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This magazine consciously opposes all forms of sectarianism. The sectarian confuses
the interest of his group, whether it is a party or a union, with the interest of the class,
It is our purpose to discover the actual proletarian tendencies in their backward organiza-
tional and theoretical forms; to effect a discussion of them beyond the boundaries of their
organizations and the current dogmatics; to facilitate their fusion into unified action; and
thus to help them achieve real significance.

The unsigned articles express the views of the publishers.

Against the Stream

HIS magazine shall express the critical thoughts and the
radical actions the workers of America will be compelled
to engage in. We know the arguments against such an

intention. We know that today there seems to be a strong ob-
jection if not a positive animosity against thinking and theory
as such. This objection is not limited to the rulers of our society
who are afraid of the revolutionary activity connected with eri-
tical thinking. On the part of the ruled we find the unconscious
fear that theoretical thought would reveal as erroneous and
superfluous their painfully acquired adaptation to reality.

__ This trend toward irrationalism—which is only the other
side of a blind admiration for meaningless facts—is the expres-
slon of our present conditions of production. The economic
development of our time emerges from a society of independent
proprietors of the means of production who were in immediate
competition with each other, to an organization of industrial and
Rolltlcal cliques of leaders more and more excluding all
_peaceful” forms of competition economically and politically,
Internationally and nationally. Instead of an authority masked
b}: the fetishes of law and agreement, open force imposing
willing qbedience increasingly characterize the social and
€conomic relations. Typical of this stage of society is the man
Who acknowledges everything that serves the established power.
At the top is the one who is ready to strike and the one at the
bottom will be kicked when he falls.

With the constriction of the circle of the real rulers, the

Possibility of the consecious production of ideologies sets in and

: the establishing of a double truth by which the knowledge is
1 reserved for the insiders and the version is made up for the

il

R R N "




people. Cynicism towards truth and thinking spreads. The in-
dividual, once over-rated and upholstered by bourgeois philoso-
phy, becomes suspect. His “freedom of thought” independence
is ended. He is no longer supposed to think and is replaced by
the illusions of the various “organic” collectivisms. The rhetoric
“we"” echoes only creeds fabricated by the bureaucracies
dominating economy and state. Bourgeois equality becomes a
negative equality before the power which does not recognize any
differentiations. The emphasized equal opportunity to develop
according to one’s abilities degenerates inte an equal submission
in which the abilities of all are sacrificed. The more the spotlight
of propaganda lights up the leaders above, the less can we pierce
through the uniform and ever-growing darkness engulfing those
who are “led”.

Inthis dar kness the preservation and reproduction
of society are realized. Here, in the process of production, the
workers experience the discrepancy between a labor which sup-
plies them with the mightiest means of controlling nature and
the renewal of an outworn social organization under new labels
which makes them more miserable and helpless than before.
The workers experience that unemployment, economic ecrises,
preparation for war, terroristic governments—all the present
conditions which harass the mass of producers-are due not to a
lack of technieal possibilities, but to the social organization un-
der which production functions. The workers therefore perceive
daily the need for a rational solution of these contradictions.
Because of their situation in production, they feel and recognize
more than any other social group, the senselessness and empti-
ness of the official beliefs delivered to them. The conditions un-
der which they are compelled to work imply that a meaningful
human existence cannot be built on collectivistic phrases and
empty creeds but only on an adequate and transparent relation»
ship between the producers and society. The rationality of this
relationship which is the task of a new social order, can alone
give meaning to their work.

But the situation of the workers in this society by no means
guarantees their conscious grasping of these implications. On
the surface the world also appears to the proletarians just as the
propaganda apparatus paints it. Those workers who have
reached a conscious understanding of the needs of their situation
must thus be able to pose their real interests against society as a
whole, and even against the apparent ideologies of their own
fellow workers. If they permitted these ideologies of the
masses to determine their thoughts they would themselves be-
come slavishly dependent on the existing set-up. Their criticism
must be aggressive not only against the conscious apologists of
the monopolistic disorder but also against the diverting confor-
mistic or utopian tendencies of the rank and file.
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Our next purpose will therefore be to gain th i
those workers who are resolved to swim agaginat th: :tt:gg?nﬂg
know the stream still flows with the Lewises, Greens and the
leaders of a so-called People’s Front and will merge in the grand
parade of the next war for the defence of the business interests
of our own and other exploiters, for the defence of all possible
interests but the interest of the working class. All over this
country are thou.‘_!and_s of workers, toiling on products for a war
they despise, acting in organizations in which they really don’t
behgve or as functionaries of unions they hate. They all see the
coming of a second edition of American “war-socialism”. These
workers fee_l the need for a critical orientation about the condi-
tions of the_lr class. We want to meet their needs and in this
sense conceive the function of the magazine.

¢ Out of the interrelationships between the
writers of this magazine — and as many reaéeg'sa ;!ae ;ozaint:llg
should also write for it—there should develop an organization
of workers who act consciously in accordance with their class
interests. We do not presuppose any traditional form for this
organization. It should develop its structure solely according to
thq needs of the fight under the totally changing conditions.
Neither do Wwe presuppose a ready-made program. The unity
o.f tl_1e organization growing around the magazine will not con-
sist in an agreement on some programatic sentences—which un-
der present transitional conditions, would mean only that the
doors would be closed, or in other words, that another sect would

be created—but in the attainment of a comm vt
related to certain common forms of action. et i, 4 o

Only a prime willingness to face realit , the i

8ee and to learn, can secure success for our p);.lrpose.reelt‘lﬁlse?og
;ot imply tha}t the essential experiences of the past movements

ave lost thel; value. They contain elements whose significance
Surpasses their hitherto achieved results. But they must be ap-
Dlled‘under new conditions. They must be developed further,
practlc'ally and theoretically, under these changed conditions or
as Lenm_ remarks somewhere: “The true kernel, the living soul
of Marxism is the inquiry into the real situation.”

However, this concrete inquiry on which the emphasi
the magazine will be placed is possible only on the ll)m:?;s 3£
certain fu.ndamen!:al considerations which must direct our work.

ﬁe first issues will _therefore present some of these critical
p liclples._ They will be developed in cennection with such ur-
gettlé questions as the role of politics in class war, modern
- mpts toward a reorientation of the class struggle theory,
the slgr!iﬁcance‘ of unemployment and the possibilities of
economic planning. We think these articles will show how we

concei iti i
Conce veﬁhe t:ﬂ:n-of the critical theory and thus the function of




The Future of Unemployment

UNEMPLOYMENT AND THE LABOR MARKET

i t is a neces-
sent economic system, un?mploym:ez}
@ Os%)? 1I)ﬁ:e, capital’s answer to the ‘automatic’ law of gyp-
ply'and demand in regard to labor power, pn:nn‘:l éng
an ever ready industrial reserve army needed for the su loexi
leaps of the capitalist expansion prcicess. tz(}sci;ri'ma? u%?o‘?p : I{e
es these purposes it 1s weicome ital.

ﬁggﬁeﬁwhowever, the ‘problem’ simply means misery.

Should there be at any time in a x?artlcular .cou'r):'trytioral
shortage of ‘hands’, capital will see to it that this si u?:l on
is relieved by all possible means of attz;?ctmg fwgzl;ﬁsss?gln tll?e

: : s
creasing the population. However, in | ?llesthe Ly g
desire for abundant labor does not exc uthe o A s g
the unemployed army 1n order to ease the g
‘foreign’ workers, or to drive former peasan 2
Elfg ?:trmfslﬁs ggt inconsistent with the tci?imre to see nil:illl;y g:‘;gg:ﬁ
iob* it is simply an attemp ‘saving’, t
521!:1:1:';1 ein] ol?l:egie:&:-daypagciety. The exist:.ngfm?}nhty ott:t ;at::lt('i
isi rom the fact that workers are free of all property, g
?rsc:rl;:gt}fle simplification of maﬁw labor Ii:'oc;:ﬂﬁea?gcgée %%\{?é?e;;
ment of transportation, allows suc -fac ; b
i i f Americanism, are
which in this country, under the name o r 3
i i ‘native stock’, but also by
widely appreciated not onﬁly b}_r the ‘nat 2 Aol d
i r, which prides itself on its share In i
g!f.g:eli}tza‘;g ilgl:i?igration-restriction.la.ws to combat cheap foreign
labor and to safeguard the American standard of living.

i kes it rather diffi-
It is true that a shortage of workers makes
cult for the capitalists to pay the _lowest possxbée Th: goi 1&;
However, should these lowest posslbl_e wages : E Ahapge
guarantee for the maintenance of capitalism, n‘? %l 0 Shesbhip
would prevent their introd_uc}:_iog;. Umi’mgr t%l;g? ::oﬂ?ef's ;i
bankruptcies of some capitalists wou . O
streets, and this in return would lower the wage e
i ‘ lv and demand, whatever 1
still employed. The law of supply an g Wiy s
ion, ceases to have any meaning in regar _
fa:'lrlll:rtlmtllllr:atening the profitability of capital necessary for its
continuation. ) et
rofit point of view a labor shortage may a
wardigo?ﬂ at':h‘:'oughl'ihe intro@uction gff {noieiscﬁ;:;eagti:lz;ﬁo?&t{
methods of production; that is, a su icien e i SERIED
i r of a rigid wage gtandard.
33151? ﬁzi’gohﬁz‘:gi};eog !;tlrgrfe American workers are rendered pos-
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sible by the extremely high productivity of these workers. The
exploitation is h e r e increased not by way of taking actual
commodities from the workers, but by making them increase
their output. This method of maintaining or even raising the
‘living standard’ of the workers presupposes the existence of

sufficient capital to make the necessary social and technological
changes possible.

Capital concentration, credits, and foreign loans often per-
mit the introduction of better means of production without a
direct increase of exploitation, which might be difficult because
of insufficient unemployment. However, the displacement of
workers, connected therewith, creates unemployment, which
then brings back a certain wage flexibility ; unless accumulation

proceeds so fast that the displaced workers are at once absorb-
ed in new industries.

A shortage of workers, the ideal of all trade-unionists,
leads under capitalism inevitably to unemployment, and it is not
the law of supply and demand which finally determines the wage
rates. That means also that the ‘defeat’ of this law by way of
trade-unions, conceived as ‘job trusts’, turns out to be an illusion
in regard to final realities. Wage limits are not to be found in the
realm of the market. It is true, we repeat, that if there are too
many workers asking for jobs, capital can force the wages lower
than would be necessary to maintain the system. it gets extra
profits besides the necessary ones, thus enabling faster accumu-
lation. The struggle of trade-unions can be concerned only with
extra profits and is bound thereby to periods which allow of
such extra profits. No scarcity of labor and no trade-union
activity can result in wages which would eliminate the profita.
bility of capital. For this reason trade-unions will not of their
own accord enter a wage struggle at times which preclude a
possible success, that is, times in which a wage struggle becomes
a struggle against the wage system. For as John L. Lewis has
pointed out recently:

“Unionization presupposes the relation of employment; it is based

upon the wage system and it recognizes fully and unreservedly the in-

stitution of private property and the right to investment profit.”

To increase or maintain wages, reducing the profits to the
exclusion of accumulation, means depression and unemploy-
ment. An organized or unorganized scarcity of workers must
sooner or later cause unemployment and restriction of trade-
union activity. From which it follows that if workers think all
evil comes from the fact that too many people are asking for
Jobs, they are in error. If they hope, as many do, that measures
like the expulsion of foreigners, the restriction of immigration,
the return of the women to the kitchen or the abolition of child
labor would solve their problems, they are mistaken. Apart
from the fact that all laws related to questions of labor supply
are made in a capitalist society, and therefore in favor of capital,
even the acceptance of policies forcing the above mentioned

it oA



restrictions on the ‘right to work’, would mean only a temporary
service to capital, without any benefit whatsoever to the work-
ers. Practically it would mean relief savings and the nourish-
ing of such ideologies as distract the workers from the real
source of their misery.
The scarcity of workers in some branches of industry may
often lead to higher wages than would be the case otherwise.
Monopolistic positions often allow of extra profits and therefore
of exceptional wages. But these monopolistic extra profits are
largely obtained through the robbing of weaker capitalists, for-
cing the latter to employ cruder means of exploitation. In this
way exceptionally high wages for some workers find their
parallel in exceptionally low wages for others, just as profits
above the average necessitate profits below the average. For
this reason William Green, for instance, refuses to “digest” the
whole of the C. I. O. offered to him, and would feel satisfied with
an additional million of organized workers. An organized mino-
rity of workers attempts to maintain its high wages at the cost
of the working majority. The social average wage, however,
moves within the limits of capital necessities. Never could
wages rise, with or without unemployment, where they would
reduce profits to the danger point. But, unfortunately for
capital wages too cannot be reduced, with or without unemploy-
ment, to a point where this would exclude the necessary produe-
tivity on the part of the workers. Wage reductions doing away
with a necessary efficiency in production are self-defeating. In
a depression, for example, due to the fact that the workers are
willing to endure greater miseries to hold their jobs, and as the
less efficient workers are fired first, the average productivity
will be raised. After a while the situation will be reversed, as the
productive apparatus detoriates and wage reductions make it
increasingly difficult to maintain high-speed production. In the
Brookings Institution’s analysis of the “Recovery Problem in the
United States” (p. 167) it is stated:
“During he first two years of the depression productivity ran accord-
ing to expected behavior. The index rose in 1930 and again in 1931.
However, instead of continuing to rise as the depression progressed,
nroductivity fell sharply in 1982 and then again in 1934. This down-
ward movement in the produectivity index is not contradictory to the
experience in previous depressions. It simply indicates that the factors
favorable to increased productivity per man-hour cannot be depended
upon to operate when the depression lasts for a long time, for then the
adverse forces become strong enough to offset the gains.”

It is true that an abundance of workers will induce many in-
dividual ecapitalists to ruin their workers physically in a short
time and to replace the outworn with new ones from the over-
crowded labor market. just as many slave-owners had found it
more profitable and more to their taste to work their negroes to
death within a seven-year period rather than stretch their ex-
ploitability over 30 or 40 years. But under thodern conditions
this is not generally possible without inviting revolution. The

complexity of present-day societ i i
) ¥ and its i
exclgl:!_t]ept such simple so!utions. And thenpridgsg?ngrma;:aanmm
fnolsm i I‘JY of such solutions — it would solve nothing 1&‘(:.:-&r o
1sm, because it is not a reduction, but an increase in the ::ﬁ;

of labor that capitali i i
el pitalism requires for its further welfare ang

UNEMPLOYMENT AND ACCUMULATION

To anticipate the future of une it i
4 _ mployment it
;nvestlgate .the past and the present employmen:;srl:ﬁ::?::;y ér,o
ar, capitalist economists have contributed very little to the'un?

ever, were restricted to the field of statistics, witho
:l;:;;et]c'l:‘;lll :uc];?rog}E:;;wtr;ﬁsts ]ezll_gzed (ii:o think in p:;cﬁgf;l;igi?
£ ctness pertained only to the h
bank, and the factory. The problem was h N i ey
ant}{;ts mvgsf:'lg'ators saw in their researches g:lyi':c;l:g:#:r I::(;.l;regf
Irg:z.rég a living for the_mge]ves: As Hitler is held responsible for
i I-sérmany and as it is believed that the present depressio
egoglggr:igodltoo]seve!t as the previous one to Hoover, so thg
C evelopment and its changing aspects ’
discovered in the changing moods of th G i o
the bottom of everything was the me fil?usmess o
: ¢ ; ! ty of the fin ial
Wizard, the ingenuity of the industrial nia . i o
their disappointment in the govern DAY St ey
‘which caused them “to go on strik ,r'nents D Lo S e,
the Interior, laments today over ethas i L - vt
schools investigate the institution of en radl:o. :Dtheg' 1 g
ecools iny exploitation in
scientific” manner, by abstracting fro?x? such o itife
ences as psychology. But their ‘realism’ . s:e::ondal:y e
sense for abstractions, goes so far as to oyt rlnamfest.ed_ m_the'lr
an exploitative society. It may be saidotie:togk i g is.
; s he
:g‘:ﬁg ot:rl; ;nz;i:}:‘ir:l gecor'}‘tilr_r;lcs wa.s::l thtt: lrl'ecognition ofgzﬁgt{::;addoﬁ
C er n - 1his caused still anothe
g:tr::s:a(‘::u;p in scholastic elaboration of AdamrS?ncil:;E?; ;gsi?igg
capita%} s: 1sm of about 200 years ago. The more realistic
e g)!&actme.becomgs, the more mystified become the con-
St ate hto this p‘ract_lcg. The more open and cruder the ex-
e tgnl,] tl.e more ‘socialism’ enters the phraseology, till one
Ry el g tel:lve with Spengler that a starvin g worker is a luxury
iy nn’t el at in reality the workers exploit the capitalists, as
oo o0 lonﬁ ago proved by the honored scientist Kotany.
.o - -unately he died too soon to see himself fully appreciated,

can not always escape the discove i
) ry of certa
ough the truth has different meanings for wolrli:ert:u :,}1115&
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itali uced by bourgeois scientists may very
?eﬁitzgf}ﬁil t{?ﬁig:f and prictice of the proletarian class
struggle. t 1 Ak
itali eloped within feudal-agricultural conditions.
A sm%sl‘ﬂ:t:ll:istﬁ ?::anspa small nurpber of workers. To exploit
more workers, capital must be increased. For this reason
capitalist exploitation was particularly ruthless at its g.tartu:ig
oint. To exploit additional workers, for which capital is need-
Ed always implies greater exploitation of the already existing
wc:rking population. As capital grows, transforming all sciclal
activity into capitalist activity, the modern proletariat develope
with modern industry. Accumulation of ‘caputal means an 1}n-
creasing working population. Exploitability also grows. ear 1e£
erude forms of exploitation are _replaced by more r_'eﬁned an
more efficient ones. The primitiveness of exploitation can lnot
only be dispensed with; it has to disappear, for capital deve ’?}?_
ment needs greater ability on the part of the workers for the
modern requirements of industry.

italist development is identical with the creation of
worlc? a‘;.}t):cml:m'u;r. All capitalist activity is based on expansion.
Whenever expansion slackens, the rproducts of the previous pro-
duction period, which includes the increased labor army, beﬁoin%
temporarily unusable. A stoppage _of accumulation means that i
is no longer possible to exploit the increased working 1;m;:n.ﬂatlonti
More capital is necessary to continue accumulation, the 'needelf
capital must be raised through intensified exploitation. e
capital fails to bring this about, the unemployed army must be-
come permanent. i i !
Unemployment is as old as cqpltahsm. But so far, that 1?;,
until 1929, each depression with its l:ar_ge-scale qne*{nploymend
was followed by a renewal of accurpulatlon. As life is tears and
laughter, so also society “naturally’”” was made up of boo(;ns an
depressions. Since the biblical Joseph, people had learned to un-
derstand that seven fat years are folloyved by seven lean yea:k-ls.
And as regards those unfortunates falling by the wa_ys;de in the
course of depressions, this also was only natural, as it is obvious
that not all trees bear fruits. i Se il
To exploit more workers, we said, it is necessa
a given nfx?nber more intensively to create the capital f_or 1':he em-
ployment of the additional workers. As long as exploitation can
be increased, the number of workers may be enlarged. So far
this process has been interrupted, but not ended by depressions,
which were to be regarded as breathing spells in phe exc1t;1ng'
race of capital production over the world. But nothmgﬁbrea’gr li:s
forever. The business cycle is not made for eternity. e
reasons for the eventual end of capitalism must therefore be
discoverable at any particular stage of its devg:ioplmgnt- g o
ital are nothing but unpgid labor T f
Imbcﬁ'rggﬁe:rig tzal;;l;t:leasured in labor time,m\;rhich is limited as

BT i

regards duration by nature as well as by forms and methods of
production. The workers cannot possibly work longer than 24
hours a day, for the day cannot be stretched. Under present
conditions in the more important branches of industry they can-
not continously work much longer than, say, 8 or 10 hours. If
production itself limits exploitation in regard to time, an in-
crease of exploitation can be brought about only by reducing
that part of the expended working time in which the laborer
creates the equivalent of his wages. This part of the working
time cannot be reduced to nothing; zero would mean here the
absolute end of capitalist production. To employ more workers,
necessitating an increase of capital, implies the reduction of that
part of the working time of the employed workers in which they
create their own livelihood, that is, implies an ever greater in-
crease in the productivity of their labor, which in turn presup-
poses more and more capital invested in means of production.
As long as this is possible—and it has been, for at a certain
period in the development of capital, profitability is high enough
to permit this—both will be increased (the labor army and
capital which employs it) though the latter increases faster than
the laboring population. P. H. Douglas produces in his “Theory
of Wages” (p. 129) a table showing the ratio between quantities

of labor and capital. We copy only a few lines to illustrate our
statement.

Relation of Labor to c.piz.|1 Relation of Capital to Labor

Year L Cc

i 131 L
1899 1.00 1.00
1905 84 1.19
1910 .69 1.45
1916 .58 1.72
1922 .37 2.70

This shows, Douglas writes,
“that a decreasing amount of labor was combined with each unit of
capital and reciprocally that an increasing quantity of capital was un-
ited with each unit of labor. This process continued throughout the
period save for some cyclical changes, until in 1922 only 37 per cent as
much labor was combined with each unit of capital as in 1899, and
reciprocally 270 per cent as much capital was combined with a unmit
of labor as then.
g Any newspaper almanac will show that throughout cap-
italist development the labor army increased tremendously, ev-
en faster than the population as a whole. But, to repeat, not
80 fast as capital. This is the secret of capitalist progress,—
the ability to exploit more and more workers by exploiting the
Ol'ig'ina] number more intensively. However, this situation im-
Plies a new contradiction.

Profits and new capital can be gained only through exploi-
tation. If the number of workers becomes smaller in relation
o | e




to the growing capital, although both are increasing, than in
relation to the total capital (the wage and the investment cap-
ital together), profits and funds for accumulation must decline,
as profits are only unpaid labor time which decreases with the
capital increase. The faster the accumulation the more it ham-
pers future accumulation. Finally accumulation must lead to
stagnation. It must come to a stop when the capital needeq to
employ sufficient additional workers to counteract the previous
decline in profits demands an amount of capital which can no
longer be created by the existing army of labor. All attempts
to overcome this shortage of profits in regard to continuation
of capital formation will then lead to an ever greater replace-
ment of workers by machinery, altough this increase in techno-
logical devices will not be sufficient to permit sufficient capital
formation. The previous relative displacement of workers now
becomes absolute. David Weintraub, without being a Marxist
or employing Marx’s method of inquiry, but by simply examin-
ing the facts, describes such an actual situation quite well in
his article in “Technological Trends and National Policy”
(p. 87):
“The growth in total output from 1920 to 1929 was not sufficient, in
the light of the increased productivity and the growth of labor supply,
to absorb all the available man-power; the result was a substantial
volume of unemployement during this entire period.”

During this entire period, compared with previous periods,
the rate of accumulation was slackening. Recent investigations
of the trend of American rates of profit led to the discovery
that with the rates of profit the rate of accumulation was de-
clining as compared with the rates before 1920. The tendency
toward stagnation was reflected long before 1929 in an increas-
ing army of unemployed. The exceptional became the norm.
The recovery since 1933 has not led to a return of the already
precarious position of 1929, least of all in the field of employ-
ment. Weintraub goes on to say:

“...we must look to a much more rapid expansion of production than

has taken place between 1933 and 1935 before we can expect a return

either to the employment or to the unemployment levels of the pre-
depression period. A rough calculation indicates that, in order for
unemployment to drop to the 1929 level by 1937, goods and services
produced would have to reach a point 20 per cent higher than that in

1929, even if the productivity level of 1935 remained unchanged.”

The Brookings Institution has estimated that for the nation
to return by 1941 to the living standard which prevailed in 1929
it will be necessary to increase production of durable goods 60
per cent above the 1936 level. The production of these durable
goods would furnish employment for from 8 to 9 million addi-
tional workers for a period of five years. It would, it would;
but it doesn’t. Before reaching the production level of 1929 a
new decline has set in again; the army of unemployed grows
by leaps and bounds, nearing again its previgus established re-
cord at the deepest point of the crisis. In November, 1937,
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there were, according to the Nati
o
10,870,000 people out of work in Arﬁz:jg?eggggr:}?g; Census,

ing to most of the published reports. thi accord-
ports, this ;
creased by about 2 more millions, and no“o‘;'?b.f;}?s“ stob;:;}d;:l-;

a change in this situation for the near future.
UNEMPLOYMENT AND THE UNEMPLOYED

Only periods of capitalist ex i
' i pansion are boom i
E.:zgga;ilon means depreaalolg. But all eapitalist produgt?glr? §r
el on éxpansion, and if it stops, commodities designed tlg
Salsly the expansion needs and also the commodity labor power

solutions: shortening the workin
1 ] g day to employ all
{)Tcrlfa:glft T;g; liurchasmg power, so that tll:e ;ork:rgrrﬁear; ﬁﬂ;‘
ave produced. The proposal ‘logical’
and find acceptance However, this * Sy i A
find ce. listic’ a hi
utopianism. For it presupposeé \ abil e et ot
i . Fo an ability on th
pitalism to initiate socialism that is, i e S o
lism inj i » it expresses th ish
capitalist suicide. In realit e PR
cide. y the shortage of fits i i
to accumulation needs, a i 3 R i ot
( R » appearing on the market =
tion of commodities, onl A
: 4 v sharpens the competitiv
mfohitn};am a greater effort on the part of czla)pital io sit;:iga]seé
fepl ation. If successful, leading to another temporar
enoglﬁor;:;t;arl, lthls ;cco&nplished at the cost of the worker?
€ shortened, productivity will be i '
enough to preclude the em iti s
I ployment of additional work
5:}11'0?: E}il:t;l?;r:?s:ag-ftan;_ass pﬁlrchas;'lng power is conc;r:::f tﬂ:
Italism shows that this has b si
gl ism as been possible
r long production increased fast h
istory since 1929 has show Siphncn nbon vt am
that even this
of better exploitation h 8 ot by ol iy
as ceased. Since that ¢i
s - 3 . a t
h%gﬁa:e or deﬁlme In spite of increasing prc-du.‘:tiw.n'i:;rl.meCowrlrllgp‘:ﬁ1
o orn;{;?ctla:s‘?;::liﬁ' shar_rgﬁns t}? the point of the develop-
les within the ¢lass. Hatred, not solid
» Brows between the luck Loggrimpacn
. 8 ! Yy ones and those unabl
ite léloﬂ;:;::i.ﬁ;; astmtua?on wh!ch_is well employed by ?:a;(i’talsei.:ll
tio g ruggile, continuing in spite of all monopoliza-

Petiti iti
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shall work, the Japanese workers or the English? — And 80
all over the world. If there is no open struggle between capital
and labor, there can be only a united front between them both.
The “Peoples’ Front” movements of today, which includes
Fascism, reflect only this reality. So long as the class struggle is
only latent and not actual, continously sharpening, the future
of unemployment can only be deduced from the future of
capitalism, which points to war and increasing barbarism.

Yes, as matters stand today, the workers might find large-
scale employment in the diverse armies; and will accept it, for
it is ‘better than nothing’, just as 25-cent wages in the depression
are also ‘better than nothing’. And they will kill for less than
25 cents an hour to assist a capitalist reorganization of economy
in favor of the strongest competitors, and to bring to themselves,
besides the glory, a new wage rate of 15 cents an hour. But the
unemployment problem would still be unsolved, or solved only
for those who died in the heroic attempt to prove the im-
mutability of capitalism in a changing world.

Capital has once more — so it seems today — to reorganize
the world in its own way, that is, by adjusting the number of ex-
ploiters to the number of exploitables. “Progress’ lies in liquida-
tion. To prepare for this day of ‘sudden progress’, capital will
be human, it will at least try to organize the misery it cannot
abolish. It will appear a great leveller, spreading the existing
misery over the greatest possible number, itself always excluded.
It will regiment and fascizize even within the greatest of
democracies. The order of war will be practized in peace; pro-
duction for destruction climaxing the era of capitalism. The
curtain for this act of history will close also millions of hungry
eyes.

Once more unemployment is being converted, for ca-
pitalism, from a source of income into a nightmare. Becoming
rapidly valueless as a means of wage cutting, it becomes an ever
greater item of taxation, eating into the diminishing profits.
Capital will always try, although with increasing difficulties, to
cut down this item of expenditures. Workers, regardless of all
other implications of the problem, will be increasingly forced to
fight relief reductions. To eliminate relief altogether is not
possible, to live like humans on Hopkin’s canned beef, which
would be rejected by many a Park Avenue dog, is also not pos-
sible. The unemployed struggle is bound to increase in spite of
all war preparations, though the latter will be hastened the more
the internal struggle sharpens. There are further temporary
‘solutions’ given to capitalism. For instance, a new inflation of
credits or money, setting present miseries aside to be reckoned
with in the near future. Prices may rise faster than wages, the
capitalist will gain as much as the workers lose. Rents collected

in depreciated money means the expropriatiop of the landlord,
paper for potatoes ruins agriculture, money in the banks elimi-
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have even forced the apoligists of capitalism to admit this displacement, for
which they created the concept of “technological unemployment”, but as
bourgeois economists they are engaged in finding solutions for the problem
within capitalism. In connection with the discussions concerning the
displacement theory we suggest the reading of Alfred Kaehler's article on
“The Problem of Verifying the Theory of Technological Unemployment” in
Social Research (Vol. II; No. 4).

Workers capable of finding their way through the technical terminology
of the specialists may consult Wladimir Woytinsky’s “The Source of Un-
employment” (International Labor Office, Geneva, 1935). This book con-
tains important data but lacks sufficient theoretical insight. Harry Jerome’s
“Mechanization in Industry”, a book which also deals with agriculture and
mining, was published in 1934 by the National Bureau of Economic
Research, New York. It stresses the fact that ‘‘technical progress outruns
actual practice in capitalism”, and makes the profit-necessity responsible
for this state of affairs. In the last twenty years many studies have appear-
ed dealing with the displacement question in specific industries. As an ex-
ample, we only mention here Isador Lubin’s “The Absorption of the Un-
employed by American Industry” (Washington, 1929.)

As far as the white collar workers and the learned professions are con-
cerned we suggest the reading of Lewis Corey's “The Crisis of the Middle
Class” (Covici-Friede, New York, 1935), and Walter M. Kotschnig’s “Un-
employment in the Learned Professions” (Oxford University Press, 1937).
Corey treats his problem from a Marxian point of view, Kotschnig from the
standpoint of the bourgeois democratic sociologist. But for the latter,
too, economic stagnation limits the expansion of education. His survey is
significant for its international scope. The radicalization of the intellectuals
working with Fascism or Bolshevism he explains as due to the overcrowding
of the universities and the impossibility of finding jobs for the graduates,
However, the only solution he offers, is for a better organization of the labor
market for the academic professions,

Many books published lately and dealing with what appears to the
bourgeois sociologist as the “broader” question of “social security”, often
contain very interesting chapters on the unemployment problem proper.
For instance most of the writings of Stuart Chase and also Maxwell S.
Stewart’s “Social Security” (Norton & Co., New York, 1937). The best ex-
ample of the books in this category is the liberal reformer P. H. Douglas’s
“The Unemployed Problem” which he wrote in collaboration with Aaron
Director, published in 1931. Unemployment is here admitted as an out-
growth of capitalism; however it is believed, that capitalism will be able to
solve its problem. The suggested means to this end were later partly practis-
ed by Roosevelt’s Relief Program. The refutation of this idea is very well
expressed in Lewis Corey's “The Decline of American Capitalism”, in
chapter V. Covici-Friede, New York, 1934.)

W. T. Colyer’s “Outline History of Unemployment” appeared in 1937 in
London (N. C. L. C. Publishing Co.), which, written for workers and from a
Marxian point of view says concisely as well as comprehensibly almost all
that is necessary for workers to know of this subject.

Recent publications incorporating the unemployment question within
general theories are the findings of the Brookings Institution, which have ap-
peared under the title “Income and Economic Progress”. The connection
between unemployment and capital formation is recognized but not un-
derstood. The solution proposed lies in the field of greater exploitation
despite the underconsumption theory underlying the Brookings report. In
chapters 6, 7, and 9 of another Brookings publication, “The Recovery
Problem in the United States”, the reader may find interesting facts and
observations regarding the unemployment gquestion in recent history.
David Weintraub’s contribution “Unemployment andgIncreased Produectivity”
in the Government Publication "Technological Trends and National Policy”
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istence. Just as Adam Smith* spoke of an “invisible hand”
which leads the individual trader to promote an end which was
no part of his intention, so other economists before and after
him referred to the “play of free competition” to the “auto-
matism of the market”, or to a “law of value” which would
apply to movements of production and circulation of com-
modities in the same way as the law of gravity applies to the
movements of physical bodies. In fact, the concept of an en-
tirely automatic regulation of the whole industrial production
brought about by the mere exchange of commodities among
totally isolated commodity producers on a national and inter-
national scale was not more than an abstract “ideal type” even
in those earlier periods when it first struck the eyes of the
bourgeois classical economists. It was never fully realized in

actual capitalistic production.

Nevertheless, there is in bourgeois commodity production
an unwritten law which rules the production and exchange of
labor products as commodities. But this is by no means an un-
changeable law of nature; it is a “gocial law” which resembles
a genuine physical law only in its apparent independence from
our conscious volition and purpose. Like any other social rule, it
holds good only under definite circumstances and for a specific
historical period. In dealing with the *“so-called Original
Accumulation of Capital”’, Marx showed what enormous effort
was required to give birth to this fundamental law of the modern
bourgeois mode of production and the other “eternal” laws con-
nected with it. He exposed a series of more or less forgotten
sanguinary and violent acts by which (in real history) the actual
foundations of those so-called natural laws were brought into
existence. (The expropriation of the workers from their material
means of production forms the basis of this process.) Marx has
likewise shown in detail that even in completely developed com-
modity production the “law of value” does not apply in the sure
and efficient manner of a genuine natural law or of a generally
accepted “providence”, but is realized solely by a succession of
frictions, vacillations, losses, crises, and breakdowns. He says
that “in the haphazard and continually fluctuating relations of
exchange between the various products of labor, the labor-time
socially necessary for their production forcibly asserts itself as
a regulating natural law just as the Taw of gravity does when
the house collapses over our heads.”**

With all these deficiencies, the law of value is the only form
of social organization of production which exists today and is,
indeed, the only kind of social “planning” which conforms to
the principles of modern competitive or commodity-producing
society. It is an ironical whim of history that just that self-con-

*See “Wealth of Nations”, Book IV, Chapter 2.-,
**Qee “Capital”, Book I, Chapter 1, subsection 4.
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of the big industrial and financial combines; by the increasing
appeal to the state to rescue ‘‘the community at large” from the
dangers brought about by the impending collapses of hitherto
proud and tax evading private enterprises; and by the hyper-
ultra-super-dreadnought demands for subsidy raised by the
various direct and indirect producers of armaments, encroaching
evermore on the field formerly occupied by the activities of the
less directly war-producing industries. In trying to escape from
the periodical crises which threaten more and more the existence
of bourgeois society, and in a desperate attempt to overcome the
existing acute crisis of the whole capitalist system, the bourgeol-
sie is compelled, by continually fresh and deeper “interferences”
with the inner laws of its mode of production, and continually
greater changes in its own social and political organization, to
prepare more violent and more universal crises and, at the same
time, to diminish the means of overcoming future crises. In
organizing peace it prepares for war.

The futility of any attempt to deal with “competition’s
waste’” within the existing forms of production and distribution
becomes even more evident when we proceed from the
elementary form of the “commodity” to the further developed
form of “the worker transformed into a commodity,” or from the
general historical character of bourgeois production to its in-
herent class character.

Just as the utopian exchange banks, labor certificates and
other endeavors to organize commodity production are repeated
in the half-hearted “planning schemes” of the frightened eco-
nomists and “socially minded” big capitalists today, so the first
unwieldy attempts of the insurrectionary workers of Paris to
wrest from the “revolutionary’” government of 1848 some form
of realization of the worker’s “right to work”, are echoed in the
various measures by which the democratic and fascist countries
try to overcome the increasing menace of unemployment by a
more or less compulsory organization of the labor market. And
just as in the first case Marxism answered the capitalist “plan-
ners” that the only organization of production conformable to
commodity production is the law of value, so sober materialistic
criticism of the schemes to supplant the glaring insufficiency of
the free “labor market” by some form of public regulation must
start from the premise that the transformation of the workers in-
to salable commodity is but a necessary complement of that other
transformation on which all modern capitalistic production rests
both historically and in its actual existence today — the trans-
formation of the workers’ tools and products into non-workers’
“capital”. In fact, there is more apparent than real progress in
the new deals offered to the growing numbers of the unemployed
by their capitalistic rulers today, as against those now almost
forgotten times when the only cure foreseen by the most

“philanthropic” spokesmen of the bourgeoisie was the work-
house. Now as then, the final result of the %endeavors to ex-
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later scientifically demonstrated by Marx that “within t_he
capitalistic system all methods for raising the social productivity
of labor coincide with an extension of the relative surplus popu-
lation, or the industrial reserve army kept at the disposal of
capitalistic industry as a potential supply of labor power for the
rapid increases of production in times of prosperity and for the
full utilization of the existing capacities of production in war.”

There is, furthermore, a considerable difference between
the same measures when offered by the capitalists in distress and
when thrust upon them by the conscious action of the workers
themselves. That difference may, at first, not be a difference in
the purely economic contents. Yet it is a difference of social
gignificance. “The right to work, taken in its bourgeois sense”,
said Marx with referrence to the struggles of the Paris workers
in 1848,” is a contradiction in terms, an impotent pious in-
tention; but behind the right to work there stands the control
of capital, and behind the control of capital the appropriation of
the means of production by the associated working class, that is,
the abolition of wage labor, of capital, and their mutual depend-
ence. Behind the “right to work” stood the insurrection of
J'une‘"#*ttt

Finally, a few of the new developments which are today
featured as achievment of the “planning idea” may serve to
work out within the narrow bounds of the capitalistic produe-
tion-relations some of the formal elements which, after the over-
throw of the existing mode of production, will be totally stripped
of the residues of their capitalistic origin and thus usefully ap-
plied in building up a really cooperative and socialistic com-
monwealth. For the time being there remains, along with the
imperfect social organization of material production in the
structure of the present bourgeois society, also the reversed
form, in which the social relations of men are now reflected as
mere relations of things. There remain unchanged, even in the
newest “as good as socialism’ models of a planned and steered
state-capitalism, and there will remain so long as the products
of labor are produced as commodities, all the fetish-categories
of bourgeois economics: commodity, money, capital, wage-labor,
increasing and decreasing total value of production and of ex-
port, profit-making capacity of industries, credits, ete., in short,
all that which Marx in his earlier philosophic phase called
“human self-alienation’, and in his later scientific phase fe-
tishism of commodity production”. In spite of appearances such
a system of production is not in the last analysis governed by a
collective will of the associated workers but by the blin
necessities of a fetishistic “Law of Value.” :

*#+33Z0ee Marx: Class Struggles in France 1848-50.
3
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THE RIGHT TO WORK
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Marxism and Psychology
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selected to complete and partly replace the “objective’” know-
ledge Marxism has given us.

In spite of their growing influence a consistent theoretical
formulation of these views does not yet exist in American radical
literature. In Europe, because of the actual experience of
fascism, we find many attempts to “complete” the Marxian
theory of class struggle by “social psychology”. We take the
theory of some exponents of the Freudian School as represen-
tative of this theoretical current, because the arguments they
give are, so far, the most clearly and uncompromisingly formu-
lated. Though our criticism will be confined to a specific theory,
its conclusions extend to the general problem indicated.

For the theories we will discuss originate in these general
reflections. They criticize official Marxism for regarding the
development of class struggle as mechanically dependent on
“aconomic necessities”, and for not sufficiently considering the
importance of the subjective factor in history. It is necessary,
writes Wilhelm Reich, one of the founders of the so-called Sex-
Pol movement, to recognize the “ideologies as material power".
In 1932 at least 30 million Germans wanted socialism, nearly the
whole country was anti-capitalistic, yet the victor was fascism,
the saviour of capitalism. ‘““This is not a socio-economic problem
but one of mass psychology”. The “lack of understanding of
the psychological factors involved” was one of the chief reasons
why the German labor movement organizations were unable to
resist fascism (Reuben Osborn). Analytic social psychology is
therefore considered “essential to Marxists”. It will “raise the
?uality of revolutionary propaganda and put it on a scientific

evel”.
i

Analytic social psychology derives its fundamental concep-
tions and methods from the theory of human consciousness
freud developed as a working basis for his therapy of neuroses.

Freud’s genuine discovery concerns the “unconscious”. He
found that underlying all consciousness is a large part of our
mind of which we are unaware under ordinary circumstances.
The unconscious contains all kinds of forbidden images and
desires. The biological part of personality which expresses it-
self in the desires, Freud and the greater number of his disciples
identify mainly with two drives, one of self-preservation, and the
other, a broadly conceived sexual drive, the so-called *libido”.
Every living being is dominated by the ‘“desire principle.” He
tends to achieve the maximum satisfaction of his impulses. The
desires are irrational and amoral. They are not guided by the
objective possibilities of fulfillment and have no conception of
what is considered right or wrong in society. The “desire
principle” thus clashes with the “reality principle” a conflict
which makes it necessary to give up immedifte gratification of
the impulses in order to avoid pain.

-— D

In contrast to the drives for self-preservati ich i
main can be delayed only for a relati\?ely short (ttinmrhtlﬁlg slgx‘:ﬂ:i
impulses can be considerably postponed. They can' be forced
algo into the unconscious (repression,) or their objectives can b
subsh.t-utegl by other objectives on different spheres of realite
(sublimation). While the self-preservation impulses neei
material means for satisfaction, the needs of what Freud calls
the !1b1do can be satisfied through the mechanism of sublimation
for instance l?y phantasy. The ruling class uses this mechanisn';
in qrdqr to give the masses the kind of emotional satisfaction
which is 80(!1&1]')' available. The faculty of the impulses to adapt
themselves actively and passively to social conditions is the main -
concern of this socio-psychological theory. The adaptation is
ach.leved by the rational and mainly conscious parts of the mind
which act as a kind of organizer of the personality. .

" Freud distinguishes a further aspect of the human mind
which he _cal]s the “super-ego”. This conception is one of the
most ambiguous parts of his theory, but because it is considered
es_pec!ally important for our problem, we cannot avoid dealing
with it here. Freud designates its function mainly as “moral
consciousness and the creator of ideals”. The super-ego is
regard‘ed as the projection of social authority in the personality,
as t}}e introverted external force. The child who grows up in the
family encounters the social force in the person of the father.
His reason is not developed sufficiently for adaptation; it is not
yet able to grasp rationally the possibilities of mastering the
‘h!ndrances with which its desires conflict. The child erects in
hlmse!f by indentification with the parents an arbitrary authori-
ty which he gdoms with the attributes of moral power, not sub-
Jected to rational judgments. Once the super-ego is established
in the _clpld’s personality, it will always be projected on the
authorqtl.es dominating in society. Man will attribute to the
authorities the quality of his own super-ego and in this manner
will make them inaccessible to rational criticism. Thus he will
believe in their wisdoin and power in a measure totally indepen-
dgnt of their actual qualities. The real or propagandized at-
tributes of the authorities in their turn will determine by the
same mechanism the content of the super-ego and become iden-
tified with it. Through this process of identification the psy-
Choanalysts explain how religion, the state, leaders and the
gther social fetishes can have such a tremendous influence. They
have.the same function in the adult mind the father and mother

ad in childhood. And, as the helpless child’s fear of punish-
Illllent was the decisive factor in the formation of the super-ego in
: at period, so the existence of direct social force is the decisive
actor in the growth of the super-ego and its identification with
Social authority. The irrational commands of the super-ego
Would lose its power, the rational part of the human mind would
ggﬂgllly triumph if the physical social force would cease to fun-
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unction of the super-ego can be understood only by
delviig ;t:lxltif’c,he life history of the personality, the general struc-
ture of personality is, according to Freud, _ouly und_erstandable
by an analysis of the developxpent of mstmctua_l life i;hrough
which it normally proceeds in its adJust’ment with fgmxly and
society. This is another phase of Freud’s theory which seems
rather strange especially in th.e _condenseq form presented here.
Only a reproduction of the clinical ma_tenal would make mani-
fest its empiric proof. The rough outlines of how _the psycholo-
gical forces are traced back to the individual’s childhood how-
ever, are clear enough. The infant first loves itself, then its
parents. Freud characterizes its sexual structure in this second
period with reference to King Oedipus, who loved and married
his mother. After a stage of homgsexuahty. the development
passes into the genital heterosexuality of the ‘normal adult. B.ut
the child may not be sufficiently free of the nes’to one of the in-
fantile objects of his sexuality. Either his emotions can be fixat-
ed there, or because of unpleasant experiences in later life may
regress to one of the earlier emotional states. Most psychoses
and abnormal character traits are rooted in the recognition of
emotional needs which are not permitted to enter consciousness.
They all represent a retreat from reality. The_ method of
psychoanalysis, with its delving into the life history of the
patient makes conscious to him the unconscious causes of his
neurosis and so helps him overcome it. _

Because the main development of the instinc[;ua] life takes
place in childhood, the research into the psychologic structure of
the family is one of the chief purposes of the theories discussed
here. The roots of morals and religion in man are reduced to
the influences of education. The metaphysical character of
morals is thus dissolved. The whole ideology of society is repro-
duced in the child during its first four or five years. The f_amlly
is understood as the psychologic agency of society. It is the
factory of ideologies. ; _

The various forms of suppressing its emotional drives in tpe
bourgeois family make the infant timid, susceptible to authority
and obedient — in a word, it can be educated.

Through the family authoritarian society produces the
authoritarian type of mind. It is the result of an incomplete
development of emotional life and a weakness of rational power,
both due to suppressions in childhood typical of that form _of
society. The authoritarian attitude is characterized through its
different reactions, depending on whether they are directed
against a strong or weak individual. i personalities can be
roughly divided into two types, of which one is principally ag-
gressive toward those in power and sympathetic to the helpless,
and the other is in sympathy with the rulers and aggressive to
the oppressed, then the authoritarian type 1s an ol;vmus repre-
sentative of the latter. One of its characteristics is to suffer
without complaint. But the authoritarian man 1s ambivalent;

S nd

he loves and hates his gods simultaneously and thus oft

bBlindly against the existing power. His ir::-a\timw.l‘m ::wt)oellts
however, does not change his emotional structure or the struc.
ture of society. It merely substitutes a new authority for the
old. The real revolutionary personality, as contrasted to the
authoritarian type, is rational and open to reality; in other
words, represents the fullgrown adult who is not governed
throug'_h a combination of fear of punishment and desire for ap-
probation by paternal authority. His heroism lies in the chang-
ing of the material world — the heroism of the authoritarian
type in submission to destiny.

The more the contradictions in society grow, the blinder
and more uncontrollable the social forces become, the more
catastrophes as war and unemployment overshadow the life of
the indi\r}'dual, — the stronger and more widespread becomes
the s_z:pot.lonal structure of the authoritarian personality. Its final
abolition is conceivable only in the eradication of the planless-
ness of social life and the creation of a society in which men
order their life rationally and actively.

So the findings of the psychoanalysts show that the planles-
ness in economics produces and is reproduced by men whose
psychic structures are also planless. They are bound and sub-
jected to the ruling class through the unconscious and, therefore,
uncontrollable emotional forces, and through the irrational
power of the conventional creeds they erected in themselves.

~ Only the diminishing of these irrational ties, the increasing of

rationality — can strengthen the ability of men to change the
social conditions. Only a kind of propaganda and organization
takes this into account will be capable of achieving a real
revolutionary effect. As long as the masses tolerate a propa-
ganda made up of ideological slogans and revolutionary organi-
zations built on blind loyalty to leaders, the level of class con-

sciousness necessary fgr a radical change of the ruling order is
not attained.

II.

In considering the psychoanalysts’ description of the mind
of the individual in capitalism, we see that their findings do not
oppose the criticism of society given by the Marxian theory.

ecause a criticism of psychoanalysis itself is not our concern
here, we restrict ourselves to a few remarks on this point. There
18 no doubt that the super-ego hypothesis meets many objections.
It I8 sometimes unclear and inconsistent in Freud’s own presen-
tation, but it contributes to the investigation in the psychological
Problem of authority.

The psycho-genetic conception of man’s personality with its
olution into a bundle of drives and its obvious simplifications

of these drives is also open to criticism. These theoretical
Weaknesses are due to the fact that the basis of clinical observa-
tions on which psychoanalysis has been built is too narrow to in-
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terpret the complex human and social activities it undertakes to
explain. The practical psychiatrist, in drawing his bold genera-
lizations from a constricted field of observations, often simply ex-
tends the intellectual attitude he had toward his patient. This
is made possible by the conditions of our society which present
a picture similar to the abnormal case in psychiatry. This abnor-
mality of society which the Freudians with their method of in-
quiry find reflected in the individual, is the subject of Marxian
analysis.

However, the conclusions of the psychoanalytic theory as
we developed them here are not accepted by the over-
whelming majority of its adherents. Neither Freud nor most of
his disciples maintain these viewpoints. Because they accept
bourgeois society as permanent, they do not believe in the pos-
aibility of changing the objective force-relationships which, as
we explained, are decisive factors for the existence of the emo-
tional structure. They vacillate between a progressive bour-
geois attitude of the 19th century and the misanthropic pes-
simism of modern authoritarian society. Freud himself, as well
as many of his most renowned disciples, tends more and more to
a nihilistic attitude. This is partly due to the constructive ten-
dency of the psychoanalytic theory which allows numerous in-
tellectual loopholes.

Yet a consistent interpretation of man’s emotional structure,
on the basis of psychoanalysis, can only lead to a materialistic
explanation of the individual in society. Erich Fromm justly eri-
ticizes the formalistic parallel Freud draws between the
helplessness of the child in the family and the adult in face of
social forces. This is not only a parallel but a complicated in-
terconnection. It is not the biological helplessness of the small
child which is the decisive factor in its specific need for a definite
form of authority, but it is the social helplessness of the adult,
determined by his economic situation, which molds the biological
helplessness of the child and which thus influences the concrete
form of the development of authority in the child. Only if the in-
fluences of the economic conditions on the libidinous impulses
are sufficiently considered can the mental behavior of the in-
dividual be adequately interpreted.

A social psychology which, on this scientific basis, attempts
to explain the socially relevant, common psychic structures of
individuals in a group must be in accordance with the Marxian
interpretation of society. The conformity of its results with the
revolutionary criticism of society will not be due only to the
general analogy between the neurotic person and our disorganiz-
ed society. For, the larger the group considered, the more are
the common life experiences of its members, from which it ex-
plains social behavior, identical with the socio-economic situa-
tion which is the subject of the critical theory of society.

In this identity lies the strength of analytic social psycholo-
gy and its crucial weakness. It is extremely questionable if the

“results” achieved so far by this theory in explaining social be-
havior are really the outcome of its genuine research. It seems
rather that the cart were put before the horse, that it is not
social psychology which serves Marxian analysis but the latter
which helps our psychology find its concrete conceptions. And
in fact, the Marxian critical interpretation of the dehumanized
existence of man under capitalism leads to a much more com-
prehensive understanding of the human traits and relationships
which are decisive for the changing of society.

But how far removed has official Marxism become from this
practical task! The Marxists and the Marxian psychoanalysts
vie with each other in formalistic attempts to prove that the
“methods” of their respective ‘“sciences” are identically
“dialectic”’. They waste their time in ascertaining the “philoso-
phical parallels between the materialist conception of history
and the dynamic and genetic character of Freud’s understand-
ing of the individual”. The symptom formation in neuroses is
discovered as ‘““dialectic in nature”. “The ego acts as a synthesiz-
ing agent”. The development of the libido is regarded as a
“process in which the aceretion of quantitative change some-
times yields suddenly to qualitative transformation”, How
futile such discussions are, even from a limited scientific view-
point, we will exemplify in one instance which Osborn greatly
expatiated upon. He asks himself how the wundialectical
character of conscious representations are compatible with the
‘“basically dialectical character of human thought”. As solu-

~ tion of the riddle, he proposes that the dreams, the undisturbed

expression of the unconscious, form the dialectical opposite of
the waking thought process. The rational agency in man
strengthens the repression of the emotions by exaggerating the
incompatibility of its dialectical tendencies with conscious stan-
dards. Because reality is usually unable to offer unconditional
gratification of the impulses, man’s reason exaggerates the
harshness of reality and represents it as rigid and unchanging
in order to strengthen the repression of the drives.

_ Determining for the logical structure of our every-day
thinking and for the distinction between primary and secondary
qualities in natural sciences, is not our emotional mechanism but
the necessity to order the stream of appearances of the outside
world for the purpose of dominating it. This domination is fur-
ther possible only on the basis of the adequacy of our concep-
tions and the objects we grasp through them. To explain the
structure of these conceptions in terms of a reaction formation
against man’s impulses is simply nonsense. The function of the
structure of conceptions in natural sciences as well as in our
daily life must be explained primarily in terms of the social
Purpose both have to fulfill.

We understand that the assurance of its “dialectical™
character is the official state ticket for any “science” to be ad-



mitted in Russia. But also, outside of that country and its sub-
jects here and elsewhere,such discussions reveal the
degeneration of Marxism to academic concerns. We therefore
do not wonder that John Strachey hails this part of Osborn’s ex-
position as “his most exciting theoretical discovery.”

IIL.

The social psychoanalysts understand the practical function
of their theory as a means of “activizing the masses”. They
want to help in the development of class consciousness by formu-
lating and articulating the emotional needs of the masses. As
they are especially concerned with the sexual needs, they main-
tain that it is particularly important to expose the reactionary
social function of sexul morals and religion. By such propaganda
they think they will be able to dissolve bourgeois ideologies and
thus undermine “one of the principal pillars of capitalism—the
willingness of the masses to bear social suppression and ex-
ploitation”. The fate of the revolution is always decided by the
broad “unpolitical” mass. The revolutionary energy emerges
from every-day life. “Therefore”, they proclaim, “politicalize
the private life, the market, movies, dance halls, luna parks,
bedrooms, bowling alleys, pool parlors!”

Although they admit that the socio-economic relationships
determine the structure of the mass impulses in the ultimate
degree, the psychoanalysts believe that the actual revolutioniz-
ing of the masses must primarily concern itself with the
ideological superstructure of society. They justify this opinion
with their psychological knowledge of the class-stabilizing effect
of the emotional ties which bind the masses to the dominant
leaders and ideologies. They are convinced that the present
trend to fascism empirically sustains their theory and actual
proposals.

In liberal society the authority was veiled to the individual.
His lack of freedom was hidden from him by his acceptance of
the fetishes of prices, property and law relationships as natural
forces. That was the false consciousness which Marx had in
mind when he analyzed the role of fetishism in bourgeois
economics. This disguise disappears more and more. The
direct and brutal authority of the totalitarian state economies is
the direction in which present society is moving. It took all the
efforts of the Marxists to “unmask” as Lenin called it, the false
consciousness, to show the fetishistic character of legal equality,
of bourgeois democracy, of religion, and primarily of the com-
modity. Now, all these fetishes are falling,—the masses do not
rush to the defense of ““their” democracy, “their’”’ equality before
the law, “their” freedom of exchange on the market or before
God, or even “their’’ political leaders! That, our psychoanalysts
cannot understand! There must be something wrong with the
Marxian theory, they reason, and this they helieve to have
discovered in the ‘“‘economistic” tendency of official Marxism.

P | s

There is no doubt that various schools of contem-
porary Marxism have joined the ruling class in the fabrication
of ideologies. The objectivistic tendency in a certain direction
of this Marxism is nothing but an expression of its ideological
turning. But the psychoanalysts we discuss here are by no
means justified in their objection because it is just their failure
to recognize the workers’ basic economic dependence on the
owners of the means of production which characterizes their
views. The acceptance of this economic authority by the work-
ers was the basic relationship of the liberal system as well as
it is the basis of the totalitarian society. As long as the masses

regard this authority in production as necessary, as long as they

do not rebel against it, so long will the leadership of the ruling
class remain unshaken. That the existence of irrational authori-
tarian ties is also a factor which strengthens the deeper econ-
omic relationship will not be denied. But to believe that now
when the fabrication of ideologies is increasingly the product
of centralized agencies with the most efficient technical means,
to believe that just now the main effort must be placed on agita-
tion in the sphere of the super-structure is to invite a tilt with
windmills.

The present change in the socio-economic structure brings
about a condition in which the self-explanation and justifica-
tion of the society becomes a conscious production, even in cap-
italism; and because the contradictions of capitalist production
are intensified daily, the ideological rationalizations which dis-

~ guise them become increasingly removed from reality. Just now,

when the appearance seems more than ever to prove the deci-
sive “material influence of the ideologies,” the decision is total-
ly dependent on a change in the economic relationships. It is
not only impossible but also unnecessary to fight the propagan-
da agencies of the totalitarian rulers with their own weapons.
These ideologies will break down as rapidly as they are now
accepted by the masses. Their inconsistency with reality will
become openly apparent at the moment the masses are forced
to face the material overthrow of society. More than ever must
the critical theory concern itself with this fundamental material
change. More than ever is this theory bound to the develop-
ment of the consciousness of that class which holds the key po-
Sitions in the mechanism of production. And the direction of
this development is prescribed by the necessity of clearing up
the very simple questions concerning these basic social relation-
ships. The moment the workers take over the means of pro-
duction, they will control also the production of propaganda.
The production of ideologies will be replaced by the systematic
and all-embracing rationale of public self-interpretation. The
masses will work in common effort to develop and clarify the
I{nnciples which will determine the production and organiza-
tion of society.

Lot
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The overemphasis of the sexual factor becomes especially
apparent in the kind of propaganda the Sex-Pol movement pro-
poses. But apart from that, the ineffectiveness of their attempt
to tie a radical propaganda to the emotional needs of the mas-
ses is easily demonstrated by their own theory. This theory
indicates that the special structure of the libidinous impulses
which determine the attitude of the masses toward the authori-
ties is wholly dependent on the social force these authorities
represent. Thus they will always be capable of using the mech-
anism of repression and sublimation for their ends. This very
faculty of the sexual impulses to adapt themselves to social
conditions makes them much less fit to be used as a lever for
revolutionary propaganda than self-preservation impulses. We
certainly do not believe that the very complex problem of class
consciousness can be adequately interpreted by a simplifying
drive theory. But on the basis of such a formal division of man’s
emotional life the hunger drive will be of much greater influ-
ence for any insurrection than the easily adaptable sexual im-
pulse. Furthermore, the socio-psychologic theory emphasizes
the importance of childhood, especially of the first four or five
years of life, for the development of the power of ideologies in
man. If, therefore, the dissipation of ideologies in the masses
must be a condition for the overthrow of society, the logical con-
clusion would be that we must first reform the family or, in oth-
er words, that we must revolutionize the kindergarten to effect
a social revolution. This would be even worse than the old well-
known social democratic illusion that the social revolution pre-
supposes the “revolutionary man” who can only be the outcome
of a long process of mass education.

The psychoanalysts’ proposal practically lead to a prop-
aganda of substitute satisfactions for certain impulses which can
be supplied within the framework of capitalist society. This
political propaganda is not new. It has always been used in
the old labor movement. Its fundamental ideas were the basis
of the tremendous organizations for singing, hiking, dancing,
gymnastic and all other purposes—except the earnest prepara-
tion of fighting capitalism—which nearly all the worker organ-
izations in Germany engaged in before 1933. However, the
real social function of this “revolutionary” education and its
practical achievements became apparent in Hitler's “Kraft
durch Freude” (Strength through Joy).

BOOK REVIEWS

REUBEN OSBORN, “Freud and Marx".
Equinox Co-operative Press, New York, 1937; 285 pp.; $2.50.

Osborn’s book is, as far as we know, the first comparative study in
English of the doctrines of Freud and Marx. He gives a survey of both
theories, which in the manner of our modern Moscow angotators is composed
chiefly of guotations,

His formalistic comparison of the two doctrines consi i 1
s 4 ists primar i

meﬁts:mmg_ \:I'hether lﬁ-eu_d s theory and the human mind as dea?cribed"gy I;:
are “dialectic "\ One of his explorations in search of dialectics we discussed
in another article of this issue. Osborn’s superficial comparison does not
z;u;l;j g}l: the theol_ ret;acal ;onnm]:ltions between the two theories, on the basis

4 an application of psychoanalysis as social psycholo
possible and of any concern for the worker. i el A

In the last chapter of his book, Osborn gives “some applications”
what he learned from his comparison. His study of the emotional structu?:
of man lfr.da him to the recognition “that the need for leadership is
umw:ra.nl (p. 366).. Leadership, he defines as “the faculty to stand in the
emotional relationship of the father of childhood days” (p. 264). Thus he
concludes we must give the masses what they are accustomed to. We must
consciously develop leaders by “idealizing for the masses some one individual
to whom they will turn for support, whom they will love and obey” (p. 266)
To the oh:qctmn that this is only a form of fascist demagogy, he replies that
fascism satisfies subjectively the same needs as does communism. And what
does Stalin, the great father and leader of the iron cohorts of the worla
revolution say about the objective conditions in the fatherland of the
proletariat? He says, and Osborn quotes this statement, that “the role of so-
called obJeetlye conditions has been reduced to a minimum, whereas the role
of our organizations and of their leaders has become decisive, exceptional”
(p. 278). These sentences are not essentially different from those we are
accustomed to hear from similar fathers of similar socialist countries who
stress the “primacy of politics over economies”. And who does not remember
his first father-substitute in grade school preaching — “men make history’’.

In the article already referred to, we demonstrated that Osborn’s con-
elusions cannot claim to result from a psychoanalytic interpretation of the
authoritarian relationship. On the contrary, the analysis of social authority
shows that Ehe maintaining of the emotional ties which bind the masses to
leaders and ideologies only weakens their faculty for revolutionary activities.

As a further application of the “unity” he achieved between psycho-
analysis and l(u:gmm, Osborn justifies point by point the whole party line of
the C. P. He delivers “psychological” arguments for the united front policy
and proposes to “associate the present struggle of the masses with the heroic
figures of the past” (p. 268), — the national heroes of the bourgeoisie. This
Proposal which in the sphere of the individual’s personal life means a preser-
vation of all the moral and authoritarian ties to capitalist society reveals with
especial clarity the fascistic social content of the ideas he promulgates. And
as a final consequence he does not forget to mention that his psychology can
serve also to “free the soctalist movement of the influence of dangerous and
unduxmb!e elements” (p. 283) whose “main tactic consists in fierce
denunciations of parliament and labor leaders” (p. 282). Thus Osborn is
aware that to carry out the “revolutionary” program he defends, it is
l‘:;?nry to liquidate the revolutionists, psychologically now, physically

UPTON SINCLAIR, “The Flivver King.”
Station A., Pasadena, California. 119 pp.; 25¢

nwd?.pton Sinclair is primarily a pamphleteer, and only incidentally a
i ris: His novels are only the mediums for his message. His thesis does
ol out o_f the lwes of his characters; rather, the lives of his characters;
out of his thesis. Consequently, the careers of his people are quite
unnaturally distorted, as in this pamphlet, where the three sons of a
ord worker develop, respectively, into a gangster, a Babbit, and a militant
2 T organizer, and his novels, though marked occasionally by passages of
loquence and beauty, are little more than social tracts. Yet as &
Pamphleteer Sinclair has few equals.

tha It is his capacity for collecting data and offering them in readable form
t makes Sinclair so able a propagandist. The author describes here how
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the competitive struggle has warped a young, ambitious inventor into a
vicious and miserly exploiter of men. From this outline of Ford’s career,
we carry away some interesting facts, not the least important of which are
his $300,000 donation to the Nazi Party treasury, and his employment of
“some of the worst gangsters of this city,” to quote a mayor of Detroit, for
the purpose of smashing all attempts to unionize the Ford workers, and of
manhandling labor organizers.

But Sinclair’s ability to amass and marshal data is not accompanied by
a strength of insight and analysis. He still believes that the cause of crises
is overproduction relative to purchasing power, and he still feels that
capitalism can be voted out of existence. On all economic questions his ap-
proach is that of the middle-class mind.

And with this middle-class ideology Sinelair’s behavior is quite con-
sistent. Lacking a proletarian base, he has drifted into strange spheres for
a soeialist fighter. We need mention for illustration only his more flagrant
behavior: his support of the first world was and his support and leadership
of the Epic movement—a movement that was Utopian because, within the
bounds of capitalism it would have operated industries in behalf of the
workers, and that was fascist because it advocated government regulation of
business by the state. Thus, in the two most eritical periods of recent history
—an imperialist war and an industrial crisis—Sinclair has done much to
befuddle the workers.

Today, in this pamphlet, he supports Roosevelt and the C. I. O. and 1s
apparently unaware that the measures sponsored by Roosevelt have only one
purpose—the preservation of the profit system; and that the workers’
movement ‘“‘starting,” to use his own words, “in a thousand different places,
born of the workers’ desperate needs” was led by the C. I. O, only to one
end — the advancement of its leaders’ ambitions. Like many another
p;-tty—bourgeois intellectual, Sinclair deserts to the enemy in the moments
of crisis.

Apart from these lapses, Sinclair has been urging humanity
fowards the socialist commonwealth for the past thirty-five years. For
thirty-five years he has been throwing his paper missiles against the battle-
ments of capitalism and crying against its outrages. Yet this one-man
literary barrage seems to have left no impress on present-day America. The
explanation for Sinclair’s futility lies not in Sinclair or his works, but
in the objective conditions. Sinclair himself is but an expression of a stage
in American economic development that fostered the reformism charac-
terizing the radical labor and union organizations.

Bruce Minton and John Stuart, “MEN WHO LEAD LABOR"”
Modern Age Book; 1937, 270 pp. 35¢

_This_book, containing short biographies of W. Green, J. L. Lewis, H.
Bridges, D. Dubinsky, S. Hillmann and others, is written by two inspired
Peoples Front politicians. The party line within the C. P. today is here
clearly visible. Nothing that will commit the authors to any decisive stand
is uttered. Editors of the New Masses, they support anybody who is willing,
no matter how vaguely, to pay lipservice to the fight for democracy and
against fascism, and who will lend his mouthpiece to the coming Farmer-
Labor Party. The past of such people as J. L. Lewis is forgiven and
forgotten and he is celebrated as the “Samson of Labor”. The dramatiza-
tion of the “leaders” is copied from the Russian example. The question of
organization is of no greater concern than the choice between *“‘good” and
“bad” leaders; whoever fits in the prevailing political schemes of the C. P. is
good, and is booked as progressive. The book serves well to demonstrate the
fact that the present-day trade union movement in America, in all its
different forms, does no longer fulfill the present not t¢ mention the coming
needs of the working class.
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