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In Hungary under the White Terror Social Democracy 
entered into a written Treaty of Alliance with the White Govern­
ment. This Treaty was signed on December 22,1921, between 
the Prime Minister, Bethlen, and the Social Democratic Party, 
affiliated section of the Second International. By the terms of 
this Treaty it was laid down that 

The Social Democratic Party Wll1 consider the general interests of 
the nation as of equal importance to the interests of the working class. 

In respect of foreign policy the Hungarian Social Democratic 
Party 
will carry on an active propaganda on behalf of Hungary, among the 
leaders of the foreign Social Democratic Parties, with the foreign 
governments, etc., and for this purpose will co-operate with the 
Hungarian Foreign Ministry ... will adopt the Magyar stand­
point . . . before all, in its organ Nepszava adopt an impartial 
attitude and loyally express in this paper the collaboration with 
bourgeois society. 
In respect of home policy the Social Democratic Party will 
"co-operate with the bourgeois classes in the economic sphere," 
prevent strikes, conduct "no republican propaganda" and "shall 
not extend its agitation among the agricultural workers." The 
Treaty concluded with the pledge: 

The delegates of the Hungarian Social Democratic Party declare 
that they agree to the wishes expressed by the Prime Minister both 
with regard to foreign and home policy, and give assurance of 
fulfilment on their part. They nominate on their part a delegate 
who maintains contact with the Foreign Ministry. 
In return for this Treaty, Social Democracy was to be officially 
protected by the White Government, while Communism was 
ruthlessly suppressed. When the terms of this Treaty became 
known three years later, and a scandal was raised, com­
pelling even a Commission of Enquiry in the Second Inter­
national (the Commission of Enquiry, under Kautsky in 1925, 

ended in a complete whitewashing verdict, recognising the "good 
faith" of the Hungarian Social Democrats, and accepting their 
assurance that the Treaty would not be continued further), 
the Hungarian semi-governmental organ, the Neues Pester 
Journal commented in its issue of January I, 1925: 

The Treaty does not contain anything which every Socialist 
Party of the world-if we disregard the Third International-would 
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not have recognised, or at least realised by its practical attitude. 
The Treaty has been fully observed, and both parties have honestly 
fulfilled its provisions. 
The bourgeois organ is correct. The Bethlen-Social Democratic 
Treaty is only peculiar in that it sets down in writing the 
practice of all Labour and Social Democratic Parties, whatever 
their formal programme. The underlying principles of Fas­
cism and its "Labour Front" are thus in many respects antici­
pated by Social Democracy. 

Bulgaria afforded a further example of the same process. The 
elections of 1923 had resulted in a vote of 437,000 for the 
militant Peasants' Party under Stambulisky, 252,000 for the 
Communist Party, 219,000 for the Bourgeois Bloc, and 40,000 
for the Social Democrats. The Stambulisky Government was 
carrying through a programme of agrarian reforms, the 
impeachment and trial of the former war-ministers, and other 
measures unpopular with the reaction. The reactionary 
parties in June, 1923, carried through a military coup d'etat, 
engineered by army officers, overthrew the Peasant Party's 
Government by force and murdered the Prime Minister, 
Stambulisky. On this basis was set up the White Terror regime 
of the butcher, Tsankov, under whom, according to the state­
ment of Vandervelde, Chairman of the Second International, 
16,000 Bulgarian workers and peasants were murdered in 
eighteen months (Humanite, May 18, 1925). In this Tsankov 
Government of White Terror the Social Democratic Party, 
affiliated section of the Second International, was officially 
represented; its Minister, Kasassov, sat alongside the repre­
sentatives of the Fascist "Officers' League" and of the bour­
geois parties. 

In Poland in 1926 the Pilsudski coup d'etat, overthrowing 
parliamentary democracy, and establishing a type of Fascist 
dictatorship, was carried out with the support of the Polish 
Socialist Party, section of the Second International; its 
representative, Moraszevski, sat in Pilsudski's Government. 

In Spain the Primo de Rivera Dictatorship gave its pro­
tection to the Spanish Socialist Party and the reformist General 
Union of Labour, while suppressing the revolutionary workers' 
movement, and even, wbile throwing the revolutionary leaders 
into prison, appointed the reformist leader, Caballero, as a 
Privy Councillor. 
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In Italy D'Aragona and the reformist leaders of the General 
Confederation of Labour entered into the service of Mussolini 
and declared the Confederation dissolved in 1926. 

In Austria the Dollfuss dictatorship was built up step by step 
with the passive support of Social Democracy as the "lesser 
evil" in relation to the Nazis; in the beginning of 1934 the 
Social Democratic Party was making a direct offer of alliance 
to Dollfuss at the same time as the Government offensive was 
turning on its organisations and Press; and even when the 
workers finally rose in their heroic struggle, it was against 
express orders of the Party, which on the very eve of the struggle 
was sending urgent messages for submission and expressing 
readiness to Dollfuss to accept an emergency dictatorship and 
a form of Corporate State. 

In Czecho-Slovakia the Social Democratic Party participated 
in the Coalition Government of all the bourgeois parties, whicb 
in 1933 was suppressing the Communist Press and preparing 
the conditions of intensified dictatorship. 

In 1apan the following situation was complacently reported 
in the British Labour organ Forward on March 20, 1930, under 
the title "Labour in Japan," with reference to the elections: 

One's impression is that the proletarian parties have been given 
a much fairer field than before. It is true that since the last election 
there have been two great police round-ups of the so-alled dan­
gerous thinkers. This might be urged to have had a weakening 
effect, but the opposite is more probably the case. Those that 
remain have been given as it were an official cachet. By inference 
they are certified free from Communism. There is no longer that 
bogy to frighten away possible supporters. 
The "official cachet" to Social Democracy from an extreme 
reactionary militarist Government, which is savagely suppres­
sing Communism with tens of thousands of arrests, is regarded 
with high favour by the British Labour organ as a most for­
tunate advantage. A short time after, in the spring of 1932, the 
leadership of this Japanese Social Democratic Party, headed by 
the Secretary, Akamatsu,· and half the Executive Committee 
openly moved over and transformed themselves into an 
avowedly Fascist "National Socialist Party." 

Social Democracy has thus throughoiIt the world shown itself 
ready to adapt itself and enter into alliance with every counter­
revolutionary, White Terrorist and Fascist Government, even 
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entering directly into such Governments. Where Social 
Democracy has not been accepted into such open alliance, but 
has been forced under the carrying out its role of disruption of the 
working class under the form of opposition, this has not been 
for lack of trying on the part of the Social Democratic leader­
ship, who have invariably exhausted every manreuvre to 
endeavour to be admitted to the favoured circle under the pro­
tection of Fascism. 

The signal example of the latter process has been Germany. 
The significance of the German experience has been dealt with 
in the previous chapter. 

If German Fascism rejected the offers and pleadings of Social 
Democracy for an open alliance, it was because German 
Fascism had no confidence in the existence of any form of 
workers' organisation, however servile the leadership, save 
under its direct control, because it had no confidence in the 
power of a permitted Social Democracy to maintain control of 
the workers, because it was determined to hold all apparatus 
positions for itself and permit no other forms of organization. 
The role of the remnants of Social Democracy thus becomes in 
practice, under the completed Fascist dictatorship, to continue 
its disruption of the working-class front in new forms, to 
carry forward its fight against the united front and against 
Communism, to confuse the revolutionary struggle with the 
deceitful aim of Weimar democracy which made possible the 
victory of Fascism, and to stand ready, in the event of the 
weakening of the Fascist dictatorship and the advance of the 
working-class offensive, to come to the rescue of capitalism and 
save the capitalist State, as in 1918, against the working-class 
revolution. In this way Social Democracy remains, even under 
the completed Fascist dictatorship, the main basis of support of 
the bourgeoisie in the working class. 

The collapse of German Social Democracy created a crisis 
in the Second International. Numbers of workers who had 
followed its leadership began to have their eyes opened to the 
realities of the struggle, and to move towards increasing sym­
pathy with Communism and towards the line of the united 
front. But the effect of the crisis on the leading strata was to 
hasten the process of "fascisation." The slogan was given 
out to rally on the basis of "democracy," that is, on the basis of 
the existing capitalist State. Therefore the line was pro­



196 FASCISM AND SOCIAL REVOLUTION 

claimed to combat still more fiercely the united working-class 
front, to strengthen the authority of the State, if necessary, in 
"emergency" forms, to unite with the "moderate" elements 
of the bourgeoisie, forming left blocs and coalition governments 
to save the State, and even to support the war-propaganda of 
the bourgeoisie in the name of "democracy." The Left 
Cartel policy in France, the toleration of Dollfuss in Austria, 
the coalition policy in Czecho-Slovakia, the support of Roose­
velt by the reformist leadership in Britain and America, illus­
trated this line. An increasingly influential school developed 
which openly drew the "lessons" of Fascism as the need to 
concentrate more on a "national," as opposed to an inter­
national, basis, to abandon the conception of the working-class 
conquest of power and direct the appeal increasingly to the 
petit.bourgeoisie, and to seek to build a "strong, authoritarian 
State" in the conditions of crisis. These conceptions were 
openly expressed by "Neo-Socialism" in France. A variant 
of a similar tendency was revealed by the Socialist League wing 
of the Labour Party leadership, which also came forward with 
proposals for an intensified dictatorship within the capitalist 
State. It is evident that this whole line of propaganda in 
practice chimes in with and assists the increasing development 
of capitalism in all modern states towards fascist forms. 

Social Democracy-modern post-1914 Social Democracy­
takes its starting-point and origin in the conception of co-opera­
tion with capitalism and with the capitalist State. This line is 
presented as the line of safe and peaceful, harmonious, "demo­
cratic" advance towards Socialism, as opposed to the dangers 
and destruction of the path of violent revolution. The whole 
experience of 1914-1933 has demonstrated with inescapable 
clearness that this line leads, not to Socialism, nor to peaceful 
progress, nor even to the maintenance of democratic forms in 
the most limited sense, but to unexampled violence against the 
working class and strengthening of the capitalist dictatorship 
and, in the final culmination, to the victory of Fascism, of 
imperialist war and of all the forces of destruction, against 
which only the proletarian revolution can avail to save the 
world. This is the lesson of the episode of "Social 
Democracy" (correctly, Social Imperialism or Social Fascism) 
in working-class history, an episode which is beginning to 
draw to its close. 

CHAPTER IX 

THE THEORY AND PRACTICE OF FASCISM 

ON a superficial view the theory and practice of Fascism might 
appear to resemble closely Gibbon's famous definition of the 
theory and practice of the medireval Catholic Church­
"defending nonsense by violence." But in fact, as there has 
already been occasion to emphasise, there is a highly rational 
method in the nonsense, no less than in the violence. Behind 
the ranting megalomaniacs, bullies, drug-fiends and broken­
down bohemians who constitute the outer fac;ade of Fascism, 
the business heads of finance-capital who pay the costs and pull 
the strings are perfectly cool, clear and intelligent. And it is 
with the real system of Fascism in this sense, rather than with 
the imaginary ideology created to gull the innocent, that we are 
here concerned. The second, the professed fantastic ideology, 
is only of importance in relation to the first, the real working 
system for the maintenance of capitalism in conditions of 
extreme crisis and weakening. 

1. Is There a "Theory" of Fascism? 

The first illusion that requires to be cleared out of the way is 
the illusion that there is a "theory" of Fascism, in the same 
sense that there is a theory of Liberalism, Conservatism, Com­
munism, etc. 

Many intellectuals, while "deploring" the "excesses" of 
Fascism, allow themselves to be fascinated and drawn into 
elaborate speculative discussion of the "philosophy" of 
Fascism-and are soon lost in the Serbonian bog of alternating 
"socialism," capitalism, corporatism, strong-man worship, 
high moral adjurations, and platitudes, anti-alien agitation, 
appeals to "unity," glorifications of war, torture-gloating; 
deification of primitive man, denunciations of big business, 
idolisation of captains of industry, kicking of the dead corpse of 
the nineteenth century and "liberal-democratic humanitarian 
superstitions," exhumation of the considerably more putres­
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