time: 
the third week saw, indeed, the complete defeat of the "white baron's" army, 
the remnants of which ran desperately towards south pursued by the Red Army. 

New Bolshevik Betrayals and Slanders  

Then what happened? As soon as Wrangel's hordes were definitely de-
feated, the Soviet Government broke its treaty with Iakhno in the most vile 
manner and the Red Army, suddenly turned against its old allies and crushed 
them in most savage way. Makhno who saved himself at time was, once again, 
declared a "bandit" and a traitor" by the Bolsheviks. All anarchists who, 
due to the agreement with Makhno, were, until then enjoying freedom were 
re-arrested. Among them were Makhnο friends Tchubenko and Voline and 
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many others. 

These facts today represent the true historical develonment of the'Makh-
novist movement. The simple facts we have given account of, are a clear 
indication that ,Makhno is neither a traitor nor a cοúnter-revolutionary and 
all noisès about him and his movement circulated by the Bolsheviks are ob-
vious lies serving the "raison d'Etat?. If someone has a cause to complain 
of betrayal, and a betrayal in the worst possible sense, ít is Makhno. A 
real betrayal occured not only against him but against the cause of the Rev-
olution too, when in the Spring of 1919 the Bolsheviks left him without any. 
help and weapons, and thus made way for the defeat and the break up of the 
insurgents by Denikin. There was a betrayal of first degree in the manner 
by which the Soviet Government violated the agreement it had signed with 
Makhno, a behaviour that reminds us of the political methods of Ceasar 
Borgia. 

Even if, in the above agreement the revolutionary character of its move-
ment was recognized, the Soviet government constantly tried to present 
Makhno as a counter- revolutionary. Today, it still brands him as a common 
criminal and a bandit. Yet, we have to, ask ourselves the queStίπn, why 
does a government which is, or loves to call itself, a communist government, 
doh 
sign an agreement of great military and political importance with such ań  
individual? What , then, are those who establishedanalliance with such a 
bight way robber and tie themselves to him by a contract? What, actually, the 
Government has not said, is that it is they who are the real bandits, they who 
decided to sign the accord with Makhno. This grant  ed,  then in no way can 
the Government's behaviour be said to be justifiable. Their behaviour had 
been obvious at the time when the existence of Makhno and his army was 
threatened by Denikin; when they were left alone to their destiny. Their with-
drawing of the necessary support to Makhno even endangered the position 

of the Red Army. But they, the Bolsheviks, had to sacrifice Makhno, in their 
desire to get rid of him. 
individual. What, then, are those who established an alliance with such a 

The Moscow statesmen knew quite well that Makhno was not a bandit. 
They knew that Makhno had fought for a state of affairs directly opposed to 
theirs and not, thus, corresponding to one they had established. They, also 
knew that this man, who saved Russia from the counter-revolution, could in 
no way be described as a counter-revolutionary. All this is well known to 
the leaders of the Bolshevik government, but because Makhno and his move-
ment have refused to be integrated into their structure, they have to be elim-
inated by any means whatsoever. For that reason Makhno is "a bandit", a 
"traitor" and a "counter-revolutionary". He cannot, indeed, be anything else; 
as must all anarchists in general, and any revolutionary tendencies which 
have refused to recite the Boslshevik credo. That all Bolshevik accusations 
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are false, is a fact of no importance. The lie is always one of the rules in the 
arena of all diplomacies and as such, it cannot be dismissed from the so- 
called "proletarian diplomacy" 

Bolshevik Communism: A factory for gramophone records. 
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PAGES OF SOCIALIST HISTORY.  
Ν.  

TI-1T CONCENTlIETION ΟF CAPITAL. 

f must beg my readers to pardon the following figures and my dry 
method ii treatment. There is a deep seated error in some of our 
Socialist arguments, arid, I think, it may be well worth while to spend 
a few minutes in looking into the  malter.  

Every historical epoch, every polίti ιad party, lifts been stained by seine 
er1'oneoiis, and often niiseliieious, idea, which was, nevertheless, at 
that time, admitted by all the world as undoubted fact, and accepted by 
men of capaeity and talent, as well as by the commonplace pe~•sons who 
merely swallow the opinions of their neighbors. And when it  lias  liappeued 
Ιbat a false appreciation  lois  been set forth mid formulated in "seientiiie" 
or "philosophic" style, its injurious domination leas extended over genera 
-liens. 

\úw we, Socialists, without distinction of party or school, all share 
in just such an error. I speak of the law of the concentration of capital, 
formulated by Marx, and repeated by Socialist writers or speakers the  
'unii  over. (;n into a Socialist meeting, take up the first Socialist publi-
cation you see, and yogi will hear or read that capital, according to the 
scientific law of its- being, t.eruls t ι) concentrate in the hands of a smaller 
and sµιallcr number of capitalists, that: large fortunes are created at the 
expense of snuffler fortunes, mid that great capitols arc increased by the 
extinctiiii úl' little ones. This widespread formula lies at the root of the 
perliamenlary tactics of State Socialists. From this point of view, the 
solution of the Social quesilim, conceived by tlhe great founders of mod-
er Socialism as a complete regeneration of the individual, as well as of 
society, both economically arid morally—becomes delightfully simple and 
easy. No need for an economic straggle day by day between exploiter and 
exploited; no need to begin lucre and nmc-  endeavoring to practice brotherly 
relations betwecu one" and man; «nihing of the sort. ft is enough that 
tlhe workers should vote for members of parliament who call themselves 
Sοcíalists, that the number of these M. P.'s should increase to the extent  
cf  a. majority in the Ilouse, that they should decree State Collectivism or 
Communism, and all exploiters will peaceably submit to the decision of 
parlienueut. The capitalists will have no ch ι,ice but unresisting submission, 
for, aceordhng to tlhe law of the concentration of ca a  ta],  their numbers 
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will be rednneed tc an infinitesimal prοpnrί i i ι of the iiiitioi'i. 
"ΤΙ1 t. a fine a ι id easy prospect! Just think: without effort or suffering 

on our 'nut, the iuievitable law of the concentration of capital is preparing 
:for us a fi ι lure of bliss. It is so attractive to face the frightful difficulties 
of a eoinplicated problem thru rose-tinted spectacles, especially when we 
ore soothed by the genuine conviction that modern science and philosophy 
have taught us the consoling truth. And this so-celled "law," as set forth. 
by Marx, is coated with all the appearance of philosophy and scί e ιιι  ι  . 

"The capitalist mode of appropriation, the result of the eαρital ίst 
mode of production, produces capitalist private property. This is the first 
negation of individual private property, as fouiided on the labor df the 
proprietor. ]3υ t capitalist production begets, with the inexorability of a. 
law of nature, its own negation. It is the negation of negation. . . . 
This expropriation [of many capitalists by fewi is.aceomplished by the 
action of the imminent laws of capitalist production itself, by the central-
ization of capital. . . . Along with the constantly diminishing number 
of the ianguMes of capital, who usurp and monopolize all advantages of 
this process of trans!oi'innticm, grows the mass of misery, oppression, 
slavery, degradation, exploihui.ioii." ("Capital," Vol. II., pp. 7S8-9, Eng-
lish  ed.)  

ρονert γ grmvs, hilt, 'u t liming the middle classes, not among the 
small capitalists; rather among the workers, the producers. 

It is thirty-five years since the publication of "Capital"; full fifty 
years have gone by since Marx formulated that; law which nnmust act. "as 
the metumiorplmses in nature." It is, therefore, highly probable that the 
law should be exemplified by at least some few economic phenomena. 
During this period production and exchange have receiνed an unheard 
of impetus, private fortunes amounting to inillioiis have been aemuutuula[ed. 
colossal companies have developed their resources; according to the law 
the number of small capitalists ought to have diminished; at Least no 
increase ought to  lu  e taken place in their numbers. Ilet  ris  see what 
English statistics have to say in this matter. I limit myself to England, 
because this country is famed, above all things, as a land of capitalist 
production; because Marx himself based all his dialectical speculations on 
the analysis of English economic life. The figures I quote are well 
known. 

Tl ι e national wealth if this country has increased since the beginning 
of the century as follows:— 

IJSTIMATED IN MILLIONS OF POUNDS STEltLTNG. 
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1812 1840 1860 1888 

Ho tises 	  255 280 350 414 

hsílways 	  21 348 865 

Shipping. 	 15 23 44 134 

Merchandise 	 50 70 • 190 .344 

Furniture. 	 130 370 580 1,212 

450 764 1,162 2,969 

These figures very clenily iιιtlίcate the true source whence great for-
tunes sl ι rir ιg. Taking the sum total of wealth, without counting tke 
value  π£  bouuses,  've  see that the modest sum of £195,000,000 in 1812 is 
transformed in 188$ into  £2,555,000,00Π;.  or, in. other ‚lords, the national 
"'cailli in our days is 13.1 greater t1in in those of our grand fathers,  ami  is 
possessed by 158,600 rich families, and 730,500 middle-class fαιιιί Ιί ι's, out 
of the 37,888,153 iulmi.itanl:s of the United Kingdom. 11 like progress in 
the increase of wealth is to be observed in all civilized comi trius. 

'[u Γι'alιce, according to the tables of Fouriuier de 1+'luz a id 1'νe~ 
Guyoi, the estimated figures.are:— 

ΓSTIhLATLD IN MILLIONS OF POUNDS STI';ltLING. 

lInO SeS 	  
Ιiα ί ΙωιιyΒ 	  
SI ι i1l ιing 	  
Ierchwniliie 	 
Ι+' υ rτι ί  t  ιι ι•e. ... . 	 

18Ν0 184Π '  1873 1888  

51Π  720 1,158  1,7ί14 
—  10  27Π  539 

7 7 12 15 
19 23 120 155 

255 360 675 852  

l'or  the better understanding of the method of distribution,  wc  will 

consult the statistics of probate, legacy, and, succession duties, acecording 
to  titi  English ofheial returns in the years  188Γ-89.  It appears that there 
"'ere at l lia t time:— 

C1ast. ii. of 
ι[οιιsυlιοlλs. 

Avet•age per 
Death.  

Aggregato  in  
λCί llίοιιs ut 

Poiiiids  Sterling. 

Mihhionaiini . 	 700 £855,000 509 
Very iichi 	  9,650 £190,000 1,834 
liicl ι 	  148,250 £26,500 3,921. 
Middle 	  730,500 £3,200 °,330  

Striutugli ig 	 2,008,000 £340 ~ ί38() 
Poor 	  3,916,000 
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1'j1 is is  α  αιιι ιια ry if distriljiitiori in our uwn days. Let us see how 
the iigiircs vary , rice 1815-50, when Marx's law was formulated. 

iii 1841-50 average per death 	 

	

 	£99. 
"  1:301-7Π  " " " 	 	 £100. 
" 1871-80  	 £21Π. 
ι 1δ81—δ5  " " 	 £235. 

Comiting the average of increase at £5 a year, it appears that in the 
present year each subject of her majesty might dispose of about £280, or 
each working family of £1,540. And people would try to persuade us that 
the England of today would not be capable of realizing comfort for all its 
children! But to return to our figures; according to the same official re-
turns, there were in 

1840 fortunes over £5,000 	  1,989 
1877 	" 	 " 	  4,478 
1840 	of  frein  £100 to £5,000._ 	 17,936 
1877 	 " 	" " 	" 	 36,438 

• Front 1876, the increase of pl01)ate, legacy, and succession duties, and 
that of the income tax took place as follows:— 

In the years 

1876-77 
1880-81 
1884-85 
1888-89 
1890-91  
1892--9ι3  

Probate, etc. 

£5, 860,781 
6,657,393 
7,720,195  
ι3,5.57,880 
7,443,29Π  
9,637,872  

IIncome tax. 

£ 5,28Π,000  
10,830,880 
12,000,080 
12, 7(ι0,  000 
13,950,000 
13, 925,  00Π  

It must not be forgotten that estates under £100 escape the probate 
court. As wealth increases, there is nothing strange in the fact that the 
revenue of the State increases also. But what changes may be observed in 
the numbers of those from whom the duties and taxes are levied? Who are 
the spoilt children of our modern culture? It seems the middle classes as 
a whole. 

In 1840 there were only 5.4 per cent of the whole population who 
annually paid £20 and more as income tax. in 1850 tlhe proportion had 
risen to 14.5 per cent. Since 1850 the increase in the number of taxpayers 
earnimr more than £200 per annum only ωαs•— 

i ιι the year Total :He. ιι.sseesed. 
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1850 
1860 
1870" 
1880 
1886 

 

(1',389 
15,530 

11,375  
'310,43υ  
250,000 
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it mill be seen that in thirty-six years the number of taxpayers with 
a yearly income above £200 has tripled. It remains to he seen if this in-
crease has not been brought about for the benefit of the rich by the poverty 
of the pettyy capitalists. To avoid any pretext for objections, I τΡvill cοnfiηε , 
myself exefusively to the results of cw amerce and banking, as summed up 
by Schedule ]) of ti ι e income tax. Let us compare the figures for live dif-
ferent years, twenty years apart, so that the influence of the so-called law 
nnay be able to slio'v itself.. Let us take the numbers of taxpayers in 1868-
69 and in 1889. One item only, that of 92,593, is not for 1869, but  foi•  

1875-76. l]ere are the tables:- 

 

     

Ιτιemιιe In it 

From £150-200... 
300...  
40Π...  
500... 

(100... 
780.. 
800... 
900... 

'1,800. . . 
2,000... 
3,000... 
4,000... 

5,080-10,000.., 
10,4)00-5Q800... 
50,00 amt over. , 

ΝιιιιιUer  it  Tuxpayeι•α.  
Ιιιcι•eυ~e 
per cent. 

1868-69 1889 

92,593 162,714 
57,650 106,7411  7'ϊ  .  7  
24,β54  45,133 
12,421  .Ι  8, 46'2 

187,518 333,074) 145,552 

9,528  ' 	11,964 
5,485 7,423 30.0 
3,410  4,ϋ71 
3,ο59  3,961 

21,482 28,019  ϋ,  537 

1,222 1,831 
8,959 11 850 33 6 
2,666 3,562 
1,320  1,ϋ9'2  

14,167 18,935 4,703 

1,360 1,859 
740 9119 35.0 
52 79 

2,153  2,9υ7  755 
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'l'he results 	tais  tal.,le.ιΙυ nit se  ι  somehow  ι- u ecοι  ί  ιΡ itl ι  ci 	so- 
called law. Just 'lic opposite. 

The nmnbe„s neither of potentates of capital xiii' ii smaller capί t τι l-
ists ore dimittislied. The number of the hatter increases far more rapidly 
than that of the potentates. While the increase in the limiters of the rich 
is 30 per cent, that in the lower ranks of the middle class is 77 per ccii . 
While the preachers of inaction were soothing tlιe people with  lite  idea that 
the number of exploiters was gradually diminishing, those numbers have 
in reality tripled between :1840 and our own times. Where, then, has the 
action of this xnetapliysieat (kriimit law of the exploitation of the treater 
number of capitalists by the smaller managed to hide itself? how does it 
happen that a law, acting with the absolute certainty of the metamorphoses 
of nature, shows itself in real life by results of exactly the opposite sort? 
Simply because no such law exists. We have been saddled with this ab-
surdity by German metaphysics, the injurious influence of which, especially 
among Russians, has been as great in morals and in art as in Socialism, 
'ilut.lier it was imported by Marx and Engels. 

l'or forty years a more than ]Ilahonietan  neo-fatalism has been 
taught to the Corkers of the civilized world! Not only by ambitious pre-
tenders like Cιuesde and the new German aristocrats known as "Socialist" 
deputies, but by valuable and courageous men; mein of genius like W. Mor-
ris, and of ability and education like  H.  I. Ryndman. 

It is díflìcult to estimate the evil which this imaginary law has worked 
in modern Socialism. Thanks to it, Marx and Engels, in the "Communist 
Manifesto," laid down the dictum that the emancipation of the wórkiug 
classes must be brought about by a class war, this war being a. political 
struggle. It underlies all Social Democratic tactics. Thanks to it, we are 
hampered by such absolute nonsense as that the social question is merely 
a matter of political reform. Finally, it gave the aforesaid new German 
aristocracy the efl`rontery to present the follo'ving to the Tntei'natioxial 
Labor Congress at Ziirieh as a Socialist resolution:— 

"The struggle against class domination and exploitation must be a 
political one, having the conquest of political power for its end." 

This is totally :false. Τt ι e p°wer of the ruling class is based on the 
wealth preduc:ed by the people, which is appropriated by the said classes. 
Consequently, to free themselves frou ι this domination, the People  must 
refuse to yield up the fruit of their toil to their masters. It is not by a 
hohiical, but by an economic struggle; not ballot-boxes, but by strikes; not 
by ti dccisiοn of parliament; but by a well organized and triumphant general 
strike that the people can inaugurate a new era; the era. of econmnic 
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and social equality, of solidarity, enlightened, lilt by metaphysics, but by  
th  orπ and, truly scientific instruction. 

1[Te have seen that, despite the imaginary law of λlíarχist metephysi-
cians, the m?tmnber of exploiters. increases. Consequently, the number of 
upholders of the existing order, with its advantages of misery  ami  igno-
rance, instead of decreasing in proportion to the "constantly diminishing 
niimberpf the magnates of capital," is growing. It 'vas, in fact, tripled 
between 1850 and 1889, while the population was growing at the rate of 
less than 40 per cent. This result bas been obtained from the ofncial figures 
of Blue Books; but if we consult the works of well known specialists, like 
I1'1n]hall it 01lien, who take a. somewhat longer period of time, nur results 
will be still more striking. Let us dwell awhile upon the  sta  mieril works 
of these authors, for iheir`fίgιιres ai'e token from the very date when Engels 
and M.ιι.ι began preaching ecououiuic fatalism, social reform by an all 
powerful State, amid political legalism in economic aITairs.* 

From lInlhal]'s "Dictionary of Statistics" αnd "Fifty Years of .ΛΡ n-
tί οna] Γrοgress," mmd. IL Cill..en's "Essays on Fimnuce," it appιmis:—

First, that the number of property owners dying was, in 

Year 
Number 

if Ρr ιιbιιtΟe. 
AiOOiiiit 

of Propeily. 
Αιιιουτιt 

jer LetatO. 

1533 25, 108 £34,887,255 £2,1ü0  
1 88'2 55,359 £'14Π,360,854  £2,5(1(1 

l ιιcrease . .. .  29,99! £85,473, 599 £340 

"We have the fact that these classes (capitalist) are the.nselves in-
creasing. They may be only a minority of the nation, tho I think a con-
sí ι]erablι minority, as 55,000 estates passing in a year represent from 
1,500,000 to 2,000,000 persons as possessing property subject to ρrοbaie 
duty." (Úill'en, p. 396.) 

Mcci ad, income tax was paid— 	. 

Year 

18.3 
1889 

From £150 to £500.  

13γ  87,940 men.  
"  333,97O  "  

From £1,000 am) over. 

By 7,923 moon. 
" 21,842 " 

Immerease .... 	270 per cent. Only 228 per rent. 
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Numbers. Veai Rent. 

£14300, Olι) 
£18900,000 

187A) 205,000 
1886 300,000 

Increase in 
11 years. s 71,000 £4000,800 

Third, since $40, the growth of t'+e possessig classes  lois, <ici-ii-d-
big to Mulliall ("ii ft y Wears ii National Progress,"  ρ.  2-1), been foί ιι• tmies 
15 ijuick as that  π1  tue  population as  α  whole. 1t is ad ιιιίtted that in 1840, 
97,075 men died owrimg less Ilion {;10C, 'vIdlc in 1877 this number had 
α1ι•eειdy fallen to :12,-147, and ,yet thu popi'iiitiin had iίιc ι•ease more than 
2G per cent (ld.). 

Forth, reckoning the number of shops and stores— 

(Muihall's "Dictionary.") 

It appears that Whitely, Maple, Shoolbred, the Army and Navy, and 
Civil Service Stores, etc., have in no wise diminished the numbers ιιf para-
sitic shopkeepers, those petty capitalists whom John S. Mill described so 
repulsively, and over whose fate  Guesde  anίί  other Marxist orators so often 
weep; for, according to the fiuicied law, they are being devoured by the 
big shops. 

Fifth, iii the typically capitalistic operations of Imuki 0g the like inn-
crease in the number of property owtiers is to be observed. 

"There ore (1880) 140 joint stock banks  ils.  the United U.1110οιιι, with 
are aggregate paid-up capital and reserve of £100,000,000, hell by 90,000 
shmrcholdcrs. . . . This does 1 ώt include 47 colonial banks." (1Ιιι11ιa11's 
" Fi.fty Years of National Progress," p. 00.) 

No meter from which side we approach the question, the number of 
exploiters :always and everywhere augments. it is sοιnetÍ ι lug mire than 
simple to  confirme  repeating the absurd statement that the number of own-
ers of capital being reduced by an inevibible law tι an infinitesimal minor-
ity, the middle classes will gently submit to expropriation voted by poi-ha-
ment.  V, in 1898, they reddened the streets if Paris in their struggle 
against the Socialistic demands of the victorious people, we may be sure 
beforehand of their conduct in future, for their numbers have tripled. 
The Bloody Week of 1871 is net too favmrable an augury for opt lu sts and 
parliamentarians. 
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* '19 ιe Ι1arχists pretend that their master first gave a materialistic explanation 
of history. We shall afterwards see how the ideas of  Vico,  of Locke, of St. Simon, 
of Quetelet, of Buckle, and of T. Rogers were attributed to Marx. here Ι 'sish merely 
to point out the tremendous contradiction involved iii saying that economic struggle 
and ilevclopment are the dominant factors in lni man life, and therefore that the 
wυri.crs, to obtain their economic and social emancipation, must above all else, devote 
themsclyes to political andl legal contests.  
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