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Both appeal to the anti-capitalist yearning for emancipation;
both promise a new “‘social” or ‘‘national” commonwealth.

From this the final conclusion is drawn:

The parallelism itself shows that National Socialism has taken over
from Social Democracy the task of providing the mass support for
the rule of the bourgeoisie in Germany.

Such is the exposition of the private thought of the finance-
capitalist oligarchy on the role of its two instruments, Social
Democracy and Fascism. We have so far reproduced this
exposition without criticism, because it has independent value
as an authoritative statement, all the clearer through not having
been written for public consumption, of the real viewpoint of
finance-capital. It is a valuable political document which may
be recommended for the study of disciples both of Social
Democracy and of Fascism. It will be noted that this remark-
ably candid and clear-headed statement of the real case for
Fascism, as seen by its actual paymasters and controllers, shares
none of the mystical, national, racial, “corporative,” chauvinist
nonsense with which Fascism is presented for public consump-
tion, but is thoroughly rational and hard-headed. To this it
will be important to return in considering the so-called “theory”
of Fascism.

The actual analysis, however, although a useful starting-
point of discussion on the question of Social Democracy and of
Fascism, requires in certain respects criticism. The writer sees
correctly the mechanics of capitalist post-war rule on the basis
of Social Democracy. But he writes as if Fascism “has taken
over from Social Democracy the task of providing the mass sup-
port for the rule of the bourgeoisie.” Yesterday Social Democ-
racy performed this role; to-day it is Fascism; each has its
period. Social Democracy and Fascism are thus seen as per-
forming an essentially identical role, only in differing periods,
and under different conditions, and therefore with differing
methods and forms of state constitution. This is, however, too
simple, and is not correct. Both exist together; and each per-
forms a distinctive role, supplementing one another. Fascism
bases itself primarily, for its social basis, on the miscellaneous
petit-bourgeois strata, the peasantry, the declassed elements and
backward workers. Social Democracy bases itself on the upper
strata of the industrial workers. The bourgeoisie builds its rule
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on the support of both, bringing now one, now the other, to the
forefront, and utilising both for its support. Fascism never
becomes the main basis of the bourgeoisie (although it may
become its main and sole governmental instrument when the
crisis requires the coercion of all the workers, and the hold of
Social Democracy is in danger of weakening), because Fascism
never wins the main body of the industrial workers with tradi-
tions of organisation—the sole power that can overthrow
capitalism. Here the role of Social Democracy remains of
decisive importance, even after the establishment of the Fascist
dictatorship. This is seen with obvious clearness in those
countries, e.g., Poland, Bulgaria, Hungary, Spain under De
Rivera, etc., where Social Democracy is tolerated under a
Fascist dictatorship. But it is also true in those countries of
fully completed Fascist dictatorship—Germany, Italy—where
Social Democracy as an organisation is formally suppressed and
the trade unions absorbed into the Fascist front. Only so far
as Social Democratic influence, ideology and traditions still
dominate the industrial workers, disorganising the revolu-
tionary fight, preventing the united front and mass struggle,
only so long can the rule of capitalism be maintained, even in
its Fascist forms. Inthese countries also, if the Fascist dictator-
ship weakens, Social Democracy stands ready to come to the
rescue of capitalism.

The distinction of Social Democracy and Fascism is no less
important to understand than the parallelism.

Both are instruments of the rule of monopoly capital. Both
fight the working-class revolution. Both weaken and disrupt the
class organisations of the workers. But their methods differ.*

Fascism shatters the class organisations of the workers from
without, opposing their whole basis, and putting forward an
alternative “national” ideology.

Social Democracy undermines the class organisations of the
workers from within, building on the basis of the previous
independent movement and “Marxist” ideology, which still
holds the workers’ traditions and discipline, in order more
effectively to carry through the policy of capital and smash all
militant struggle.

* Left Social Democrats often say of Communism: “QOur aims are the same;
we differ only in our methods.”” It would be more correct to say of Social-Democ-
racy and Fascism: “Their aims are the same (the saving of capitalism from the
working-class revolution) ; they differ only in their methods.”
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Fascism accordingly requires for its full realisation the
“totalitarian” terroristic class-State.

Social Democracy controls the workers most favourably and
successfully in the liberal-parliamentary class-State, utilising
its own “internal” methods of discipline, and occasional State-
coercion, for the suppression of all militant struggle.

Fascism operates primarily by coercion alongside of decep-
tion.

Social Democracy operates primarily by deception, alongside
of coercion.

It is this combined relationship of difference in method and
parallelism in basic aim and role that underlies Stalin’s
definition, given already in 1924 (“Main Factors of the Present
International Situation,” Communist International, English edi-
tion 1924, No. 6), that “Social Democracy objectively repre-
sents the moderate wing of Fascism.”

2. The Germs of Fascism in Social Democracy.

Fascism not only historically draws its origin in large part
from Social Democracy in the sense that many of its principal
leaders spring from Social Democracy: Mussolini, former edi-
tor of the Italian Socialist central organ Awvanti; Pilsudski,
former leader of the Polish Socialist Party; Mosley, former
Minister of the second MacDonald Labour Government.

Fascism also draws its ideology mainly from the lines already
worked out by Social Democracy. 4

The attempt can be made to trace earlier strands and ten-
dencies in pre-war non-Marxist forms of Socialism already giv-
ing hints of aspects later developed in Fascism: e.g., Lassalle’s
“national” type of socialism (the Lassallean party’s deputies,
it may be noted, voted the war credits of 1870, while the
Marxists abstained), Prussian tendencies and coquetting with
Bismarck; Proudhon’s credit-fallacies and opposition to the
class struggle; Sorel’s cult of violence, “social myths” for mass-
deception, and denunciation of democracy in the abstract; the
Syndicalist cult of ‘“occupational” lines of division; Fabian
super-class State glorification; Hyndman’s already pre-war
social chauvinism and big navy agitation. The Fascist writers
seek to trace their spiritual ancestry from three main sources:
Mazzini (the old liberal democrat would turn in his grave),
Proudhon and Sorel. But this is mere myth-making. Fascism
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is essentially a product of the post-war general crisis of
capitalism, and has no spiritual ancestry. Fascism is in practice
an abortion consequent on the miscarriage of the proletarian
social revolution.

It is from 1914, when Social Democracy directly abandoned
Marxism and internationalism, that the characteristic trends of
ideology akin to Fascism begin. A study of the principal
extreme expressions of the war-socialists, especially of Lensch,
Parvus and Cunow in Germany, Hervé in France, or Blatch-
ford in England, would reveal many striking resemblances with
subsequent Fascism. “In this world war,” wrote Lensch in
1916, “Germany completes its revolution” (the typical use of
“revolution” to cover the most extreme monopolist dictator-
ship and chauvinism); “at the head of the German Revolution
stands Bethman-Hollweg.,” Cunow declared that Social
Democracy must adapt itself to imperialism and throw over-
board the remains of liberal-democratic ideology about “the
right of nations to political independence.” “England in the
war” wrote the war-socialist Hidnisch “represents the reaction-
ary, and Germany the revolutionary principle.” All these
illustrate the use of “revolutionary” phrases and denunciation
of obsolete “liberal-democratic” superstitions to cover in
practice complete subservience to monopolist capitalism and
chauvinism. Denial of internationalism, advocacy of class-
unity or the “sacred truce,” and service of the capitalist State
in the name of ‘“socialist” or “revolutionary” phrases—
these are the common starting-point of modern Social Democ-
racy since 1914, and, in a more developed form, of Fascism.

But it is in the post-war period that the ideology of Social
Democracy becomes the real breeding-ground for Fascism.
Social Democracy emerged from the war with two clearly
marked characteristics: first, close unification of each party
with its own “national,” i.e., imperialist State, and denial of
any save the most formal “letter-box” internationalism;
second, class-co-operation, in the forms of coalition minis-
terialism and trade union collaboration, to help to build up
capitalist prosperity as the necessary condition of working-class
prosperity. It will be seen that these basic principles are
already close to the basic principles of “National Socialism.”

Social Democracy after the war was faced with two tasks:
first to defeat the working-class revolution; second, to help to



