L etter to Socialist Resistance

Phil Hearse's attempt to reply to anarchist criticism was wonder-
fully self-contradictory. He wants a government, dismissing direct
democracy asimpossible, yet also arguesthat this” doesnotimply a
delegation of overall social and political power by the working
class’! Hemaintainsthat “ majority ruleis part of the central defi-
nition of workers democracy” while also arguing that “ for us all
democracy isrepresentative.” In other words, minority rule by the
handful of leaders elected by the mgjority. Rather than the actual

the passing moods of theworkers democracy.”

Hearseassertsthat “ thereisnathing inthe history of the Russian Revolu-
tion which congtitutes proof that a revolutionary party disables revolu-
tionand workerspower.” Heiswrong. Something does: theMakhnovist
movement. Fighting the samecivil war, the Bolshevikswere putting the
“ dictatorship of the party” at the core of their politics while the anar-
chigscalled democratic soviet congressesand protected freedom of speech

“ self-organised power of the
workers’ we get agovernment
only “ based” onit.

Anarchists reject this sophistry.
Thekey issueis, asl said, power.
When| saidtheBolsheviksaimed
at party power, Hearse assertsthat
| am “ presumably referring to
Lenin’s insentience that the Bol-
sheviks. . . take theinitiative for
theinsurrection of October 1917.”

No, | wasreferring to Lenin’scon-
stant refrain that they “ can and
must take state power into their
own hands.” Hearse claims that
workersand community councils
wouldrule, yet Lenin argued that
“itisimpossibletorefuseapurely
Bolshevik government without
treason to the s ogan of the power
of the Soviets, sinceamajority at
the Second All-Russian Congress

“the dictatorship of the proletariat cannot be exercised through an
organisation embracing the whole of the class, because in all
capitalist countries... the proletariat is still so divided, so degraded,
and so corrupted in parts... that an organisation taking in the whole
proletariat cannot direct exercise proletarian dictatorship. It can be

“ He says that we
understand by the
words dictator-
ship of the
proletariat what
is actually the
dictatorship of its
determined and
CONscious
minority. And that
is the fact.”

“ Socialismis
nothing but
state capitalist
monopoly made to
benefit the whole
people.”

exercised only by a vanguard.”

“When we are
reproached
with having

established a

dictatorship of

one party... we
say, ‘Yes, itisa
dictatorship of
one party! Thisis
what we stand

| for and we shall

not shift from
that position.””

“Our party aims
to obtain
political power

for itself.”

and association. Hearse claims that
Makhno “ was part” of the“ counter-
revolution.” Thisis alie. Makhno
fought the Whites and the Bolsheviks
for soviet democracy. |ssoviet democ-
racy “counter-revolution”? Signifi-
cantly, the Bolsheviks worked with
Makhno, betraying him oncetheWhites
were defeated. The Makhnovists dso
refutes hisassertion that we anarchists
“can't” defendarevolution.

Hearse wondersif there “ would have
been a Russian revol ution without the
Bolshevik party?” If the striking
women in February 1917 had listened
to the Bolsheviks, the answer would
havebeen no! However, Hearsemakes
the common Leninist assumption that
opposition to vanguardism means re-
jecting “ the need for the organisation
and leadership role of the most con-
sistent revolutionaries.” Anarchists

of Soviets. . . handed power over
to this government.” “ All power
to party leadership via the
soviets’ is a more accurate de-
scription of Leninistideology.

But, Hearse asserts, “ revol utionary marxists seeworkers power being
exercised through the self-rule of theworkers. . . not through dictator-
shipof aparticular party.” Doesthismeanthat Leninand Trotsky were
not “ revolutionary marxists’ ? According to Lenin, “ when we are re-
proached with having established a dictatorship of oneparty . . . we say,
‘Yes, it isa dictatorship of one party! Thisiswhat we stand for and we
shall not shift fromthat position...."” He, likeHearse, dismissed theidea
that thewholeworking classcould rulefor “ inall capitalist countries. .
. thedictatorship of the prol etariat cannot be exercised by amassprole-
tarian organisation. It can be exercised only by a vanguard. “ Trotsky
agreed, arguing (in 1937!) that the* revol utionary dictator ship of apro-
letarian party” was" anobjectivenecessity” andthat the* revolutionary
party (vanguard) which renounces its own dictatorship surrendersthe
massesto the counter-revolution.”

Perhaps Hearse will argue that this was due to the “ conditions of civil
war.” Yet hesignificantly ignoresthefact that the Bolsheviks had been
disbanding sovietsand imposing one-man management beforeit started.
They had also been repressing the left. He assertsthat “ decisive action
wastaken againgt theanarchists’ after somebombed aBolshevik meet-
ing. That was in September 1919. A year and ahalf before, the Cheka
had attacked the anarchistsal acrossRussa— beforethecivil war Sarted.
Repression continued from them on. The bombing was in response to
staterepression, not itscause.

Ignoring theawkward fact that Bolshevik authoritarianism started before
(and continued after) thecivil war, Hearsearguesthat * decline of soviet
democracy” wasdueto* thedeclineand near-disappearanceof the pro-
letariat.” Yet massive strikewaves againgt the Bolshevikswereacom-
mon feature of Lenin's Russia. A non-existent proletariat hardly needs
martid law andlock-outstotameit. The Bolshevikssuppressed thework-
erstoremainin power. As Trotsky explained, the party was* entitled to
assert itsdictatorship evenif that dictator ship temporarily clashed with

“there is not the least contradiction between soviet (i.e., socialist)
democracy and the use of dictatorial power by a few persons.”

From the Hor se's mouth...

disagree and form anarchist groupsto
influencetheclassstruggle. However,
unlike Leninism, we do not see these
groups as seizing power on behalf of
themasses.

Equdly, anarchistsarewell awarethat anideal sociaist society will not
be created immediately after arevolution. Thetask of working classor-
gans(likefederationsof factory committees and neighbourhood assem-
blies) istobuildit. However, all sateingtitutions(like capitalist ones) do
need to be destroyed. To keep themwould betoretaininequality of power
between afew leadersand the masses. AsLenin’sregime showed, these
soon comeinto conflict— aconflict Leninism awaysresolvesin favour

of party power.

Findly, thereisthequestion of “ politics.” Anarchistsdo not ignore politi-
cal issues(“ publicaffairs’ ). Rather we arguethat they befought on our
class terrain, by direct action and solidarity. We do reject electionism
becauseit does not work. Hearse pointsto SSPdoing a“ brilliantjob” in
the Scottish Parliament. Onehundred yearsagothe Marxist Socid Demo-
crats were doing a“ brilliant job” in the German Parliament. Yet the
Marxists soon became reformist, watering down their principlesto get
more votes. The means used became an end in itself. Come 1914, the
chickens came hometo roost and the “ socialists” voted for war credits.
Asinso many things, Bakunin, not Marx, was proven correct.

Hearsewantsustoforget al that. I’ m not surprised. Marxistsseemintent
on repeating history, not making it. The Anarchist critique of Marxism
has been confirmed repestedly. So hasour theory of revolution. Whether
it isdefending the revolution against White and Red dictatorshipin the
Ukraine, occupying thefactoriesand fighting fascisminItaly, or thecol-
lectivesand militias of the Spanishrevolution, anarchism has done pretty
good for amovement Hearse claimscan“ never haveany effect on any-
thing important politically.” But, then again, if that were true Hearse
would not havewritten hisessay to beginwith.

If you areinterested in anarchist ideasand want to seethereferencesfor
the facts and quotes | present, please visit “An Anarchist FAQ" at
www.anarchistfag.org lain McKay



Will the real Marxist please stand up?

“The system wewant . . . means the people deciding themsdlves at local “By popular government [the Marxists] mean government of the people by asmall
level howto run their cities. . . their communities, and of coursetheir under of representatives elected by the people. . . government of the vast mgjority
workplaces” Phil Hearse of the people by aprivileged minority . . . who, as soon asthey becomerulersor

representatives of the peoplewill . . . begin to look upon thewholeworkers world
from the heights of the state. They will no longer represent the people but
themsdves and their own pretensionsto govern the people. . . Liberty canbe
created only by liberty, by aninsurrection of al the people and the voluntary
organisation of the workersfrom below upward.” Bakunin

“Theworkers. . . must not only strive for a singleand indivisible German
republic, but also . . . for the most determined centralisation of power inthe
hands of the sate authority. They must not allow themsalves to be misguided
by the democratic talk of freedom for the communities, of self-government, etc.
.. itmust under no circumstances be permitted that every village, every town
and every province should put a new obstacle in the path of revolutionary “In fact delegation . . . isa precondition for all democratic politics, it doesnot
activity, which can proceed with imply a ddegation of overall social and
full force only fromthe centre.” political power by theworking dass” Phil

M (1250) Another world is possible? |#e

“Thefuture socid organisation o ] i ) “ The very same masses are at different
must be made solely from the Carlo Giuliani’s father said that “ Carlo didn’t accept the notion that timesinspired by different moods and
bottom up, by the free association eight leaders of the world should de_ci dethelife and death_ of hundreds objectives. It isjust for thisreason that a

of federation of workers, firtly in Jj Of thousands of people.” A perspective we can all agree with. Let us see § centralised organisation of the vanguard is

thair unions, thenin the if the Bolshevism is an improvement. In L eft-wing Communism we indispensable. Only a party, wielding the
communes, regions, nationsand || find Lenin describing the Bolshevik regime as follows: authority it haswon, is capable of

findly inagreat federation, “ The Party, which holds annual congresses... , isdirected by a overcoming the vadillation of the masses
internationa and universd.” Central Committee of nineteen elected at the congress... This, then, themsalves. . . if the dictatorship of the
Bakunin looks like a real ‘oligarchy.’” Not a single important political decision is [ proletariat meansanything at all, then it
p : . decided by any State institution in our republic without the guiding means that the vanguard of the proletariat
om 203 ?rgti %ﬁ?@ﬁ;ﬁo instructions of the Central Committee of the Party...” isarmed with the resourcesof_thestatein
the one-nman decisions of Soviet Combined with “ non-Party workers and peasants’ conferences’ and [ Order torepel dangers, induding those
directors, of the dictatorsdlected ] Soviet Congresses, this was * the general mechanism of the proletarian ] 8anating fromthe backward layers of the
or appointed by Soviet ingtitu- state power viewed ‘from above,” from the standpoint of the practical proletariat itself.” Trotsky (1939)

tions, vested with dictatorial realisation of the dictatorship.” And so * all talk about ‘from above’ or § «[Anarchists] do not accept, eveninthe
powers” Lenin (1918) ‘frombelow; about *the dictatorship of leaders’ or ‘the dictatorship of ¥ processof revolutionary transition, either

the masses,” cannot but appear to be ridiculous, childish nonsense.” ; ; -
“theland, theinstruments of app condtituent assemblies, provisiona

i Yet if the congresses of soviets were“ more democratic” than governments or so-called revol utionary
gma;?rilgr;ffgnao% of anything in the “ best democratic republics of the bourgeois world,” dictatorships, because we are convinced
thewhole of Sodiety mpé be why did the Bolsheviks need non-Party conferences “ to be able to that _ra/ol ution isonly sincere, honest and
utlised only by theworkers, on wa‘gch the mood of the masses, to come closer to them, to respond to regl |n.the hands of ther_mssa and that
other words, by the agricuitural their demands” ? whenit is concentrated in those of afew
and industrial associdions” And how did Lenin “ respond” to their * demands’ ? The conferences | rUlingindividudsitineviteblyand
Bakunin met asimilar fate to the soviets elected with non-Bolshevik mgjorities ] Immediately becomesreection.” Bakunin

. before the civil war started in 1918: they were disbanded. For during the §l « 3 state . . . based on the self-organised

“What countsis. . . theworkers I |abour disturbancesin late 1920 and early 1921 (after the end of the power of theworkers. . . [with] State
taking power through their oan R cjvil war) they provided an effective platform for criticism of the party.  l ingitutions— notably a government and
organisations” Phil Heerse The Bolshevik repression of the revolts, strikes and protests explains | government minigtries” Phil Hearse
“Thosewho propose the why Lenin did not bother to view “proletarian state power” from . ] o
abstraction of Svietsto the party | “Pelow.” from the perspective of the working class. Withoutt revolutionary coercion directed

) : . . o . againg the avowed enemies of theworkers
dictatorship should understand So the differenceis clear. Under capitalism, 8 people make life and and S itisi bl to break
that only thanksto the party death decisions for millions. Under Bolshevism, 19 people made them. dwmpeethe&r"alt' stance”o?(t)hszﬁe loiters. On
dictatorship werethe Sovietsable f§ A massive improvement in terms of freedom and democracy, all would the other hand. revol utionar?g)erdon is
toliftthel_’redvesoutc_)ftherrud agree. boundtobeen,“ployedtowardsthe
of reformism and attain the tate wavering and unstable elements among the
formof the proletariat.” Trotsky (1937) themesives” Lenin (1920)

“For, theanarchigs declared, if ‘_power’ redlys_hould belong to the soviets, it “Every state power, every governmert, by itsnature placesitsalf outside and over
could not belong o th_e Bdm.eﬂk Party, and i it should be_long fo that Party, the people and inevitably subordinates them to an organisation and to amswhich
asthe Bolsheviks envisaged, it could not belong to the soviets.” Voline areforeign to and opposed to the reel needs and aspirations of the people”
“Since revolution everywhere must be cregted by the people and supreme Bakunin

control must awaysbelong to the people organised n afree federation of “the State cannot be sure of its own salf-preservation without an armed force to

agricultural and industrial essociations. . . organised from the bottom upwards o . . . : :
by meansof revolutionary delegation.” Bakunin Sgoep;g,l,t Iggdiﬁ rl]ts ownintemal enermies, agarnst the discontent of itsoan

“For usall democracy isrepresentative. It meansthe delegation of decison “Theanarchists can’t answer one crudial :
. . e question. On day one of therevolu-
making powers .. . [to] elected leadership bodies™ Phil Heerse tion, theworkersin power will face many enemies. . . Revolution . . . would

“ e have more than once been accused of having substituted for the  reguireour own bodies of armed people— workers' militias, nationally co-
dictatorship of the Soviets the dictatorship of the party. Yetit canbe ~ ordinated.” Phil Hearse

said with complete justice that the dictatorship of the Soviets became . Immediately after esteblished governments have been overthrown, communes

POSS' b_Ie anY by means of the dictatorship of the party. . . In th's. will haveto reorganise themsdlves dong revolutionary lines. . . In 6rder to defend
substitution” of the power of the party for the power of the working o ey ion, their volunteerswill a the sametime form acommunal militia. But

class there is nothing accidental, and in reality there is no substitution no commune can defend itsalf in isolation. So it will be necessary to radiate

at alkl_. Thel Corpn_?_umt;t(s exlpé;%s the fundamental interests of the revolution outward, to raise dl of its neighbouring communesinrevalt . . . and to

working class.” Trotsky (1920) federate with them for common defence.” Bakunin
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