Zap NTéAyko@, Mia KpITIK OTOV HapSIcuo
(TrpOAoyog Tou Anunten Tpwaditn)

H epyacia aut) ypa@Ttnke atrd Tov Zah NTOAYKo@ €TTEIBN TNV ETTOXI TNG CUYYPOPNG
NG (TEAn OekaeTiog 1960, pe apxég Oekaetiag 1970) utmipxe €vag oAoéva
augavouevog apiBudsg avBpwTtwy TTou emmiCnToucav pia emBeRaiwon Twv KUPIWV
BepdTwy TTOU CuvIoTOUCQV TN dIAPAXN METOEU QVOPXIKWY KAl JAPEIOTWV.

2TN oUVTOMN, OAAG TTEPIEKTIKI AUTH €PYACia, O CUYYPOQYEQS BPRKE TNV EUKAIpIa va
elodyel emimTAéov  avTikeigeva KpITIKAG. ETriong, oulntd €dw TIG ATTOYEIG TWV
MOPEIOTWY EKEIVWV OI OTTOI0I £XOUV €TTIOOOEI O€ PIa KPITIKA KAl aTTéppIYn, O PEPIKEG
TTEPITITWOEIG, TOU OTOAIVIOMOU -KaOI OXI MOVO- OUXVA UIOBETWVTAG €AEUBEPIOKES
QTTOYEIG KAl TTAiPVOVTAG €va TTIO “aVTIECOUCIAOTIKO' UOVOTTATI.

21NV apxn o NTéAykog BAalel 0To OTOXOOTPO TOU TOV OIKOVOWIKO VTETEPUIVIOUO Kal
KABe ouvaer opoloyia, OTTWGS I0TOPIKO Kal DIOAEKTIKO UAIOUO, UNIOTIKA avTiAnyn Tng
I0TOPIOG, ETTIOTNUOVIKO COCIaAIoUd, €VVOIEG TTOU OUVIOTOUV TNV KEVTPIKH ouaia Tou
Mapgliopou. AvtitapaBéTtel oe autd TIG amowelg Tou MixadA M1takouviv, o OTT0iog,
A€l 0 ouyypagéag, aoknoe Tnv idla akpIBWG KPITIKA oTn Bswpia Tou Map TTepi
OIKOVOUIKOU VTETEPUIVIOHUOU, TTPIV OXEOOV £va QIWVA TTPIV.

Katdtmiv €€eTdlel 10 dOYPA TTEPI OIKOVOUIKOU VTETEPMPIVIOUOU OE OUVAPTNON ME TO
TPOTAYUA TWV YAPEIoTWV TN JIKTATOPIO TOU TTPOAETAPIATOU, TTAPABETOVTAG ATTOWEIG-
KA€1I01a Twv Mapg kal ‘EvykeAg (€10iIKG attd 1o £pyo Tou ‘AvTI-NTUpPIVYK) aAAd Kal Tou
eppavol popgioth ®pavg Mépivyk (ammé 10 épyo Tou “KpiTikp NG TOAITIKAG
Oikovopiag”). AviirapaBéTel edw €k véou ammoyelg Tou MixaA MTtrakouviv 660 Kai
Tou ITaAoU avapyokoupouvioTh KdpAo Kagiépo.

21N ouvéxela, o Zap NTOAyko@ oulnTd BACIKEG ATTOWEIS TWV HAPEIOTWYV YIa T ¢UoN
Tou KpdTtoug, apxifovrag atd 10 “KoupouvioTIKO MavigEéoTo” Kal TTPOXWEWVTAG OTA
(nTAMATA TNG TTAPAYWYNS Kal TNG OIAVOUNG TWV TTPOIOVTWY OE€ OUVAPTNON TTAVTA PE
10 KpAaTog, TTapaBEéTovTag TI atToWelg Tou Meppavol avapxoouvdOiKaAlioT) PoUvToAQ
Pokep. Kal, @uUOIKA, ETTIXEIPNPMATOAOYEI YIO TOV OIKOVOUIKO VTETEPUIVIOHNO TOU
KpdTtoug, €TmIKpivovTag atroyeigTTou Trepiéxovral oto “KoppouvioTiké MavigéoTo”
QEPVOVTAC TIG OE QVTITTAPABECNUE OXETIKES KPITIKEG TOU M. MTTOKOUVIV.

MapaBETel, KATOTIV, TIC ATTOWEIC TWV AVAPXIKWY KAl avapX0oUVvOIKAAIOTWY yia Tnv
TagIKA TTAAN, atmd TNV EUPAVIOH TOU avapyIkou KIViuaTog Kal dwog, TTnyaivovTag Kal
O€ IOTOPIKEG AVOPOPEG OXETIKA PE TA TTPWIPA COCIAAIOTIKA KAl EPYATIKA KIVIUOTA O€
MIa o€Ipd Xwpes TNG Eupwttng Kai TG AaTIviking AJEPIKAG.

MiAdel akéua Kai yia Tnv aypoTik padla, n otroia dev TrepIAauPAveTal Kav oOTa
MapPCIOTIKA OXESIO yIa TNV KOIVWVIKA TTAAN Kai TNV KatdAnyn tng €¢ouaiag “atmd 1o
TTPOAETAPIATO” Kal TOGO TTOAU AOIBWPEITAI WG MIKPOACTIKY Kal KakKopaBnuévn atmod
TOUG MaPCIOTEC. AVTITTOPABETEN TNV OIGAEKTIKI) EPUNVEIQ TNG 10TOPIAC PE TNV EAEUBEPN
KOuMoUvakal TNV €AeUBepn TTOAN, TTEPVWVTAG OTIC aTTOWEIG Tou [hoTp KpoTroTKiv,
aAAG kai pun KaBapd avapxikwy diavonTwyv O01Tws Tou AloUic Mauo@opvT Kal GAAwV.

H ptrpocoupa autry ekd6Bnke atrd Tnv avapxikr oudda-ekdooeig Soil Of Liberty, atmmd
TN MivedtmoAig oTig HIMA (tTou dev uttdpxel wg TETOIA).
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Forward

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



Economic Determinism

Economic Determinism and related terms--Historical
Materialism, Dialectical Materialism, Materialistic
Conception of History, Scientific Socialism--constitutes
the essence of Marxism. It is defined by Engels in
this famous passage from his introduction to Marx's
“Critique of Political Economy." "...all past history
was the history of class struggles...these warring
classes o4 soclety are always the products of the
conditions of production and exchange, in a wornd of the
economie condiiion of the Lime; [Engels' emphasis]
Thernefone the economic structurne of society always
gorms the neal basis gfrom which, in the Last analysis,
48 to be explained, the whole superstructure o4 Legal
and political institutions [the state] as well as the
neligious, philoscphical, and other conceptions of each
histornical period...all moral theories ane the product,
in the Rast analysis, of the economic Atage which
socdety neached at that particular epoch. Now a
materialist conception of historny has been propounded
and the way found Lo explain man's consciousness by his
being, instead of his being by his consciousness...the
cournse of histony 48 governed by innen Laws operating
IN SPITE OF THE DESIRED AIMS OF INDIVIDUALS..."
(Engels, "Ludwig Feurbach", p. 48, my emphasis).

The Critique

Over a century ago Bakunin anticipated much the
same arguments against Marx's theory of Economic Deter-
minism as did later writers. He stressed the point that
causes and effects are continuously interacting and
placing themselves. Causes become effects. Effects,
in turn, become causes, for example, "Matx hofds that
the political conditions of each country L5 always the
faithful expression cof L5 economic situation...he
takes no account of othen factons in histony, such as
the even present reaction of poelitical, judicial and
rneligicus institutions on the economic sitfuation. He
says poverty produces political sLavery, the state,
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(but ignores the gact) that political slavenry, the state
neproduces 4in Ats tuwn and maintainsd poverty as a
condition gorn Ats own existence...Marnx ignones com-
pletely...a muliitude of ethnological, climatological and
historical causes...which independent of the economic
condition of each country exent a considerable influence
on 415 destinies and economic development,.." ("Letter
to La Liberte", 1972).

The article titled "Dialectics" in the Encyclo-
pedia Britannica (1969) also stresses the often decisive
importance of non-economic factors in the shaping of
history, grossly underestimated by Marx: "...many
economic facts are fust as much efgects as they are
caudes. ..changes in antistic tastes, in political
Anstitutions, in socdal traditions, and even neligious
doctrines influence consumption of commodities and
thereby become determinants of production and Law is fust
as much a determinant as it is a product of economic
Life...Thus a maze of causal relationships nesults and
with causes and effects indistinguishable in many
Anstances, no sockal program could be built on this
foundation...”.

The English economist and historian R.H. Tawney
voices much the same criticism of Marx's theory of
Economic Determinism: "...that men should have thought
as they did is sometimes as significant they acted as
they did...there is an evolution of ideas as well as
ohganisms, and the quality of civilization depends Less
on physical qualities, than on a complex sthucture of
habits, knowledge and beliefs, the destruction of which
would be gollowed in a year by the death of half the
human hace...there 45 a moral and nedigious, as well as
material environment which sets its stamp on the
Andividual. . .and the effects of changes in this environ-
ment are no {Less progound...” ("Religion and the Rise
of Capitalism", pp. 18, 19).

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

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

A pretty good sampling of this Tine of thought can
be found in the academic Marxist historical quarterly
"Radical History Review" (Winter 1878-9). Four articles
dealing with the revision of Marxism point out that
the Marxists Eric Hobsbawm, Lucks, Gramsci, "New Left"
thinkers etc. have been forced to question the validity
of the relationship between Marx's theory of economic
determinism and the "superstructure"--ideology, culture,
political institutions, etc. "How do 4ideas change and
develop? The 'supenstructure’ is not mechanically
determined by the economic base, but from time Lo Lime
dominates Lit...some have even gone s0 far as Lo question
the whole theony..." The Marxist Kollakowski insists
that "many factors independent of economics make
histonical materdialism a banaf commonplace..."

The Marxist historian E.P. Thompson is quoted in
this connection: "...the notion of right, not the
unthinking impulse of raw hungen prevailed governed
the behavion of the 18th centurny food nioters...
cubtunal traditions obviously have a crucial bearning
on such economic mattens as the Law, property, account-
ing methods, state policy and the fonms of exchange...”
One of the articles by James Cronin concludes that:
"...4on far too Long, Manxists have been content £o
wtten platitudes about 'the forces of history', the
'development of the productive fonrces', 'the contra-
diction between the fonces and relations of producition’
and 40 on, as if these actually meant something 4Ln
history..."

Economic Determinism: The Role of the Proletariat

Economic Determinism is a doctrine which in practice
saps the revolutionary vitality of the masses, conditions
them to accept capitalism and to cooperate with their
rulers in their own enslavement. To effect social changes,
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the workers must, according to Marx, adapt themselves to
the slow, progressive evolution of economic structures
because "no soclal formation ever disappears begore all
the productive fonces are developed for which Lt has nroom,
and new highen nebations of production nevern appearn be-
fore the necessarny material condiiions are matured in the
womb 0§ the ofd scciety." (Critique of Political Economy)

It takes a long time. "We say Lo the wonkens and
the petty boungeoisie; 'sugfer in bourgecds sociely which
creates, by develeping Aindustry, the material means for
the fonmation of the new soclety which will free all of
you.'" [Marx on the lessons of the 1848 revolutions,
quoted by Franz Mehring, "Karl Marx", pp. 206-207.] No
matter how great the suffering, the workers are promoting
progress because ".in the evolution of society, ancient,
asiatic, feudal and bourgeois modes of proeduction consti-
tute proghessive epochs in the econemic sysiems of soct-
ety..." (Introduction to the Critique of Political
Economy) .

On the same grounds, Engels goes so far as to defend
the institution of slavery: "The introduction of slavery
in Greece unden the conditions of that time, was a gheat
step fomwand...it was slavery that §inst made possible
the development of agriculture and industry and with L£
the glowen of the ancient workd, Hellenism. Without sfav-
eny, no Greek State, no Greek ant and science; without
slavery no Roman Empire; without Heflenism and the Roman
Empire as a basis, no Ewwope...without the slavery of
antiquity no modern socialism..." (Anti-Duhring, p. 203)

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

In his polemic against Proudhon (The Poverty of Phil-
osophy, 1847, quoted on p. 357 in Handbook of Marxism,
International, 1935), Marx maintained that slavery in Am-
erica was still an economic necessity, arguing that
"slavery 48 an economic category, Like any other. Stavery
i85 fust as much the pivet of bourgeods indusiny as mach-
ineny on credit...without slavery you have no cotton,
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without cotton, you have no modern Aindustry. . .without
stavery, Nonth America, the most progressive of countries
would be twwed into a primitive couniny. AboLish
slavery and you will have wiped America o4 the map

of nations."

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

Franz Mehring, Marx's official biographer, explains
that "Marx not only shows that machinery and Large scale
industry created gheaten misery than any mode 04
production known in histony, but that also in their
coaseless nevolutionization of capitalisl society they
are prepaning the way gon a higher socdal gorm...the
machine which degrades the workern into LLs menre appen-
dage, creates at the same time the Aincheasing productive
fonces of soclety so that all members of society will
enfoy a Lige wonthy of human beings, which could not
be done before because pre-capitalist societies wene
too poon.”

Since, according to the Communist Manifesto, the
bourgeoisie is the bearer of Targe-scale industry, it
is in the interests of the workers to help the bour-
geoisie to seize power as soon as possible and as soon
as the bourgeoisie develops industry, to overthrow it.
‘“The workers should cooperate gladly because "as fong
as the nising mode of production gurthers the genenal
aims of soclety, AL 45 enthusiastically welcomed even
by those who suffer most from LLs cornnesponding mode
of distrnibution. This was the case with the English
workers 4in the beginnings of e scale industry."
(Engels, Anti-Duhring, pp. 167-8). A deliberate
brazen falsehood it ever there was one and a calculated
insult to the valient English workers who fought for
freedom with unexampled courage. (See E.P. Thompson,
The Making of the English Working Class).

Mehring explains that "Maix and Engels aimed at
wiilizing the Franco-Prussian War ab thornoughly as
possible in the interests of the proletarian sthuggle
fon emancipation...Engels condemned the Leadens of the
German Socialist Panty, Wil&iam Liebknecht and August
Bebel, because they abstained from voting wart crnedits. ..
The Aituation is: Geumany has been gonrced info a war
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to defend its national existence against Bonaparte...
Bonaparte's war policy was directed against the national
unity Germany and since the establishment of a united
German siate is necessary fon the ultimate emancipation
0f the workens, the war musi be suppented. Bismarck

[in prosecuting the war and unifying Germany] 44 doding

a sharne of our werk."

Engels wrote that "militarnism cauries within Atsels
the seed of its own destruction...Military nivalny fonces
states to spend more and more money on aumaments thus
hastening fginancial catastrophe. . .compulsony military
senvice makes the whole people familian with the use o
anms. . . the people nevolt againsit the commanding military
Ponds. ..the anmies of the princes become transformed
into the anmies of the People; the military machine
nefuses to wonk and mifitarism collapses by the dia-
Lectic of A4 own evolution. . .gunpowden and other
inventions not only nevolutionized warfare, but in
nevolutionizing indusiny, warfare represents an economic

advance.” (Anti-Duhring, p. 192)

In an 1872 letter to the anarchist Carlo Cafiero,

Engels declared that both Bismarck and King Victor

" Emanuel rendered immense service to the Revolution by
creating political centralization in their respective
countries. "...just as in economic evolfution thene ib
the tendency fon capital to concentrate in fewern hands
and gon the smaller capitalist to be swallowed by the
Lange, s0 Likewise in political evolution At 44
inevitable that the smalf states should be absonbed by
the great...."”

In criticizing Bakunin's Appeal to the Slavs--which
called for the independence of the Slavic peoples and
the destruction of the Russian Empire, the Austro-
Hungarian Empire and Prussia, the Neue Rheinische
Zeitung (Feb. 14, 1849, edited by Marx) declared that
"no Stavic people has a future for the sdmple reason
that they Lack the indispensable political and L{ndus-
trial conditions fon independence. . .the stubbonn Czechs
and the SLovaks should be grateful Lo the Germans who
have taken the trouble to civilize them by introducing
them to commerce, industry, agriculiural sclence and
education. . What would Texas on Cakifornia have gained
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i4 it would be in the hands of the Lazy Mexicans?"

1t follows from the above guotation that militants
who fight against slavery and for racial equality,
people who refuse to help the bourgeoisie bosses,
people who are against war and militarism, people who
are for the freedom and independence of small nations
against imperialist domination, are, according to
marxist theory, "dialectically" counter-revolutionists
against their oppressors who are unconsciously pre-
paring the road for socialism.

) Engels extols parliamentary political action and
class collaboration---"...%the fwo million voters for
the German Social Democratic Panty plus the young men
and women non-voterns who stand behind them...form the
most compact 'shock troops' of the international
Proletarian Atmy. ..44 this goes on, we shatl at the
close of the centwry win over the greaten part of the
middle social Rayerns, the petty bourgeoise as well as
the smafl peasants, and we shall ccme fo be the
decisdive power in the Land...The capitalist parties
penish because of the Legal means sel up by themselves...
the Social Democratic revolution...is getting on finst
nate whife abiding by the Law..." (pamphlet, "The
Revolutionary Act")

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

Nature of the State

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

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

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

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

It was this development which Ted Rudolf Hilferding,

a noted Marxist economist, to revise his ideas about

the nature of the State: "...the Manxist Aectarian can-
not gnasp the idea that the present-day State power,
having achieved independence, £5 unfolding Lts

enoamous strnength according to Lts own Laws, sub-
fecting social forces and compelling them to serve its

- endAs...Therefore, neithen the Russian, non totalitandian
systems in general, is determined by the characten of
zthe economy. On the contrnary, <t is the economy that
45 determined by the policy of the ruling power. An
analogy to the totalitarian State may be found Ln the
ena of the Roman Empine in the negime of Lhe Praetorians
and thein emperons...." (quoted by Hook in Marx and

the Marxists, p. 241)

In this connection the political scientist, Michel
Collinet, observes that "for Lenin, the Revofution A8
not the necessany. consequence of the productive forces,
but of a militarized party o4 professignal revelutionaries
who knew how to use an effective stnategy to progit by
political occasdions...." (Le Contrat Social, Jan. 1957)

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

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

Evidence to the contrary is overwhelming. A1l
competent historians and anthropoligists, among them
Edward Jenks, agree that: "...the State, in its onigdin,
was not an economic, but a military institution...
gonmed by conquest and plunden...uwmilling themselves
to practice the patient arts of husbandry...the invading
hosts seittled down Like a swanm of Locusts on thein
prey...the nich vineyards and fields of Euwrope...No
permanent State was ever builit unaided by an invading
host...the State itself, though intensely militany in
character, dimposes itself on a solid base of permanent
agricultune, which will supply its needs by wealth
dnawn from the fruitful soil...the primitive State was
simply a band of wawviions under a militany Leader--
Cloves, Rurik, Norman, WiLLiam--but as time went on...
as the band of waviions settled down as Londs and rulers
of thein fiefs, as hereditary successons to office and
title became necognized...the State began to assume in
varied goums the character of an institution, a piece
0f machinery which maintains a perpefual existence,
despite the death of kings and barons..." (Edward
Jenks, The State and the Nation, 1919, pp. 130, 131)

"...the State is essentially military in charac-
Lter. . . A8 methods are mainly non-productive...they do
not produce vatues, but menely preserve on destroy them.
From {ts earliest stages its policy has been annexation
oh plunder of Lts own on alien communities...it creates
property by handing oven the nesources of the communifty
To individuals on small groups and this <4, in effect,
what the State had done by creating individual and
private property and protecting At with ith overwhelming
powers. .. the State neceived 4ts netwwn from this rechless
squandening of the nesources of the community..."

9
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(Jenks, p. 237, my emphasis)

", .. the Roman Empire nests on force only, a brute
fonce Let Roose by the Lowest appetites....it bound every
man fo his ocoeupation...chained him and his descendants
0 the same post [occupation], established a real caste
system. .. the whotesale destructicn of wealth created
by the subject peoples...Rome's industny in the second
and {inst centunies, B.C. had been warn and the spoilation
04 the vanquished...the grudls of conquest were dissipated

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

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

" . .The Visigoth dynasty did not derive its onigin
from the institution of private phroperty nor grom changes
in the mode of production. 1t was the creation of the
'conquistadones' who institutionalized the domination
and economic exploitation of the conquered peoples..."

n. . .what became France, was founded by Clevis, a
bandit who murdered his nivals and with a savage honde
of warnnions gfrom the nonth nouted the Romans and the
Geamans. With each victory he and his successors
augmented thein fonces, conquered morne territonied, and
by ptunder, rapine and extortion, engineered the
economic subjfugation of the conquered pecples, divdiding
property and the spoils of war among themsefves. The
e cheatons of the State were the militarists and the
politictans, not onky in Spain and France, but also 4in
Flanders [Belgiuml, Germany, Russia and other noathern
Ewwopean countrnies, and in Italy..."

.. .the State by its very nature, tends Lo have a
Life of £ts own. IE is a parasific Anatitution Living
at the expense of society...in Latin America the Spanish
and Portuguese 'conquistadones' seized the Land o the
natives, plundered the urban communities, and by brute
fonce, noi by changes in the mode o0f production, Amposed
feudal regimes which to this day weigh o heavily on the
cconomic and political institutions of ¢ many NALLONS...
to give Land to its soldiers and cfficials, Zhe Lnvadens
changed the social sthucture of the conquered
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ternitonies..."

To illustrate the predominance of the State,
Leval points out that during the post-war period in
the newly established small States "there already
appeared Mincstens, a nepressive apparatus, falls, and
executionens. .. Thene atready appear classes. The new
ofasses do not owe thein existence to technological
developments on changes in the mode of production.
They are brought Ainto being by the newly created State--
the insitutionalized political authonity contholling
on dominating the economic and soelal Eige of the
people..."

n...the economy of the newly established States...
may detericrate; massd stanvation and disease may
decimate the population; but the ministries grow. The
police and aumed fonces multiply. The new bureaucracy
fLounishes. A new powerful class exploits the peasants,
fovies taxes, and suffocates the people in an avalanche
04 wles and nestnictions..."

" .René Dumont, a nenowned agronomist and socio-
Logist, nepornts grom visits to some o4 the new States
that the principal industrny of these new countries Ls
governmental administration. 1In §ifteen fonmer French
colonies--newly independent--economic production
declined, but the production of politicians grew. 1In
Dahomey, the wages of the governmental bureaucracy
absonbs 70% of the national income. The situation in
Gabon 48 just as bad on wonse, as AL A4 4n othen
countries Dumont visited. As soon as a peasant Learnd
fo nead and write he goes to the city to become a

functionary. .." (above quotes from Gaston Leval,
La Falacia del Marxismo, Mexico City, 1967, pp. 116, 117,
118)

Bakunin anticipated just such a development:
n___in Tunkish Sexnbia...thene 45 only one class Ain
contrnol of the government---zthe bureaucracy. The one
and only function of the State, therefore, 45 fo exploit
the Senbian people in onden to provide the bureauchats
with all the comfonts of Lige..." (Statism and Anarchy)
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The State and Production

Marx and Engels praised the bourgecisie for advanc-
ing the economy by "fLumping Zogether...{foosely connected
provinces. ..on small independent states into one nation,
with one government, one code of fLaws etfe...”" (Communist
Manifesto) This assumption, that political centraliza-
tion--the State, facilitates economic development is a
dangerous illusion refuted by massive evidence. The fact
is that wars between States devastated whole nations.
The State wrecked the economy, stifled initiative and
held back progress for centuries.

Rudo1f Rocker in his classical study "Nationalism
and Culture" documents this point: "...there 45 not the
Least neason Lo suppose that the evolution of technical
methods of production could not have gone on fust as well
without the creation of the national state...the goun-
dation of the naticnal absolutist states of Europe was
assocdated with a senies of devastating warns by which
the economic and cultural development of many Lands was
gjorn a Long Time, perhaps centurnies completely
inhibited. . ."

"...In Spain the nise of the nationalist state Led
to a catastrophic decay of once §Lourishing industries
- and to a complete disintegration of the whole economic
Lige...in France, the Huguenot wars waged by the
monarchy to fortify the unified state, most seniously
devastated the wholfe Land and injured French industries...
An Germany the Thinty Yearns Warn devastated the whofe
Land, decimated the population and inhibited every
cultunal and economic development...The aise of the
nationaist state not only did net fwither economic
evolution in any way whateven, but the endless wars of
that epoch and the senseless intergference of despotism
in the Lige of Andustry created that condifion of cul-
funal barberism in which many of the best achievements
of industrial technique werne wholly on partly Lost and
had Zo be nediscovered Latern on...how gheat this set-
back was can be measured by the fact that James Watt,
the inventor of the steam engdne, was gor twenty yearts
unablfe to make use of his {nvention because he ceuld noi
find in all England a mechanic able to bore a thue
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cylinden for him, Though he could have found many such
in any o4 the Large medieval cities..." (p. 115, 116)

Peter Kropotkin assessed the situation in his
masterful analysis "The State: Its Historic Role":
"The nole of the nascent State in the 16th and 17th
Centunies was to destroy the independence of the
cities; to pillage the nich guilds of the meachants
and artisans; to concentrate 4in Ats hands the external
commence; Lo Lay hands on the {internal administration
of the guilds and subject inteanal commerce and all
manufactuning o the Last detail to the control of a
host of officials and in this way, to kAL industny
and the ants; taking over the Local militias and the
whole municipal administration; crushing the weak in
the internests of the strong by taxation and ruining
countrdes by wars and the Lands wene eithern simply
stolen by the nich with the conndivance of the State on
coenfiseated by the State dinectly..."

Economic Determinism and the State

According to the Communist Manifesto, "the
executive of the modern Statfe 44 but a committee for
managing the common affains of the whofe bourgeoisie."

- Bakunin maintained that the State is not merely an agent

of the dominant economic class, but that the State
also constitutes a class in itself and is the most
powerful of all by virtue of its monopaly of armed
force and its sovereignty over all other social insti-
tutions. In contrast to Marx, Bakunin argued that the
State is not only the product but also the creator

and perpetuator of economic, political and social
inequality.

Bakunin's critique has in this respect been sus-
tained by modern social thinkers. Sidney Hook states
flatly that "the existence of the Soviet Union hefutes
the theory of historical maternialism...since the basic
economic changes were achieved through political action
[the S?aze]." (quoted by Hook in Marx and the Marxists,
p. 241

13
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It seems that the Marxist revisionists, true to
their subconscious loyalties, cannot face up to the
fact that their renunciation of Marx's theory of the
state and economic determinism actually amounts to the
emasculation of Marxism itself.

The Class Struggle

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

Gaston Leval demonstrates that "wars betfween migra-
tony hordes and sedentary populations, nations and States,
count in histony more than class wars---paticulanty Ain
Ewrope and Asda...In Spain, recall the sdix centuries
of war against the Arabs. Read the Litenatune of the
10th to the 16th Centuries to nealize how Little pant the
ofass war played as compared to neligious and naciak
factons; how Little the class war gigured An the con-
quest of Sicily and almost all of 1taly, Flandens and
part of France by the Spanish auntes; the international
neligious warns between Christians and Mohammendans; on
the conquest of Latin America by Spain..." (La Falacia
del Marxismo, pp. 121-2.

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

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

In this connection Lewis Mumford disagrees with Marx:
"when Manx wiote in the 18505, nationalism seemed %o fim
to be a dying movement...it had in fact, Zaken on a
new Life...with the massing of Zhe population into
national States which continued duning the 19th Century,
the national struggle fon political power cut at night
angle to the class struggle...the struggle fon political
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powen now became a sthuggle between States fon command

04 exploitable areas...after 1850, nationalism became the
drill master of the nestless prolefariiat who Ldentified
themselves with the all-powernful State...." (Technics
and Civilization, pp. 189, 190, 191)

Marx and Engels believed that "moedean industrial
Labon subjection to capitfalism, in England, France,
Amendica and Geamany, has strhipped the profetariat of
every thace of national character. Law, morality, heli-
gion, are to the profetariat so many bourgeodis
prefudices." (Communist Manifesto)

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

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

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

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

It has actually become more entrenched by adopting,

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

The political scientist Michel Collinet points out
that "if the cyclical crises of capitalism are, as Marx
predicted, a source of misery and Ansecuwrity; At is also
a fact that agter more than a hundred years, Lt has
not Led the wonking class to make a [PROLETARIAN] Social
Revolution. The ternnible economic deprnession of 1929,
phogoundly divided and demonalized the workens and
thein political panties who claim to nepresent them...
in Ewrope the cnisis agghavated nationalism and brought
on the fascist nacist neaction. Tn America, the 'New
Deal' of Roosevelt; 4in France, the populan gront. ..
strengthened capitalism..." (Le Contract Social,

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

The Marxist Max Schachtman, in his introduction to
Franz Mehring's biography of Karl Marx, admist the
" incontestable fact that the class struggle has nof...
tod to the nule of the wonking class that was to be
transitional to a classfess sceiety---the perspective
that Maxx himseld held to be his unique contribution--
cannot be explained away..." And Max Eastman in his
introduction to an anthology of Marx and Engel writings,
1ikewise objects that "the very ginst sentence o4 the
Communist Manifesto, 'the Histony of all hitherto
existing society 4s the histony of class struggles'
shows the disposition to nead one's own interests into
the definition of facts...”

Marx and most authoritarian socialists did not
give much thought to the forms of organization that
might translate into reality the ideal of a free, state-
less society. The dialectical method which Marx employed
in working out his theory of dialectical Materialism
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in his campaign against the Tibertarian sections of
the First International: "...the trade undion will
not only sinike fon Less work and moxe wage but will
wltimately abolish wages and work gon one anothenx. ..
a House of Trades must tabe the place of the House of
Commons and direct the affairs of the country according
Lo the will of the trades which comprise associations of
Andustry, . .4t will begin in oun Lodges, extend to our
general union, embracing the management of thade and
finally swallow up the whole political powek..."
| "...4n 1933 [31 yeans before the founding of the
Finst International, 18641 a '"Manifesto of the Produc-
Live Classes of Great Britain and Irefand’ was addressed
i Lo the 'Men of zthe Great Family 04 Mankind' and the
question of forming an international alliance of the
thade unionists of England, France, and Germany had
abready come under discussion..." (See E.P. Thompson,
"The Making of the English Working Class", pp. 206,
207, 829, 830)

Ignoring the pre-industrial revolutionary traditions
of the British labor movement, Marx believed that the
factory hands, "...the modean revolutionany working
class created by the bourgeoisie Atself fonged the
weapons that brings death to ALself [the bourgecisie].”
(Communist Manifesto) Marx was wrong. The factory
hands created by the Industrial Revolution were late
arrivals. "...they did not §orm the nucleus of the
Labor movement at any time before the Late 1840s.
Radical Ldeas struck most deeply among artisans. The
actual nucleus §rom which the Laboxr movement derived
thein ideas, organization, and Leadenship were made up
0f such men as shoemakens, weavens, saddlens and harness
makens, bookeepens, pruntens, building wonkens, smalf
Dradesmen and the Like. Between 1815 and 1850 the
vast area of radical lLondon drew its stnength frnom no
major indusiries but from the smallen thades and

; occupations..." (See Thompson, p. 193)

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

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

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

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

Vilifying the Peasants

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

From the 14th century on, radical peasants uprisings
in France, England, Germany, the low countries, the
Hussites, Anabaptists and numberless other revolts
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shook medieval Europe. The great historian of
medieval times, Henri Pirenne gives a good example of
the revolutionary temper of the revolts: "...niots
so0n changed into open nevolts against the established
onden. ..the peasants Looked upen the nich and the
nobles and even The Church itself as thein natunak
enemies. .. the priests did not escape the class hatred
that animated the masses. Communist aspirations §illed
the minds of the insurgents and gave the nevolt the
appeanrance of a movement directed against the scclal
order..." ("Medieval Europe", p. 105, 106)

Dialectical Falsification of History
Versus the Free Commune

Marx's notion that the "...bourgeoisie has created
more colossal preductive forces in scancely one hundred
yearrs than all preceeding generations togethen..."
(Communist Manifesto) is a great distortion. Lewis
Mumford's classic "Technics and Civilization", an
objective assessment of the relationship of capitalism,
corrects Marx on this point: "...although there 4is a
close histornical association of modern technics and
modean capitalism, thene is NO NECESSARY CONNECTION
BETWEEN THEM. Capitalism has existed in other cdvil-
Lzations, which had nelatively Low technical develcpments,
and technic made steady improvements grom the 10th to
the 15th centurny almost without special incentives of
capitalism, . .between the 10th and 18th centurny all the
technical preparations fon capitalism had already taken
place..." (p. 26, 27, 28, emphasis added) which refutes
the silly remark that "...no eanlier centuny had even
a presentiment that such [capitalist] productive forces
[existed]..." (Communist Manifesto)

Kropotkin calls attention to the fact that the
"dialectical" Materialists did not even begin to
appreciate the: "...communalist movement that existed
An the 11%th and 12th centunies...society was Literally
covered with a networnk of sworn brotherhoods, of gquilds
gor mutual ald...it 48 even doubtful whethen there was
sdingle man in that period who did not belong to a
brothenhood on some guifd, as well as his commune...in
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the cowwse of a hundred yearns the movement spread
throughout Europe covering Scotland, England, France,
the fow countries, I1taly, Genmany, Poland, RuAsdiad. ..in
these cities a whole new civilization ghew up and
§Rounished in ways unparalleled %o this day..."

Peter Kropotkin--"AZL modern industrny came Zo ub
from these gree cities [of the middfe ages]l. In three
centunies, industries and the arts attained such pen-
fection that our centuny has only been able to surpass
them 4in speed of producticn, but rarely in quality on the
intuinsic beauty of the product...in each of its mani-
festations, owr technical progness Ls onky the child of
the civilization that grew up within the ghee communes...
ALL the great discoveries made by modern scielce; the
compass, ithe clock, the watch, printing, maritime dis-
coveries, gunpowder, the Laws of grnavitation, atmos-
pheric pressure, of which the steam engine L5 a
development, the rudiments of chemisiny, the sclentific
methods already outfined by Roger Bacon and applied in
the Italian univensities...Where do all these things
oniginate if not in the gree cities? 1In the civil-
ization which was developed under the protection of
communal Libenties...in the 1é6th century Europe was
coverned with nich cities...thein caravans covered the
continent, thein vessels ploughed the seas and the

nivens..." (The State: Its Historic Role, p. 29)
Lewis Mumford further illustrates Kropotkin's
point: "...wooded areas in Gerunany, a wildenness Ain

the 9th centuny, gave way to plowfand, the boggey Low-
fand countries which supported onby a handful of
hardy §Lshermen, were thans formed into one of the pro-
ductive 40ils 4in Ewrope...as earky as 1150 fLand neclaimed
frnom mansh on sea by means of dykes were created 4An
Flanders. . .without the Leadenship of priest on king,
they built high dykes on which whole towns could
stand. ..these feats of free Labor senved as a prelude Lo
the outhunst of individual energy that came to almost
an explosive climax in the 17th centuny..."

", .. agiieultunal inigation was practiced in Milan
as earky as 1179...the sphead of water miles and wind
mills endowed the new wiban communities with vast
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sounces of power...mechanical inventions not menely
trans formed mining and metallurgy and glass making
making At cne of the Leading arts; they Likewise nemoved
the need §or servile Labor and provided a much greater
sunplus 0f power and goods than a slave economy could
provide under the Lash of starvation. . .in the counse

04 three centwries, the Euncpe we know today wab

opened on reopened for settlement...this feat compasres
exactly with the opening o4 the Nonth American Contin-

ent between the 17th and 20th centunies..." ("The
City in History", p. 258-259)
John U. Nef--",..the most startling proghessd o4

the physical and mathematical seiences in the 16th and
eanty 17th centuries oocwvied in pants of Ewwope that
did not participate directly in the speeding-up o4
industrial growth in England and Northern Europe..."
Nef describes the "boom in mining and metallungy
between the fate 15th and earty 16th centundes. . .when
much of continental Ewrope was built on nebuilt in the
new Renaissance diyle of architectune...” Nef also
documents the "remarkable industriol development
especdally striking An Nonthern Ttaly, parts of Spain,
the southern Zow countries and southesn Gemany. .."
(The Conquest of the Material World, pp. 326, 42)

T the cities movement grom the 10Zh ceniwry on,
s a tale of ofd uiban settlements becoming entirely
self-governing cities...to Live in a conponrate Lown
for a year and a half nemoved obligation to sengdom. ..
free association neplaced association by blood and s04fL,
of family and gfeudal allegiance, fneedom grom feudal
senvice, from gonrced payments . . . guaranteeing mo bl LAty
0f person, the night to coin money, establish weights
and measures, citizens to be tried in Local courts,
the night to bear arums.. M (Mumford, p. 263)

Pirenne, the outstanding authority on medieval
history declared that medieval communes (or Free
Cities): "...oreated a social Legislation more complete
than any othen period in histony, including our OWR. ..
in doing away with the middfemen between buyer and
sellen, it assuned the burgher of a Low cost o4 Living;
it nuthtessty pursued fraud, protected the workern ffhom
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competition and exploitation, regulated his Labor and
his wage, watched over his health, provided ?cn appren-
ticeship, forbade women and child Labon..." "Medieval
Cities", p. 148)

Edward Jenk's painstaking research found that:

", .. the typical village of the middle ages in Westean
Ewwope and indeed, of people in a conresponding stage
the world overn, was not Like the typical vitlage of
modern France on England, merely a Locality 4in which
neighbons who carvny on thedt work Andependently happen
to Live, but a community, carrying on Aits work as a single
body of co-partnens governed by customany nrules, Lo
which all must congorm, AL was noi competitive. .. the
sel§-governing municipality, ox borough, was the highest
achievement of the patriarchal prineiple; and agten a
dark period of nepression, AL gatlantly took up the
stuggle againsi the newer dideas of absolute nube which
produced the institution of Zhe State...{t was pounded
on the undying principles o brotherhood, greedom and
vobuntarny cocperation, as opposed to subondination,
negimentation on compulsony service..." (The State and
the Nation, pp. 94, 116, 118, 137)

R.H. Tawney suggests that "it may do well fo
nemember that the characteristic...of the medieval guild
was that if it sprang from economic needs, 41 cLaimed
at Least to subordinate them to sccial needs...phreserve
a nough equality among the good men of the mysteny
[association]; check economic egotism by insisting
that eveny brother shatl share his good forntune with
another and stand by his neighbor in need, nesist the
encroachments of a conscienceless money-poweh, preserve
professional standards of tuaining and cragtsmanship,
and to nepress by a strict conpohate discipline the
natural appetite of each fo snatch advantages for him-
self to the detniment of all...much that is now
mechanical was then personal, intimate and direct, and
thene was Little room for organization on a scake Loo
vast fon the standands that are applied o Andividuals,
on the dootrine that silences scruples and closes all
accounts with the §inal plea of economic expediency..."

v, the most fundamental difgerence between medieval
and modesn economic thought is that while modern
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economic thought normally refens to expediency,
medieval economic thought stants from the posiiion that
therne is a moral authonity to which consdiderations of
ecnomic expediency must be subordinated...the fact that
the socialist doctrine should have been expounded as
eanly as the middle of the 14zth century 44 a reminder
that economic thought contained elements much more
modenn than is sometimes suggested..." (Religion and
the Rise of Capitalism, pp. 31, 32 42, 43

In accordance with the researches of Kropotkin
and a growing number of responsible historians, Mumford
exposes the "...Legal giction, stiLE piously preserved,
that the Medieval commune 4is a creature of the State...
the histonic cities of Eunope ane today ALL OLDER THAN
THE STATE... who Legally claim these rights..."
(Mumford, p. 263, my emphasis)

Mumford goes on to say that capitalism, contrary
to Marxist dogma, did not constitute a progressive
phase in the evolution of society; "...early capitfalism
proved a disintegrating rather than an integrating force
in the Rife of the medieval town...phecipilating a new
thading economy monopolized by a ghoup of privileged
merchants engaged in Large scale transactions forn
immense gains [comstituting]l a new hierarchy...based on
money and the power that money can command..." (Ibid.,
p. 256-257)

", .. between the 15th and the 18th centunry...the
political framewonrk of the new mercantile capitalism
was the growth of a centralized despotism on oligarchy. ..
embodied in a national state..." (Ibid., P. 345)

A1l the evidence proves that Marx's distorted
misinterpretation of history that "...the bourgeoisie
played a most nevolutionary nofe...drew even the most
barberous nations into civilization..." is false, as
false as his fantastic theory that the centralized
bourgeois state is also a "dialectic" blessing.

25



Conclusion

Thorough research by highly qualified historians
leads to the conclusion that capitalism is not, as the
Marxists insist the indispensable precondition for the
transition to socialism. Actually, capitalism usurped,
and still usurps, the creative achievements of mankind
and reversed the 1ibertarian trends of society the
better to subject the people to the greed of the capit-
alists and the despotism of the State.

There is a 1ibertarian alternative: a flexible
society permeated by individual and collective freedom,
solidarity, self-management federalsim and free agreement.
Without in the least jdealizing the medieval cities or
jgnoring the internal and external conflicts responsible
for their disintegration, the fact remains that the
village communities, brotherhoods, quilds and free
cities indicate the existence of a creative libertarian
trend in the evolution of society. The alternative to
authoritarianism-—]eft or right--is to stimulate the
forces that propel society in a libertarian direction.
Like Kropotkin, Tawney writing thirty years later, found
that the "...nise of the free cities was one of the
‘glonies of medieval Ewiope and the germ of everny Aub-
sequent advance 4n civilization..." ("Religion and the
Rise of Capitalism', P- 557)

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