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. I propose in this article to examine some of the most
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common anarchist objections to "Marxism". The ls-
sues l shall single out are all raised in the recent works
cited in the preceding articles all of them were raised,
often for the first ill?‘-El, Elakunin at the time when

- anarchism first emerged as a sell-conscious move-
ment deflning Itself in opposition to all other currents
on the left. Therefore I will concentrate primarily on
Bakunin In the following discussion, and on some of-
his differences with Marx. While I realize that Bakunin
is not the only interpreter of anarchism, I think this is tr
valid approach for anumber of reasons: la) it is not
possible to cover everything and everybody in a short
essay lb) the Bakunin/Marx split was the formative
event in the history of anarchism (c) Bakunin is still

-‘the most widely read, quoted, and admired anarchist
-in the anarchist movement itself (d) many of the key
anarchist objections to Marxism originate with Baku-
nin, and these objections continue to be used today;
to the extent that it is possible to call them into ques-
tion, lt is possible to call into question current anarch-
ist pre-oonceptlons about Marxism and to inaugurate
a genuine dialogue. _ - _..".. i -- -- . .
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. IHow do anarchists see the Marxist/a'narchist split?
What are their claims? " . " . _ ' 1 .
‘The following beliefs seem to be generally ac-

cepted by anarchists: _~ _ ,.
_ ' ,p -..'

' ". ‘ '... \ '

1. Marxists believe in the creation of a "pe.sp»les'
slate" or a “workers” state"; anarchists believe in

'- the abolition of the state. " f -
2._ “Anarchists look to a society in which real decision _

making involves every one who lives in it"; Marx-
-_ .ism instead would set up “a few discipline freaks

' pulling the strings on a so~called 'proletrarian' dic-
tatorship." ' _ _

3. Marx was an "economic deterrninist".; Bakunin
.'ll"~'emphasized the psychological (subjective) lac-.-

- . tors in revolotion_._'f Marxism is the ego trip of intel-
I ' ~ lectuals who try_to fit everythinginto their "theory
- of byzantine complexity" -- dialectical

materialism =- which is of "doubtful usefulness"

‘I’

-I

'1

_ at best and which mainly serves to make it possible
—* for Marxist leaders to establish “control over the

rnovernerrt". y ' - A
Anarchists» believe that revolutionary organiza-
tions should be open, egalitarian, and completely
democratic: marxlsts on the other hand advocate

4.

amplified by the vanguard party and democratic-
- gentralism, - _~ "
5. The original split in the First lnlernationalbetween

A the factions headed by Bakunin and Marx came
- over the issueof authoritarianism; Mix had

Bakunln expelled from the international on
trumped-up charges because Bakunin opposed

- Marx's dictatorial, centralized regime over the in-
ternational.‘ - " 1‘-' '" " L-

6. Marxism is "authoritarian"; anarchism is "liber-
tafian"_"-j;,- i,__.' _..__ " ;_ '

r -= 1. The eo les’ State
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it is indicative of Bakunin's methods that he re-- ' '.
peatedly accused Marx of advocating a "Peoples-'
state“- (see for example Dolgoll, _ed., Bakunin on
Anarchy, Vintage, 1972), an accusation that in view of
his failure to cite any evidence to support it (check the
sources and see if Baku-nin ever oflarsasingle quote
to back up his claim), and in view of Marx's and
Engel's repeated repudiation of the concept, can only

_. be interpreted as a deliberate fabrication on
Bakunin's part. And it is hardly to the credit of several
generations of anarchists that they have continued to
swallow Bakunin’s fictions on this matter without
ever bothering to look for evidence to back them up.

Marx and Engels‘ position on the state, while not
free of ambiguities and not above criticism. was quite
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to toe an authoritarian" — Bakunln in 1 872.) without a
single quotation, attributes ideas and concepts to
Marx that Marx had repeatedly attacked? There are
two alternatives: ‘either one swallows everything
Bekunjn. Dolgoft, and Co. say, on faith, because they
are anarchists, or one takes the path of intellectual
integrity,-and tries to discover Marx and Engels‘ views
on the state by reading Marx and Engels. if one takes
the latter course, one might start by reading Engels
March 1875 letterto Babel, in which he says "it is pure
nonsense to talk of a free people's state: so long as
the proletariat still uses the state. it does not use it in
the interests. of freedom but in order to hold down its
adversaries. and as soon as it becomes possible to
speak of freedom the state as such ceases to exist.
We would therefore propose to replace state
ievarywhere by Gemeinwesen, a good old German
-word which can very well convey the meaning of the
French word ‘commune’ " “ " **" "

it is still po-ssible, of course, to argue that the use of
the state by the proletariat in the brief transitional
period is dangerous, and could lead to the establish-
ment oia permanent state. (It must be admitted how-

~ever, that Bakunin himself envisioned a form ol'oost- ' .,_._ _
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revolutionary state, complete with elections, dele- "-g
gates, a parliament, an executive committee, and an.
army. (Bakunin on Anarchy, P.153) Anarchists are! f
curiously quiet about this, however. -~ ' _ . ‘i - -

Nevertheless, it remains a fact that in balance. the
concern Bakunin expressed about the possible de-
generation of the_ revolution was s valid one, and that
Marx for his part failed to givesufficient weight to the
dangers posed by this threat to a future revolution.
This criticism. however, must itself be ualified in aillnumber of ways, is a far cry from the claims of Baku-
nin aruti the enslrchisto th at Marni sm was a the ory thatdiilerer-1 from vghat Bakunrn claimed. it is spelled out E ‘ _- 8,-med at the subjection of society to state}.--..~ y _

most extensively in Marx's The Civil War in France, ~ - _.. ... . .. .1 - ' ~ ' '
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Tjgf What Marx forsavv was thatdufing the revolutionary _'i.;’I * it
period of struggle against the bourgeoisie, the pro- 1' ' I ,
letariat would use the state apparatus to crush the‘
bourgeoisie: “to achieve its llberationit employs
means which will be discarded after the liberation". '

‘ \-(Marx, Conspectus of Bakunin s State and Anarchy,
1674-75). After the vanquishing of the bourgeoisie,
thestate has outlived its usefulness. Marx pointed to
the Paris Commune as being very close to what he

t had in mind; Bakunin too was enthusiastic about the"hierarchical, power-tripping leadership", as ex- - Commune, yet continued to accuse Marx ‘of secretly
“' -- - holding very different views. This Bakunist nonsense

‘ ‘ A has been endorsed by other anarchists as well. For ( _ _ _ ___ __ _
example. the anarchist writer Arthur Mueller Lehning "-- 1 -- '.. ' w E‘ -r '1“ _; -
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-writes that "rt is an irony of history that at the very ' ' '5 1 .- fig I-P’ F‘ l"
moment when the battle between the authorltarians _; .
and the an-tiauthorltarlans in the international f':?.--.. ‘ " I ‘I - ‘
reacheditsfl-P09ee.Marx shouldlneffectendorsethe I, ~ 2- D'°i3*°'5h'P °7 the P'°|°ta'|°t- -i
program of the antiauthoritarian tendency..‘. The J A°'°s°'7 "°',a'°d q'*'es"°"i5fl"at°flh°d'°ta‘°""h'p
Commune of Paris had nothing lncommon with the _‘ °' the p'°'°ta"'at' °"° Of the m°st abmed “Ta m‘s“"' ';_
state ciallsm of Marx and was more in accord wit _ d°"$t°°d t°""s °' 3" °' Marxism Tm q"°5"°" M maso h " -' »- . . ' .1 _ __ the ideas,“ Proudhon and the fedamm theories pf - _.__ r _ transition from capitalism to socialism, and Marx s _

'7' .w"'°i °i ‘"959 °bi°¢"°"57-- ' 1 - .- Bakunin. Civil War in France is in full contradiction 1 ---...--t "PW °' iii “*3” °""°""°'Y °°""P"°at°d °"'°’""" 5°"..- . . - _ - -P I . __; _-5 qr ' -_t:'

* " i 1 J "i ' I A P " ; with a|lMarx's writings onthe question ofthe State." ."°"’°°°"°'°‘.""“'°"°‘°"'9'°p""B"""° P°'"“‘°'° "i'r"f'i?i
Perhaps its is not surprising that it is widely be- markable piece oldoublethink. Marx's major workon

P P . i - " := . (quoted in Bakunin on Anarchy, P. 260) This is a I L 'Y‘ 0
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ls simply to dispose of the grossest misunderstand ‘ ‘ ".-.
ings of the term. fostered by its appropriation by the M,

lieved that Marx originated this concept, given the ’; the state is saidto be "in full contradiction?'with "all'f_;-;l._;§;';f_i. B°.'.5'“"i"‘9'- ""5 bl! the rplatzcl fact that _c__lictator$hiP
number of "Peoples; Flepubllcs'.', "Workers’ States‘??? his writings on the state. What writings on the state is 5;’:-r has coma to h‘-"""f"‘9 '—i'-335 arm-”‘5='“' m€"“'"“9 “day if.-_'.
etc. in the world today thafcell themselves "t.-ta:':-:- i.ehning_reterring to then? We don't know, because F,-'{,’i;-,l_‘ ‘ than" Qadin Mm‘ 5"m°'A5D°'9°" pill? mtharawaf ;,.*F¢ -
ist Both the Leninists who use the concept,and the he doesn't say. As always, in anarchist polerrics,-we tm." a '°°5° “"99 "1 which the ‘°"“ dmatorship F-">
anarchists who obpflse lt, seem quite unaware that it ' - . have to take him on faith. Certainly Lehnlng cannot be _-'5 ;._.) . ‘"55 "994 PY "i"Bi9B"i|"*°°"t"'Y 9°¢il"Bt$"-*0 "'9!" -.. -=3
is nowhere to be found in Marx's writin s Marx on relerrin to the Pove of Philoso I‘) written in ta-:7 J ‘Y ‘” °'"‘i"Y "‘° i"°i’°"d°‘“"‘ '"""°"°° °' ' “"55 "5 '" _

g ' I‘ ' I g fly p yl ' "'.‘.i- I . I r III '' the contrary, specifically rejected it. (Sea for example " - ‘ or-The Communist Manifesto, written in'1B48. or the ‘E ~ Ma“ 5 dictmorsmp O’ ma pmmaflat .' ‘Bakunm on
the Critique of the Goths Program). ' - - - ~_= _ Critique of the Goths Program, written in 1875, or to Anarchy‘ P‘ 12) 0' to pf“ n mmé p"°°'s°'7' ‘he die‘ < I
-' -‘ .‘..- -. . ,; E ~ -ti . -- - the private letters Marx was writing at the same time tat°"§hip of the p'°Ma"at mans the Mebyma pm" ,. .-if

' i ~;. - ~* as the ublication of The Civil War in France mart.‘ ‘ ~--'~ '°"""‘ as “ °'°5’- ’"" "‘° ’"i’i"°”'°" °' ‘“'*
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- - - - --'1 nd indeed presupposes, the most thorough-going '. '-_‘ Iincompatible with socialism. Together they comprise . - a . -most " not an 0|, Marx S wmmgs on the am, Em democracy wrthin the working class The best brief r-
o ‘-9 - . *1Brotham and Mmtaugm and___ ) know bane”, _ from Leninrstooncepts ofdrctatorshlp, comes from ‘TE

'1 ' -' ., ' H 0‘ ' " " ' ' _ _ . . H '

I I-shflific (and Bakunin. and Dol off. and Avrlch. and Y. I °""°‘“‘°" 9' "‘° "‘“"""'i °°."°°i"- “““ "°‘” " d‘"°""~.__; 9 ;__' _ ” --..._.

Somewhere, in some mythical world known only to'.""' Rosa Lummburgis ‘gm p°'°m'° again” ‘M _B°" .
,. -5 _- -- anarchists, there are to be found Marx's real views on _ - 3hfviks' _ i i-.:,,:-E /‘FI the state the Peopie S State 0' Mam (Bakunin on ~ We have always distinguished the social kemel

“*3-. ) V y Anarchy. P'318)_which is..comp|ete|yidenfica|.._wnh'..- from the political form of bourgeois democracy. W8 V - at
-- - _ - -- have "always revealed the hard kemel of social in-
(ggfiufiggsgacgfigfcgoggfigg? state ‘J’ Bismark .' - - equality and lack oflreedom hidden under thesweet’

_ shell of formal equality and lack of freedom — not in_
' - it How does one refute an "argument" which, without _ order to reject the latter but to spur the working class

-. P '_ _;-i _ a single shred of evidence, except racial predlsposl- _ into not being satisfied with the shell, but rather, by r
-~'~*- - ' ' --~*-'- ' ~~- " 1 ' lion ("aseGarman andaJew, he (Marx) is from head _ conquering political power, to create a socialist
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; democracy to replace bourgeois democracy.-— not to
eliminate democracy altogether. _ ,

r _ "But socialist democracy is not something which
begins only in the promised land alter the founda-
tions of socialist economy are created; it does not
come as some sort ol Christmas present for the
worthy people. who, in the interim, have loyaily sup-_

--- ported a handful oi socialist dictators. Socialist
democracy begins simultaneously with the begin-
nings of the destruction oi class rule and of the con-
struction of socialism. it begins at the very moment of
the seizure of power by the socialist party. lt is the
same thing as the dictatorship of the proletariat. '

' “Yes, dictatorship! But this dictatorship consists in
the‘ma'r‘iner of applying democracy, not in its

=ellrnlnatlon,' in energetic. resolute attacks upon the
well-entrenched rights and economic relationships oi
bourgeois society. without which a socialist trans-
formation cannot be accomplished. But this dictator-
ship must be the work oi the class and not of a little
leading minority in the name of the class — that is. it
must proceed step by step out of the active participa-
tion of the masses . . . ." (Flosa Luxernburg, The Flus-
sian Revolution, Ann Arbor paperback,_P. 77-78);
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em hasis on tharelations of production is an exP n -
tremeiy difficult one which simply cannot be dealt
with intelligently in a briel article. At this point it is
possible only to say that it raises difficult problems
which have to be seriously analyzed. However, while a

____re-examination of Marx's theory and the-admitted
contradictions in it are on the agenda, it must be said

" that the typical anarchist portrayals of it and objec-
tions to it are iil;inlorrned misconceptions that con-
tribute less than nothing to the discussion. For exam

‘pie, Marx was not an economic dete_rminisi:Jhe re- ~. .1_, ,_... - ._.._ . . -. _ . _ - -- - - v. - . - - A - ' against Marx. argues from‘ the premise that Marx
"-' " - _ -fimusf obviously be authoritarian because he lg 3 Ger-'
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-- The question ;ol~Marxian materialism and Marx's

' -‘Ff it 9}] pro _ - a st .( . H
,_._. . fussed bY occounflfiq _ evident in Dolgofl‘s Bakunin anthology.) Bakunln at

Y . ~ vi _-;;,‘."l _ even went further. claiming that Marx was part of an
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OQQ do ,3-;, -Se-E’;-, "‘ "it.-1]" "" -- _ _ € -- - I7 and again, that Marx advocated a universei'dictator1_
C’ $9 .~‘g,.."'-5 ‘I duh ' I--l ELSH ‘SUPE5 .. _ r___ IO ' . . i ship, that he believed in a socialism "decreed froQ ff! Dyed , W D ‘P I4“ n _. LAN .3 “-~o g IT) G -. - the top down". He ignored Marx's lifelong insistence
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[acted economic determinism and-what he called 1' arrogance and _au or r
“crude materialism" out of hand.Hedld not attempt _f- '_ sonalit|es._ _ .. _ _ _ltl r ~-'- -' P,’-to reduce all phenomena to economic ones; s
necessary only to read any oi his political works to be ...'. ‘
convinced oi this. As Engels says. "According to the
materialist conception of history. the ultimately
determining element in history is the production and _ _ __ ‘Q if-...,.-,‘ Q __ _. ‘ 1 _
re reduction of real life. More than this neither MarxP " . -
nor l has ever asserted. Hence if somebody twists this ‘ _ _
into saying that the economic element is the only

Marx and Engels: Basic Writings on Poiiticsand
Phlioso h P. 397-398.)? * " " ' "P Y» - -

. Anarchists like Paul Avrich, however, have their.
own view of ‘what Marx really meant . See how Avrich
crudely contrasts Marx's and Bakunin's views:
(Bakunin) "rejected the view that social change
depends on the gradual unfolding oi ‘oblectivei his- _ ' i__
torical conditions. He believed. on the contrary, that
men shape their own destinies. .." - . __. n 1 _ , - " . -

R is ""f°m-"fat" ‘hat Amch hag “ear 'E‘_'q{;,*:'_ n _' '_ Nevertheless, there remains a body of writing and..,
°xamp‘°.' Marx 5 third thesis °" we ac ' 9 ' practice that makes it possible to evaluate what Marx _materialist doctrine (of Feuerbach) that men are the . d and Bakunin stood ,0“ _. _ W:
P"°d"°t5 °' °i"°"m5ta"°°9 md “pb""9'"9' “ad tuft‘ - ishall argue that a serious examination of the ques-_ _ ff?-
therelore, changed men are the‘products o o er , - .flon flaws the mnowing points: __ ___h _ ‘ V _
ir umstanoes and changed upbringing forgets that

\ I

. 5 _ 1- ‘ I, ‘*1
‘pp

_.
"’*’.;*1t

:-'1'

.A
.7 -.'.-.1--"-'--L

\

. , _ _

' k

-It-0.4.‘ '

--.-, - _P _ :rl- |-ii.-‘J1...’

' ' I‘ -1 I

Q g _ _ .__ . _ _ .
"- nd h 1 tho 1 Bakunin dellberateiydistorted and falsified Marx's' "it is men that change circumstances a t a ' _ - _ _ _ i _ _ ..
educatorhimselineedseducating."OrThe Holy Fam- i views on the issues under dlslwle- ‘ ‘ 1 T --
ily: "History does nothing, it ‘does not possess im- 1 2. The accusation that led to Bakunln s expulsion

' ‘d tli ht battles'.ltisman, real 7; from the international, that of heading a secretmense riches ,it oesno g .
living men who do all this, who possess things and P‘ society which aimed tolnliltrate and take over the' l t S this seems to betight battles. it is not ‘history’ which uses men as a -' lfllerflfllidflfl. W85 fl1B- i "'09

h‘ ' as if it were an individual per accepted by most historians, this point will not bemeans of ac raving — - .
son —-its own ends. History is nothing but the activity . PlJF5"9_¢ 59° lot’ Bxllmplfi W00d00¢|<'$ AfIBI‘Ch-" " ism P. 168, or Aileen Kelly's article in the Januaryof men in pursuit of their ends. (Bottomore. ed., Karl
Marx, Selected Writings in Sociology and Social _ I - 22. 1975 issue?» Oi "19 N91" 70* HBWBW OTBOOKS-J ”

- ~. - - -' r -"' The only.-point worth noting-here is that the “au- ,.f"' ‘Phrioscph . Pelican. P. 78.) - . - .. , _
- y*- --- - ‘. . -- thoritarian"federalstructuresoltheintemational -' o.- ' - I 1-_ ., _

. ' I '
1"’ ' -u if I _ t‘_ -1‘ - - ' - V 1.

_ . In '1" ' I -_- . , I 1' l _ 1 ,

4 5 6_ The |-ygt'|_||-9 of the |-nvulutlonary - ' 1871 and'1i_i72 were introduced to the interna-,' ‘;__ tional shortly before, not on the initiative of the
“_' '1' ‘orgam-.28--!'qg1 __ l ‘i - lTil'-'-tit-: GeneraI'Qouncll_o_f which Marx wasa membdr, but Q

__.._, _, _, __ _ H .. , _ ., -f. _""‘7"r' '*""‘7'*'r'l”'7?' " ertafla_n'sm"'-"-.5 "#~?"~.ri'.."-'1-~'-1'-' 131- --_..,f' 1?"-';.._ on the motion of Bakunlnifsupporters, with-_
_ _“___**.+-1.1‘;-‘rt . _ --; < -1- - - -‘ --,-‘J, ;§ _ I _- This is again a-veiry complicated question: it is _ , -.. Bakunin's acme partiolpgtionand support. ltwas -...___
2;-_"Z'._"’ 3.' -- 1 “- - _ t0 U0 IUSUOB tO Bnhflf S Or §H|£U|'\lfi 3 ha '-I . ' Qffly aflgf he faflgd to gain con"-0| oyar [he sfruc--r 1

_ _, ‘"°“'$ ‘" a.5h°'1 ""5 "aim" P°'°""'°a' amcles "mi j S, . turesof the lntemational that Bakunin "suddenly -‘— ti
- ____ aims at challenging certain gross misconceptions n W ._ discovered their "authoritarianism"; .;_ _____ L, "

rather than at evaluating and nrillcizins their ideas Q s. The charge of authoritarianism and dictatorial
3'15 'a¢"¢° i" 3 Ti °"°'-'5 Md ¢°""P"°"°"5“"° “'37- " “ ~- * views can be directed against Bakunin with a great --

' that Bakunln protested against so vehemently in

P 9
I8 l'lB¢B$$3lY 10 Understand. first Oi 8" "W "19 ‘@955 - deal more iustilication than they can against Marx. -

" Of D01" MBYX fllld B8i<lJ"l"- 85 6><P"¢‘-iséd in their win‘ Bakunin's deliberate misrepresentations of Marx s
inss. are in certain respects contradictory: neither T A views on the state were noted earlier. Bakunin was
Marx. nnrcertainlv Bnkvnin-was ¢°"=i$iB"i""°"9h- __ ’ obsessed with the idea that all Germans held identl- - ,. $-
Ol-11 M5 |"9- 3B¢0"d|Y- "*9 Pi'B°ii°° °' bah men was '- caily authoritarian views, and'consistentiy attributed
50l'fl9iiI'"B$ Bi Vflflaflcfi Wm‘ What "WY adV°°3t°d-' - theviewsof some oi’ Marx‘sbitterestenemies, suchas-
Nflnhfif W35 Hbifl fl|WHYS tO “VB Up t0 ‘"16 Stflnd8fd5 Sflt H A i Bis;-nafk and to Mafx_ Maffs fury af {his tacflc

d0Wfl- 30¢" "'9" iii!‘-lilfiileli °°"5id°"3b|° 5""-‘"5 °7 . _ is a matter of record. Bakunln, in many of his polemics
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integnational consplracy_ -with Bismark and __,
Rothschild. Such accusations are pl course not "r
worthy of reply. but surely they make it clear that it is lfi

_ necessary to treat the -t'tacts" and arguments of the 9,;
man making them with the greatest caution. - - "‘

' A similar disregard tor the most elementary rules of '“' r
"'~ --evidence, not to mention decency. permeated most of ‘t "'

I TO ENC ' *' - k
sPREADr;;.ou.o._,,,,,..---» "sh" 3"“-Z." ‘ Q,» - dc - that the emancipation oi the working classes can r--.,_____ - - po" - only be the work of the working ciassesthernselves". --

“'1--'.T'.1*7 OS .__ . and Marx's intransigentopposltion to the state. Nor J
,__"" "--5...-'~'* _' Q gt did he attempt to support his accusations with the __.

'9' "“'* - 3;‘-‘O ts 6“B;_ _ facts or quotations. in reading Bakunin's caricature L,
"""'“' 5'15 . Q0“ . . * of Marx's views—-the only“version" of Marxism most 1.
. O 5 '“ F‘ ‘ .\ ..-"53’ anarchists have bothered to familiarize themselveswill ...-

N O-00.3..-5" '5" "-':":'. . withi -- readers will search in vain tor one single
quotation amidst the hysterical confusion of wild un-
substantiated charges. There simply are none.

(Almost as bad are those anarchists wholambaste
Marx for his "advocacy" of "democratic centraiism" "‘
and the "vanguard party". is it really necessary to

i ‘point out that these concepts were developed long
oh‘ after Marx's death, that Marx never belonged to an , _,

organization practising either; that he consistently
opposed tiny conspiratorial sects of his day; that he _
made it a condition oi his joining the Communist _,__
League that they scrap their closed. undemocratic
organizational forms; that he always. and angrily, re- --
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Joseph Block. Sept. 21-22. 1890, in Lewis Feuer. ed., "P P ' ' T “ rf.-'~'
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Bakunin xgvs. Marx  at   i ' *
_-__' Plu-

. <

fused attempts by socialists of his day to single him
out for special honours or titles in the movement?)

And has it been completely forgotten that one of
Marx's chief themes in his criticism of Bakunin was
the latter‘s eternal fascination with conspiratorial,
manipulative, sectarian, politics? _

' For there is, unfortunately for those who believe in
anarchist fairy tales, a substantial body of evidence
for the contention that Bakunin held precisely those
“authoritarian” views which he brazenly attributed to
Marx. Those -who seek evidence of a penchant for
dictatorial, Machiavellian politics will find a good deal

‘F of material in the writings of not Marx, but Bakunin.
(This is not to say that Bakunin consistently held such ..
views; there are serious contradictions in his thought _ - -

'

amounting to a basic polarity.) 1 , - _- -
Bakunin's advocacy of post-revolutionary state,

which continued most of the forms of the pro- "’
r v lutiona state, such as parliament, army, elec- -e o L ry ___
lions, etc. , was noted earlier, and can be iound, for

- example, in Bakunin on Anarchy, P. 153. Similarity,
des ite his much vaunted opposition to any form ofp -

- - independent political action by the working class,
one can llnd him advocating, in his letters, not simply
political action, but working class support and action

half olbour eois olitical parties (See tor ex- _,on be g P -
ample Bakunin on'Anarclly. P. 219). And elsewhere,
one finds him advocating nothing less than that
anarchists run for Parliament. (Bakunin on Anarchy,
P. ' ' "- ' ‘ ' '_ "

~ Nor are these merely products of his naive. youthful
days, which are so often used to excuse some of his
grosses! aberations, as for example when we find the
‘young’ Bakunin (at age 35) writing appeals to the -
Czar while Marx, four years younger, is advocating
the revolutionary overthrow of the state. No, these
pronouncements, and many others like them are is-
sued privately at precisely the time that Bakunin is
publicly proclaiming his opposition to Marxism be-
cause lt advocates political action by the working
class, and a transitional dictatorship oi the proletariat
in the immediate p*nst-revolutionary period. .

" .- it is also worth contrasting Bakunin's proclamation‘
of_the__princlpie, for the future anarchist society; of
from each according to his ability; to each according

to his work" (my emphasis) with Marx, who held to
much more radical principle, “from each according
to'his ability, to each according to his needs";

Or consider Bakunin's Rules for his-International
Alliance. not a passing whim, but the organization to
-which he gave his primary allegiance while participat-
ing in the First international. Here is a sample, written
in 1869: "it is necessary that in the midst of popular - _
anarchy, -which will make up the very life and all the
energy of the revolution, the unity of revolutionary
thought and action should be embodied in a certain
organ. That organ must be the secret and world-wide
association of the international brothers. . -

3 " . . . the only thing a well-organized secret society
can do is first to assist the birth of revolution by
spreading among the masses ideas that accord with
the instinct of the masses, and to organise, not the
army of the revolution -— that army must always be the‘ '
people, but a revolutionary General Staff composed - ‘n ' -
of devoted, energetic and intelligent individuals who
are above all sincere — not vain or ambitious -'-
friends of the people, capable o1 serving as inter- 1.
mediaries between the revolutionary ideas and the
popular instincts." S ' ~-

"The number o_f these individuals should not, there-
fore, be too large. For the international organisation

__ throughout Europe one hundred serious and firmly, - - -
united revolutionaries would be sufficient. Two or
three hundred revolutionaries would be enough for

" the organisation of the largest c_ountry." ' I
' As the authoritarian Marx said of this libertarian.»-;_.* t ‘
idea: "-To say that the hundred international brothers
must 'serveas intermediaries between the revolutio-
nary idea and the popular instincts,’ is to create 'an
unbridgeable gull between the Alliance's revolutio; *-
nary idea and the proletarlan masses; it means proc-
laiming that these hundred guardsmen cannot be re- g k
cruited anywhere but from among the privileged clas
§§s‘t|—fi ‘ ‘ -- -

When one sees the views of Bakunin and Marx side
by side, it is difficult to remember sometimes that it is
Marx, not Bakunin, who is supposed to be the lather
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ol "Marxism-Leninism" and Bakunin not Marx who is
supposed to be the father of "anarchism." ' _

Bakunin's authoritarian tendencies were at their
most extreme at precisely the time that he was split-
ting the international. This was the time of his associ-
ation with the notorious Nechaev. Most anarchist
sources treat this as a passing aberation on Bakunin's
part, and indeed he did repudiate Nechaev when he
found out the true nature of his activities.

But the fact remains that Bakunin did enter into
partnership with Nechaev, and under his influence
wrote a number of tracts that displayed a despotic,
Machiavellian approach to revolution that far surpas-
sed anything he ever accused Marx of. The author-
ship of some of the pieces in question is under dis-
pute,'but the relevant point is surely that Bakunin
allowed his name to be put to even those pamphlets
he did not write, and that he actively worked to have
them distributed knowing they bore his name. -

'_,ln these pamphlets, Nechaev and Bakunin advo-
cate a new social order, to be erected "by concentrat-
ing all the means of social existence in the hands of
Our Committee, and the proclamation of compulsory
physical labour for everyone," compulsory residence
in communal dormitories. rules for hours of work,
feeding of children, and other minutae. As the "au-
thoritarian" Marx put it: "What a beautiful model of
barrack-room communism! Here__ you have it all:
communal eating, communal sleeping, assessors
and offices regulating education, production, con-
sumption, in a word, all social activity, and to crown
all, Our Committee, anonymous and unknown to any-
one, as the supreme dictator. This indeed is the purest
anti-authoritarianism . . -‘ -

-1-

. -_ " _ -. ‘ .
-ll" .

When one looks at Bakunin's views on authority
and revolution in detail, it is hard to disagree with
Marx's and Engels‘ claim that Bakunin and his fol-
lowers simply used the word "authoritarian" to mean
something they dldn‘t like. The word "authoritarian"
was then, and remains today for many libertarians, a
way of avoiding serious political questions. For the
fact that not all authority is bad; that in certain situa-
tions authority. is necessary and unavoidable. As En-
gels says, "A_ revolution'"ls' certainly the most au-
thoritarian thing there is; lt'is‘fhe act whereby one part
of.the population imposes its will upon the other part
by means of rifles, bayonets and cannon —
althoritarian means, if such there be at all". And some
form of authority, le., decision-making structure, is
necessary in any form of interaction, co-operation, or
organization that is social rather than individual. in a
socialist society, it will still be necessary to make
decisions about things; these decisons will necessar-1'
ily reflect the will, ie, the authority, of the maiorlty.
This is not a violation of collectivity, but an absolutely
indispensable -component of it. To say, as many
anarchists do, that they relect all .forms of authority,
even that which is willingly accepted, even that which
is the result of democratic decision-making, is simply
to advocate either rule by minority, or a return to the
purest form of free-market capitalism, as is advocated
by the "libertarian" right. No amount of talk about
"consensus" or local autonomy or individual initia-
tive will alter this fact. Consensus is not a_lways attain-
able, because sometimes people do not agree. Then a
decison-making process is necessary, and if it is
democratic, the minority will have to accede to the
majority. Autonomy and individual initiative can still
havethe fullest possible play, but this does not alter
the fact that the authority of the maiorltyhas prevailed
in thequestion at hand. -1"‘ i _, 5

There is another aspect -of Bakunin that must be
confronted because, like his ill-defined views on au-
thority, lt has remained a part of the anarchist move-
ment. Running through allof Bakunin's thought and
subsequent anarchist thought and practice is a dark
thread, an infatuation with violence, with destruction
for the sake of destruction, action for the sake of
action, distrust of logic, intellect, and knowledge. a
love for conspiratorial, tightly controlled organiza-
tion. For the most part, these things remained sub-
sidiary to his — and his successors - genuinely
libertarian andhumanistic instincts.

During the period of Bakunin's association with
Nechaev, who was attracted solely by Bakunin's dark
side, this aspect took over.-Then. confronted with the
realization of this dark thread in practice, in the per-
son of Nechaev, Bakunin shrank back in genuine hor-
ror. However. as Aileen Kelly notes, "even then he
managed to integrate Nachaev's villainy into his own
fantasies, writing to his astonished friends that
Necaev‘s methods were those of a "pure" and
"saintly" nature who, laced withthe apathy of the
masses and intellectuals in Fiussia, saw no other way
but coercion to mold the latter into a force deter-
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mined enough to move the masses to revolution.
Such reasoning, Bakunln concluded. ‘contains. alasl
much truth.‘ " P

Kelly continues: "This-grotesque assessment ot
Nechaev is very revealing. At a time when the gap
between man's empirical and ideal natures seemed
enormous, Bakunin, albeit reluctantly, concluded
that if men do not wish to liberate themselves, it might

I’ n. ,,

l.
be necessary for those with their highest interests at
heart to liberate them against their will. , _ _'

To Bakunin's credit, he continually _struggled_
_against the implications of this aspect of his thought.
. Always fascigated by all the ‘revolutionary’ short-

cuts, he nevertheless remained loyal as well to his
libertarian instincts. and it is this aspect of his re-
markably polarized vision that he left as his lasting
heritage. The anarchist movement that he fathered
has also been plagued by the same polarity, by the
tension between real libartarianism on the. one side,

lntellectuaiism, terrorism, and conspiracy, on the
other. The anarchist movement needs to come to
grips with Bakunin's ambiguous heritage. And to do
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