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that German social democracy faithfully rallied all of its sup-

porters behind Hindenburg and elected him president. A little
later than two months after Hindenburg had been re-elected by
the social democracy he dismissed even the Bruening government

as too mild, and established the von Papan-Schleicher govern-
ment, a government of a more open, pronounced fascist character.

The social democracy pretended to be in opposition to the von

Papen government. It was the votes of social democracy and the
policy of social democracy, however, that created the von Papen

goyernment.® :
" When we speak of the Socialists as social fascists, we are not
merely abusing them, we are giving the scientific description, the
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name of the political role which they ai'i:'"fﬁ&ffﬁ?iﬁiﬁg;_:[‘ﬂhgg_‘gonle :

was to prepare the road for fascism, to prevent the struggle of

the masses against fascism, and to tolerate and support the estab-
lishment of the fascist governments. Socialists in words, fascists

* Since Hitler came to power the social-democratic leadership of Germany has
developed its policy of support of the German bourgeoisie to a new phase. Theirs
has been a continuous policy of aiding the advance of fascism by striving  in
evety way to disintegrate and disarm the working class in its fight against the
capitalist offensive. Instead of urging united action of the working class against
capitalism, the German social-democratic leaders united against the working class,

After Hitler came to power, the Communist proposals for unity of action against
the terror were spurned by the social-democratic leaders as thy crawled before
the Hitler tegime. The leading social-democratic paper of Germany pledged its
support to fascism thus: “Hitler came to power legally, we must wait and see
what he will do. To act now would be shooting in the air.”

At the moment that piece of treachery was ptinted there were tens of thousands
of workers, including social-democratic workers, in the torture dungeons of fascist
Germany. Yet the leaders urged waiting to see what Hitler would do!

Leipatt, social-democratic leader of the German trade unions, pledged that he
would cooperate fully with Hitler to “work out together the problems of work-
ing conditions”. Such cooperation was actually carried out in the wholesale turn-
ing over of the trade union apparatus under their control by the reformist officials
to the INazi regime.

Equally despicable was the spectacle of Wels. chairman of the German Social-
Democratic Dacty, whe, to curry faver with Hitler, resigned from the Buro of the
Second International, in a typical social-fascist effort to stem the rising mass
fight against fascism by patliamentary and legalistic illusions. Wels and his asso-
ciates spoke of legalism and the democratic state machinery when all these forms
of capitalist democracy—the concealed dictatorship of the capitalist class—have

disappeared and in its place is the open, brutal dictatorship of the bourgeoisie

that is personified by the bloody regime of Hitler,

. These recent evidences emphasize more than ever the correctness of the Com-
munist designation of the social democracy as social-fascist; the main social sup-

port of the bourgeoisie, not only before the advent of fascism, but its main social

support in maintaining the monstrous rule of fascism.
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in deeds! That is what social fascism means. It is an accutate,

scientific; descriptive term applied to the Socialist Party.
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HI—AMERICAN SOCIALIST LEADERS JUSTIFY FASCISM

So far we have talked mainly about the Socialists in Europe.
This is not because the Socialists in America are any different,
but because in Europe they have gone through a higher develop-
ment and exhibit the logical conclusions of their policies in a
much more finished form. It is the next step, therefore, to estab-
lish the political identity between our American Socialists, the
German social democracy and the British Labor Party. They have
the same policy. They have the same formulas. They work in
the same way. They bring the same results,

The preparation of the way for fascism by the Socialists is

generally done under the demagogic slogan of struggle _’gs_ai;;t
fascism. In Germany, the Socialists charged the Communists
with being responsible for fascist developments. In the United
States, Norman Thomas charges that the development of fascism
in this country will be brought about by the Communist Party.
Writing in the summer, 1932, issue of the Socialist Quarterly,

he states:

“Communism, I am sure, whatever its intentions, is now
playing into the hands of fascism by continually discrediting
democracy and by insisting on the inevitability of ruthless
dictatorship and of great violence. Nothing could be better
calculated to scare the timid into the arms of Fascist saviors
of ‘order and security’.”

Let us see what is the political kernel of this charge! Re-
member, fascism is the instrument of the boutgeoisie for smashing
the revolutionary organizations of the working class. Therefore,
if there were no revolutionary organizations of the working
class, fascism would not arise. Therefore, the way to prevent the
rise of fascism is to prevent the revolutionary struggle of the
working class. This is the logic of the argument of social dem-
ocracy, of Norman Thomas, when he charges the Communist
Party with being responsible for the rise of fascism in the United
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States. It is true that fascism arises as a counter weapon of the
bourgeoisie against the revolutionary upsurge of the wotkers.
TIf there is no revolutionary upsurge there will be no fascism.
And in this sense, the Communist Party is “responsible” for the
rise of fascism because only the Communist Party organizes and
leads the revolutionaty upsurge of the working class.

Thus, according to Thomas, fascism is not the product of the
decline of capitalism and the attempt of the capitalists to main-
tain their rule at all costs, but it is produced by the Communist
Party because it discredits democracy and proclaims the necessity
of proletarian dictatorship. It is therefore not the capitalists who
are discarding democratic forms for fascist methods of maintain-
ing their dictatorship, but the Communist Party that is endanger-
ing democracy. Moreover, Thomas covers up the class character
of democracy by contrasting it with fascist dictatorship as if
capitalist rule were not the essence of both. This is the same
traitorous hypocrisy which the German Social Democracy prac-
ticed in its policy of the “lesser evil”. We have seen what this
masking of the capitalist dictatorship under the guise of democ-
racy has led to in Germany. The struggle for the maintenance
of capitalism against the rising tide of revolution proceeds undet
just this guise of a struggle for democracy.

In addition, Thomas absolves the capitalist class of its fascist

terror and makes it appear as a measure of self-defense against

Communist provocation. The poor capitalists are thus being in-
cited by the merciless Communists who have no regard for the
sincere efforts of the capitalists to carry on their robbery of the
working classes in a more democratic manner. Naturally, if the
Communists insist on frightening people by their talk of dicta-
torship, the capitalists can only respond by establishing their own
dictatorship. That is how history is made, according to the So-
cialist, Norman Thomas! And that is how the American So-
cialist. Thomas helps the capitalists make history. Obviously,
such “arguments” are only a brazen apology for the offensive
launched against the workers’ standards by the capitalist pirates
who dominate the life of the entire country.
16
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The absurdity and hypocrisy of this logic are apparent when
we consider that neither the revolutionary movement nor fascism
would arise if there were no capitalist system. In a word, if
there were no exploitation and oppression, if there were no misery
and starvation, if there were no monopoly of the means and
conditions of life by a small class of capitalists—then there would
be no class struggle, no need on the one hand for the workers
to fight for the right to live, against poverty, unemployment and
war, and on the other hand for the capitalists to resort to every
form of violence and physical attacks against the workers and
their organizations in order to maintain the capitalist profit sys-
tem and their rule of exploitation and robbery.

The Socialist “atgument” merely means that if the workers

starved quietly and did not resist the capitalist offensive of wage

cuts, unemployment and terror, allowing the capitalists to get
out of the crisis at the expense of the wotkers, then the capital-
ists would not have recourse to open forms of oppression and
violence. Of course not! But it is evident that such advice is
the logic of the robber rather than of his victim. To blame the
Communists for the capitalist attack is as if the robber, holding
up a person, were to accuse his victim of interfering with the
robbery and forcing him to use his gun in order to carry out
his robbery! It might as well be said that the robbed person was
responsible for the robbery. On the basis of such “reasoning”
it might be said with equal force that the Communists are
also responsible for the exploitation and oppression of the masses
by the capitalist class!

This is the same logic, it has the same political meaning,
when Norman Thomas accuses the Communist Party of inciting
race riots, through bringing forward the slogan of self-determina-
tion of the Negroes in the Black Belt. What does this mean?
If the slogan of self-determination for the Negroes is wrong,
because the white landlords in the South will resist it, then the
demand for any kind of equality for the Negroes is equally
wrong. It is the argument of a traitorous pacifism which is the
political content of social fascism. It is the argument for the
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ute to this “left wing”. The left wing in the Socialist Party has
the special function that whenever a group of workers following
the Socialist Party gets too much disgusted with the Hillquits
and the Thomases, they have the Blanshards to trot out and
tell them to stay in the party and they will change it. It is the
same way in which the progressives in the Republican Party
served to save doubtful districts for Hoover before the last land-
slide, especially out in the agrarian states.

Mr. Blanshard said in that debate: “Of course, Hillquit was
absolutely wrong and anti-working class and anti-socialist when
he acted as attorney for the ex-capitalists who tried to claim
Soviet oil”. And when Hillquit signed the capitalist appeal to
the courts, declaring that the Soviet Government wrongfully and
illegally seized the oil fields which rightfully belonged to the
capitalists, Blanshard said he was not defending that, he was
against it, but he said the convention in Milwaukee changed the
policy of the Socialist Party in this respect and they adopted a
resolution in support of the Soviet Union. But none other than
the Jewish Daily Forward, which ought to know what it is talk-
ing about, gave the official lie to this. It gives the following
~ estimate of the resolution in the Socialist convention in Mil-
waukee:

“Whether an attempt is really made in Russia to build So-
cialism or whether the bankruptcy of the Russian ‘experiment’
- may have a good or bad influence on the Socialist movement
in other countries, there were divisions of opinion among the
delegates, But all agree that the present regime in Soviet
Russia is a regime of autocracy and terror, and the Convention
unanimously joined in the demand that the Soviet Government
free all political prisoners and return to the Russian people all
political and civic liberties, which means in other words, the
abolition of dictatorship and the introduction of democracy.”

That is the resolution which Mr. Blanshard introduced in the
Milwaukee convention and which was unanimously adopted, call-
ing for the “support” of the Soviet Union in the form of a
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demand for the abolition of the dictatorship of the proletariat!
And in the program of the American Socialist Quarterly, the
organ of these self-styled militants, it is therefore stated:
“That by democratic methods, and not by methods of cabal and
dictatorship will Socialism be attained” (January, 1932).

Having its opposition to the dictatorship of the proletariat
in common with the capitalist class, the Socialist Party also re-
peats the slanders of the capitalists against the Soviet Union.
It is only a logical step from the demand to abolish the prole-
tarian dictatorship, to the vicious, even though ignorant, charge
that the Soviet workers are not only being exploited but are
being exploited worse than in any capitalist country. There is
an inner connection between all these points. Indeed, the latter
“argument” serves as a fundamental justification of the demand
for the abolition of the proletarian dictatorship. If the Russian
workers are being exploited, it means that the system of exploita-
tion must be abolished together with their exploiters. As a matter
of fact, if the proletarian dictatorship exploits the Russian prole-
tariat even worse than the capitalists do their proletariat, than
the Socialist Party cannot be wrong in supporting their imperialist
masters in a holy war against the Soviet Union for democracy.

Thus with a show of economic “learning” which could not be
viler or more stupid, the American Socialist Quarterly (Summer,
1932, No. 3) replied to Foster’s statement that there could be no
exploitation in the Soviet Union, by stating that: “Exploitation
consists in taking from the workers a substantial part of the
value of their product . . .” Therefore when we take the accu-
mulation of capital in the Soviet Union, “we have a rate of
exploitation of more than 1419,. When we compare the total
wage fund for 1932 of 26,800,000,000 rubles with the estimated
total of 30 billion annual increase in capital, we have a rate of
exploitation of 1129,. Either rate is worse than the worst that
the capitalist world can show.” ]

Such “economic literacy” speaks for itself. Its entire wisdom
rests on the fact that there is accumulation both in a proletarian
state as well as in a capitalist state. But in typical social-fascist
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In the present state, when the Soviet Union entered the period
of socialism, the socialist sector began to play an absolute, pre-
dominant role. The kulaks are being liquidated as a class by
means of thorough collectivization. Naturally the overwhelming
mass of means accumulated in the Soviet Union goes through the
socialist sector—follows the path of socialist accumulation. There
takes place the construction of a tremendous number of under-
 takings; included in that number are many gigantic mills reach-
ing dimensions heretofore unknown to both Western Europe or
the United States. Collective farms and State farms are laying
aside gigantic sums for the improvement of their economy. Many
large machine-tractor plants are being built. The system of trans-
portation is being reconstructed from the roots, new railroads
are being built, tens of thousands of railroad cars and locomo-
tives are being added to the existing rolling stock. The advan-
tages of socialist economy give the Soviet Union the possibility
of using large means for the growth of production, which under
capitalism are either vulture-like stolen by parasite-idlers or de-
stroyed uselessly in a beastly fight of all against all. Quite a
significant part of the entire national income of the Soviet Union
is used for the need of socialist accumulation, which assures the
overcoming of the backwardness of the Soviet Union and the
construction of a socialist society.

The rapid increase of production signifies the growth of the
national income at a rate heretofore unknown to history. The
general volume of national income is growing. This general
growth of national income gives the Soviet Union the possibilities
of simultaneous growth both for that part which goes towards
satisfying the needs of the toilers and that part which goes to-
wards socialist accumulation. And in actuality, in the Soviet
Union, together with the growth of investments into national
economy, goes the uninterrupted. betterment of material (living)
conditions of the working class and the entire proletarian mass.
This is one of the basic advantages of Soviet economy ovet
capitalism.

We already know that the rapid rate of industrialization of
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the Soviet Union and the decisive mechanization of the agricul-
tural economy are dictated to the Soviet Union by the domestic
and foreign factors which are hostile to its development.

In order to get high rates of economic development certain
accumulation is necessary. Definite economy is necessary, a met-
ciless struggle against all kinds of excesses and unproductive ex-
penses is necessary, a fight against losses of any kind. Evety
penny, every ruble invested in the increase of socialist produc-
tion brings nearer that moment when the Soviet Union will reach
and pass the capitalist world and will set up Socialism.

In socialist accumulation, the working class as well as the
peasantry participate. Because after all the tasks of industrializa-
tion of the Soviet Union, the tasks of overcoming its centuries-
old backwardness are being carried out not only in the interests
of the working class, but also in the interests of the whole mass
of poor and middle class peasantry. As to the kulaks, a definite
patt of their income which they had not gotten through toil is
being expropriated from them by way of government taxes, indi«
vidual taxation, etc. During the liquidation of the kulaks their -
accumulated wealth—buildings, machines, animals, etc.—is trans-
ferred into the collective farm and serves the purpose of
strengthening the collective economy. The masses of peasant col-
lectivists participate actively in the Socialist accumulation. A
definite part of the income of the collective farm is set aside to
improve its economy for buildings, machines, increase of stock,
etc. A part of the product produced in the collective farm goes
into the general government treasury for the needs of socialist
industry and transport, for the needs of agricultural economy
as a whole.

Tens of billions of rubles have already been invested in the
setting up and reconstruction of heavy industry, agricultural
economy and transport. These means were heretofore gotten
mainly from light industry and agricultural economy.

“The picture is entirely different today. If in the past there
were sufficient sources of accumulation for the reconstruction of
industry and transport, today these means are already insuffi-
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