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FOREWORD

The majority of people assume that Fasclsm ls a purely recent
phenomenon. Thisg paper 1ls an effort to prove by a hilstorical formula,
an analysis of faect, and a parallel of events that the finished pro-
duct of Fasclsm today has been in the making for a century. It sees
the manifest origins of Fasclsm in the philosophy of Hegel and the
milieu out of whiech Hegelianism grew. Then Ezscliem first took political
form in the preliminary experiment qf Louls Napoleon. For some years
after that passed it was merely an Inflltrating element 1in the struc-
ture of demoecracy. But democracy broke down after the great World War,
and Fasclsm took over the state. But all this fits in with the theory
of higtoriecal movement I have attempted to use in this paper, and I
will pass on to a completer statement of that below.

I intend & this paper to he a part of a larger whole. As it
stands, it is enough to define the field and indicate the implications.
But more 1s needed to supplement this, to £ilr it out and to drive
home its eonclusions. I have accordingly indicated in the table of
contents the scope of what ought to be the complete study.

Even the complete study ought not to stand by itself. A com-
plementary study would treat the rise of democraecy out of, Machiavellian
monarchles of the early days of capltalism. Thus, together the two
studies would view one aspect of capitalistic eivilization:

I. (1) The rise of demoecracy out of early forms of the period of
initiation.
II. (2) The rise of Fascism out of the demoeratic forms of the period
of stabllity; and
(3) The factors pointing to the supersession of eapitaliem by
soclalism after the faillure of desparare Fascist dletatorships.

The first #&udy and the second would meet in the person of Emsn-
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uel Kant, wha was the last phllosopher of rationalism, and cast the

firat shadow of coming pragmatlism.

I hope I have not imposed too offensive a mold of theory or

tod obnoxious a burden of prejudicea on the facts covered by this study.

The materlal converges toward the dictatarshlp of Napoleon III which was

established in 1852. Actually, 1t deals specifically with him 1in a small

pértion of the whole paper. Both these apoclogles for departing from the
usual form of a termpaper have thelr root in the same desire of mine:

I feel strongly that the second Empire has long been in bad need of more

than superficlal interpreation from the polnt of vlew of an analysls of

its character (which accounts for the theorles and prejudices which

in any man f£ill the supply-room of his hypotheses) and of an accounting

of 1ts antecedents, context, and consequences (which 18 a need subordinate

to the analysis of its character and, in turn, accounts for the otherwise
extraneous material).'The specliflic facts have been covered often enough.
Hy.theorles are general ones for historical interpretation, and

are best 1llustrated in such a complete study as I havé indicated above.

But as I vliew this paper as part of. such a study, they are the cate-

gories in which my material 1s organlzed, and I ghall briefly recount

them here and apply them in detall in the main body of the paper:

L. That man 1s an adapting animal, continually improving his position
in relation to the forces about him; that the meshgrilsm of adap-
tation 1s economic.

2. That economle forces, in the broad sense, are “the basic causes of
every fundemental change, whether in the world of things or in the
1ife of thought," as Will Durant states in cannection with Marx.

3« That thls of course implies = periodic succegsion of "statee“, of
industrisl; soéletal, political, and psychological modes, in ac-
cordance with the economic hases; and further, within the funde-

mental changes, political rearrangements which have recently tended
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to take the form of (1) initial awkward dlctatorshilp, (2) refined, self-
confident demacracy, (3) final desparate dictatorship, for the last of
which we may cite Fasclism as an example.

4, That the growth of new movementg follaws a patiern of apprehension of
the chénged needs by philesophle thought, which changes the system
through the motor agencles of politldal activity in analogy to our
bodily response system-- both with the exceptlon of direct reflexes.

5. That thus a periad dévelops the origins of 1its successor in the phild-
saphie thought (Hegel) of 1lte early days of indeclsion; that soon,
early, tentative experiments of the new (ﬁapoleon III) are tried over
the framework of the 0ld; that as the old grows 1lnto its more sure-
footed stride, these vanlsh and the new elumberé gsave for inheidious
permeation into the ald (ecentrallzation-- Dlsraell); that, as the old
breaks down the new vlolently wakens and takes over the state (Mussolini

6. That the last atage of the old state (see 2 (3)), which in our study 1s
Fascism, developa, almost parallel to complete revolution, to z new
state; that it 1s new 1n contrast to the second stage, but 0Id in con-
trast to revolution, is both the principal opponent and s transition to
the revolutionary state, and both a replacement and a conservation of
the old; that it 1s, in short; a revlslon instead of a revolution, a
cup d'etat only instead of z coup d'etat plus a revélution.

Wecmight make z Little amplification of the last twe points, since |
they are the ones which bear directly on this paper, whereas the first
four pointa are general themes fram which the whole approach is made.

From the fifth polnt, 1t will be evident that the complete period
WiIL fall inta four periads, of which we will in thls essay deal with
only 1 and part of 2.

1. 1814-1848, in which the ldeas ariginate and come to fruit.

2., 1848-1871, in which the first experimen ; :
to declins. periments are made and zllowed

3« 18T1-1917, in which the movéments slumber. amid:the.general
praoaperlity of the old arder.
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ADDENDA:

» in which the capture of the state 1s made amid
general breakdown of the old order.
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In ampiification of the sixth point, and to dispel any confusion

in distingulshing the content, function, and historical roles of
Faséisn andVCOmmUntém » We may as well state that now that our findinga
in the eséay proper eclarify it to this extent:
k. Hegel and Fasclem represent a reactionary revision of the
present system, a partial change, 1.e. a change of the politicai
system prected on the same socilal éyatem. ~Marx and Communism

represent a progressive revolution against the present systen,

a'EQQQL change of the soclal system and its political derivatives.
If history carries us that far according to logical principles,
Fageism will be the final, conservative stages of the'olé order;
Communism, replacing it, will be the initial, inaugurative stages
of a new order.

2. Hegel died after leaving a great introductory impress on the

pragmatism that was to replace him, and an erratic, bobbing, decadent

personal fbdilowing which has aroused no great new»ph11050phies and

begun no tradition. Marx died the pilaoneer of a great traditton

which was to follow him in philoaOphy. That may be considered

symbolical. Fasclsm will dle as stérile a death as Hegel now that

theée forces have finally and conclusively arrfved on the politiecal

scene.

Finally, I will clear up the reason I have made thls a study of

Fasclesm rather than Communidnm. 'Having chosen such a theme, that might

gaeem pecullar. However, we are iiving in a period of which Fasclsm is

‘a continuation, whike Communiem 1is a clear preak. Fasclsm throws more
light on ﬁhe phenomena of this era; Communism deals'witﬁ the next. Fascilh
is easy to ﬁeasure; Communism is still enveloped in a cloud of doubt.:cnAnd
despite.thie, becauge of our pioneerinsiand crugading, and our disinterest

in the transitlonal, I suppose, Communism 1as the hackneyed subject; Fascism
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hsa never had adequate treatment. Thds I had some knowledge of what
Communiem wasg before I undertook this paper; but 1t is not until I
"read up" on some of its factual history that I had a fairly clear
understanding of the implications of Fascism.

This preface 1s the outline of my approach. I have included a
regular outline of the development of the paper, and a thowough bibliography

of my sources.

s. T. 8.



OUTLINE
OF TﬁE PROJECTED SCOPE QOF THIS PAPER.

PART 1.
PHILOSOPHICAL ORIGINS
I. EUROPE IN 1815: THE SITUATION.
II. PHILOSOPHY IN 1815: THE RESPONSE.
1. KANT AND HIS SCHOOL{ GENERAL REACTIONS.
2. HEGEL AND MARX: SPECIFIC SOLUTIONS.
3. HEGEL: PRE“REVOLUTIONARY FASCISM.
4, MARX: POST-REVOLUTIONARY COMMUNISM.
III.ORIGINS OF THE NEW IDEAS BEFORE 1848.
IV. GROWTH OF THE NEW IDEAS SINCE 1848,

PART II.
m;IMINARY EXPERIMENT
I. DEVELOPMENT OF FORCES TO 1848, with the institution of analogy.
II. BREAKDOWN OF THE STATE, 1848, compared to events since the World W.
III;éﬁEAFASGIST COUP D'ETAT, 1848-51, compared to modern instances. ‘
IV. THE DICTATORSHIP, 1851-56: POLICIES AND INSTITUTIONS compared to
present-day Faselsm{

V. THE RELAXATION OF THE DICTATORSHIP confasted to poesgible break-
doms of Faselsm today. |

VI. NAPOLEON III AKIN TO BISMARCK, LINCOLN, CAVOUR &o.
PART III.
THE LEGACY TODAY.
I. FRANCE-- THE BOURGEOIS NATION OF TODAY.
II. FASCISM-- THE DOMINANT GOVERNMENT OF TODAY.

PART IV.
T THE VALUE OF FASCISM
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.the glorious Frendr Revolution, and its spring waters seemed to sweep all
the debris of collapsed aristocracy before it. But when its flood had been
exhausted it was found that the contents of the favoreﬂ ark was a peculiar,
dirty menagerie; and ‘that its backwash was bringing down a great deal of the
mess which had been merely backed up against thevhillsides, followed by a
A}roop of the defiled who had camped up there. The fresh, clean ground the
“members of the ark had expected to find prepared turned out to be a nasty
“maclk left by the receding waters themselves and by the rsturning debris.,
Was this, then, the result of the cleansing flood? All Europe in 1215
wallowed in pessimism. The roturning "defiled" took an energetic, though
half-way %8355&@&5@ part in the reconstruction, using old materials where
they could; and the disappointed revolutiondsts, half of them already dead
Lin the swirling waters, rather than keep a vigllant surveillance over the = -
aristocratic relicts left the dreaming to the romantic young (Ghateauﬁriand)
or the senile 0ld (Wordsworth) and schemed (Talleyrand) or went to sleep \
in the muck. .ike late marchn, it was a dreéry time. "Only the young men can

live in the future and only the old can live in the past; men were most of %

them forced to live in the present, and tie present was a ruin., Eurove had a

terrible headache in 1815.° i

All this is a good representational picture: but what does the actual

inspection and analys)s revesl?
by Ve
It reveals that, the-whele revolution accomplishes its purpose, snd

and is the only instrument for broad accomplishment, in particulars it is
disappointing. Men of action and their methods as often confuse as lead
history, contrary to the cherished "leadership" theory for grammar grade

Such a smear across econopic necessity and philosophic thought
students,

Durant, pp. 327, 373
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had been made by 1815, when men forgot their principles and needs in
the struggle of personalities, the grand melee, which the great re-
volution had turned into. Rousseau and Kant alike had been wipéd out,
it seemed, and there was only the profound impression that they had
lived. The mass liberation was obscured)and men did not know whether
in Napoledn or Pitt they had the liberal: whether the revolution of
1688 or that of 1798 was the genuine one. In short, Europe in 1815
did not know which man of action to pin their hopes on or what was the
significance of specific issues. Thus were the clear instructions of
the philosophers obscured.

But to say the revolution was not accomplished would be incorrect.
Hisbory in its virile movements is not that futile. The bourgecisie o
had triuﬁphed in the Brench fevolution. Bettarnich merely temporarfigﬂ;ﬁab
the realization, while he permitted the préctices‘ It was an 1llusion
that the ocld order was restored either in 1798, 1804, or 1814-15. The
aristocracy was dead; where an aristocrat survived in appearance he sur-
vived as a folderol to the bourgeols state; where he survived as a force
he survived in thevfunction of a bourgeois capitalist. The aristocratic
class had become entirely superfluous and disintegrate as a functional
group in society. Furthermore, the prolétariat had not yet achieved

clas>consciousness: there were individual proletarians created by the

now ruling bourgeoisis, but they did not form an organiged proletarist.
Such was the peculiar complex of the.post-war period. There wsas
& titular rule of the aristocracy when the aristocracy no longer exlisted
in the Atlantic nations; thore was the mere potential triumph of the
bourgeoisie when the bourgeoisie had actually triumphed in the great
upheaval. This period was in effect an interrsgnum.
The revolution was born in an era of idealism and carried through
under its firm impulse. But as a2 sign that it was accomplished, yet
incomplete, the termination of the strife produced an age of sickly

Tomanticism, of inertia and bewilderment. It wes an atmosphere that was
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gtultifying of actlon yet provocative of hope forvthe completlion of the

undertaking. What Eurape needed was an age of materialism to settle the

foundation of the new soclal structure upon. But that age could not come
until this romantlc Interregnum, thls quiescent age for dreaming and thinking,

could produce new 1ldeas which accepted this revolutlion as a fact and built

new hopeg of further changes. By that time Euraope could have found its bearings

in the new atmosphere, and by the very fact that new challenges were being
issued to it as a de faeto regime, could take stock of its position, assert
itself agalnst bhoth this new challenge and the o0ld vestiges of a éociety now
past. Europe, 1h ghort, would derive courage and falth in 1ltself enough to en-
trench against the new~- and also perhaps accept some of the new as inevitable
developments of itself and as insurance agalnet the extreme and reVolutionary
doctrines of the new. Thiat thls last thing hapfened by about 1850 and that it
is chargcterlistic of hiatory, is the main theme of thls paper. That the for-
mer was happening, that such was the mood of Europe in the uprisings of
1819-20, 1830—32; and finally, 1848, 1s proof of the development I have

Just ouhlined;'and of the effecttveneés of Hegel and Marx. But before we

80 on to gee the results, let us survey the origins of these new thoughts.

For man had set out tasreconstruct phllosophy.

II
Kant, as we have explained in our introdmpctory essay, was both the cli-
nzx of one period of thought, and the beginning of another. "Kant closed the
18th cehtury and ushered in the 19th.2 ... He marked the climax of the
naturzl metéphysics of the Seventeenth and Eighteenth Centuries, and his
political philosophy was essentlally that of Rousseau and the French
revolutionaries. But Kant was also & ploneer in the romantic thought of

the early Nineteenth Century; he emphasized the moral 'duties' of man and

he stressed the ecomcepts of 'spirit? and 'will'."D as mysticism proved

—

2 , .
30- J+. He Hayes: Political and Cultural History of Modern Europe, V. I, P. 510

Id., p. 739 )




.
inadequate to a world which needed freedom, 80 its successor, rationaliem,
proved inadequate to a world which needed dynamics. It turned out to be
the,notion of insetinct which was usable for that purpose, and Kant was
the spokesman of that notion. Probably Kant was not even consclious of these
possibilities of his philosophy; were he asked, he would have undoubtedly
stated merely that his philosophy was a perfection of the notion of the
ratlonal democratic state.

But Kant did start a new phlilosophy, and he was not alone. Firsat,
there were men before him, as- our theme has etated, who had earlier
introduced the new elemente into thought; these men differed from Kant
merely in that they are not climactic in character; the most important of
these was Rousséau. Certainly from the very nature of their poeition, these
men would be even less consclous of the eventual consequences of their
thought than Kant was.

Second, there were the men who follved him. These men were not m
unconscious of their tendency, but semiconsciousi.the only two outstanding
men in the firtt generatlon after Kant were Fichte (right) and Bentham
(left) . Fichte gsurveyed Prussian esoclety and came came to the conclusion
that "freedom does not realize itself &n the separate individual, but in
human society" and the Natlonal state.” Bentham examined Britieh government
and announced that the secret of its success wae the cabinet system of
administration. At the same time, but under a different school, Lamarck
was developing the 1dea of evolution which wars to confirm instinct amd
prepare the ground for pragmatism. Following them came Schelling and
Herbart, who weaved 1ntricate systehs of philosophy, Schelling after
Fichte and his idealism, Herbart after Bentham and his utilitarianism,
both eémewhat in harmony with the age to come; and in addition to them,

Hegel. Hegel stood on the threshold of change and forbade God to enter.

4Weber, P. 486
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It wae not Hegel, but Schopenhauer, of the German ideallist tradition
(with hie recognition of evolution and voluntarism) and Bomte, of the
French materialist tradition (who also accepted evolution and introduced
poeitiviem) who gave, in the midst of the deadened romantic period, the
impetus to the nemmghilgsggyy; who brought forth theAge of Darwin and
anceetoredéNietabhe, anéﬁggéEEEED and Jameg; of whom it was said: "In-
-tellectualiem fell sick with Rousseau, took to its bed with Kant, and
dled with’ SchOpenhauer[:theMeame a;plies to Comté] . The secret of this
change was that there was a gradual consclousness of a new notion. This
thing that changeg all philosophy was less a new arrangement than a new
knowledge: the recognition of evolution and its slow impact since Kany)
giving thought a bio-psychological emphasis."After two centuries of
Introspective analysls, philosophy found, behind thought, desire; and
behind the intellect, instinct; -- juest ae, after a century of materialism,
physice finds, behind matter, energy."S

2.

But 1t was not Schopenhauer, nor Comte, nor even Darwin, who definéd\
the concepbs by which humanity was to mold ite political structure, that
structure of which it i1e moet consclious. It was to the formulae of Hegel
and hie logical successor, Marx, that that honor fell. Today one hears
constantly of the "Hegelian State" and the "Marxian State".

If we examine these two social philosophies we are face to face
with the theories that underlie the revolutionary states of today. One of
these 18 an earlier, confused, reactionary doctrine which recognizes the
crisils but stands, as we have sald, on the threshold, hostile to the
former conception of the State, but bulwarked against the logical progrees
to complete revolution. The second 18 the logical deve10pmen§)both in

historical theory and poiitical frameworg)of thie traneitional, reactionary

Hegelian dogma.

Sburant. PP. 379-380
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Why is it, you may ask, thatuwe dogmatlcally eall Hegel reactionarY?
The secret 1la easlly found: his philosophy 1s not based on real perception,
but is a gynthepic doctrine. There was good reason for that: Hegel was
oné.df the firet to see clearly the faults of the bold program of the
French revolutionaries, but he was looking at a moving, changing, un-
gettled spectacle, the outcome of which was not determined. Hence,to
oppose to0 it any revislion, he must rely largely upon a statle rather
than a tentative philosophy, one complete within itself rather than one
resting upon a material reality (for there was no settled economic sure-
ty at that time), a pure theory instead of a revolutionary theory. Hegel
framed his bold, new diécdveries in an absolute aystem of logic that ren-
‘dered it impotent for revolution and conducive to reaction.

Consequently, he "demonstraﬂ§d] that being 1s'becom1ng, logical
dgveIOpment, history, and that hilstory 1s not only a sclence among
others but the science of sclences", and th;reby largely created “the
historiecal movement of the nineteenth century, and'impressed uponiit
the stamp of impartial objectivéty which characterizes 1t, and which
was foreign to th%%ighteenth 6entury"6(that ration@l elghteenth cen-
tury which produced the Liberal Revolutions:) But thoughwhe prepared
for the inetrumentalist state, and accepted the evolutlonary concept,
he placed it on a celf contained, a priori basis, not the relative,
pragmatic foundation natural to it. '

‘He begins with the postlive aseertlion that only on the condi-
tion we think according to reason, method, and logic will the result
tally with nature and history. 7 And though we say the absolute is
movement, prbcess, evolution, the law which governs unconscious nat-

ure and human thought 1s reason; hence the terms reason and absolute

6-Weber, PP 523-5557
T-1&.,P. 499



are synonymous.BIWe still find this alliance between idealism and the
Fascist movement which occupies the same unstabze and transitional
position,in political history, as we shall see, that Hegel held in the
develovment of thought from Kant to Mark. The Faééist vhilosovhers

are all absolute idealists, neo-Hegelians, like Cﬂroce, Spengler,

"and Fentile, because TFascism needs a synthetic and illusory ﬁhilosophy

to justify its untenable position between two periods of history.

Now, the basis of the state is the prevailing idea of Socilety
(the objective mind.) All states are derivative fpom this, the state
is merely its embodiment or extension, as in iarx it is an extension
of the prevailine economics. Both men refute the great men theory:
"Great men are not so much begetters, as midwives of the future; what
they bring forth is mothered by the Zeitgeist, the Epirat of the Age,"’
as in Marx it is brousht forth by the forces of production, A cruder
statement of this Hegelian idea is mouthed by the contemvnorary Fasists
politicians. If you have ever heard Mussolind or Hitler nrattle of the
Romen idea or the German idea or of the Totalitarian principle, you
will grasp its signifighnce.

Since ths state is the derivative of idea, history is a succes-
sion of such ideaé. "History is a dialectical movement, almost a series
of revélutions, in which vpeovle after peonle, and genius after genius
becomes the instrument of.the'absolute." 10 Each state "differs from
civil society in that it ﬁo longer nursues the good of the individuals,
but aims at the realization of the idéa, for which it does not hesitate‘~

'
to sacrifice private interests... The State is the kingdom of the idea..%l
When an idea comes into existence, it calls forth iis coné%diction, and

the ideas do battle to prodeuce a new era,"History is merely an in-

cessant struggle between states of the past and those of the future,..

8 ibia.  9Durant, P. 323.  19ibia, llwWeber, PP, 516-517.
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In spite of anpearances to the contrary, the most vigorous pewle,

the state revpresenting the most viable idea, always succeeds in gain-
ing the mastery... The idea of the state is gradually rcalized by
means of such defeats and victories. The historical states are tem-
porary forms in whiqh it appears and which it disoardsf when time has
worn them out, only to assume new forms, Since the absolute is not
restricted to a varticular existance, but is always found in the whole,
we cannot say the ideal state is anywhere 12 .,

"The viectorious state is truer, nearer to the ideal state, bet-
ter in a word, then the vanquished{state. The verv fact that it has
triumphed proves this: its triumph is the condemnation bf the princinle
represented by the vanquished; it is the judgment of God... The God
of history has successively 'chosen' the Egyntians, the Assyrians,
the Greeks, the Romans, the French. The national minds are grouned
around the infinite Mind of which history is the temnle, and one after
the other, become its priviledged organs. nld

"History is the vrogressive solution of the political problem...

Fach state renresents the ideal from a certain side; none realizes
its fullness; none ig, therefore, immortal. Like thn logical na-
tions, which are absorbed by a more powerful rival, and by virtue
of the same law, the nations, one after anothe-, sucoumb to each
other, and transmit to their successors, in a more develoned and
enTarned form, the political idea of Whlch they have been the de-
nositaries, the civilization of which they have. been the guardians.

"This massace of the civildzation og one neonle to antther con-
stitutes the dialectics of historv. "l

...

There is, however, a tendency in history, and as Hegel grew
"élder?the climax of this tendency took a more definite form as the
ideal Hegeigan state. "The three phases of every evolution: being,
expansion, and concentration, recur in three great epochs of history...

-[nghe absolute monarchy is superseded by Lé} the republic... The

12 - id.,p. 518
13 - id.,P. 520
14 - id.,Pp. 518-519



classical republiecs last as lons as the individual elements and the
State remain in equilibrium. They are émperiled as soon as the dem-
agogue's regime substitutes. for the national interests &he selfish
interests of the individual ambition. The[ﬁ] Caesarean reaction forccs
the rebellious individual into abediegce; the habitabTe world is con-
quered; the most ddverse nations are thrown into one and the same mold
and reduced into an inert and powerless mass. wl® The Caeserian re-
actionﬁ Mussdlini! We have already the liberal era of the canitalistic
veriod (substituting the scientific classification of period which
Marx emvploys for ﬂege%éabéurb classification ofthistory inté the
Oriental, Classic and Modern.) Mussolini himself explains it to us,
often using the words Caesar and Cacrarism: "It cannot be said thht

Liberalism, a method of government good for the nineteenth Qentury...

should be necessarily suited to the twentieth century which already

r

betrays characteristics different considerable from those of its
: O

predecessors... Now is the time to spneak of!'Force'.”

But a peculiar aspect of Hegel's theory, and one whiéh renderesd
it especially valuable to the Fascisti,was a moint we have made, but
hardly stressed enoqgh: that this last stage in the modern emnoch is
his ideal, and thaéw;his noint, conitradictorally enouch, his dialectic
freezes. It become;%én effect, anﬂ\end, when his bhilosophy does not,
with consistency,m;E;;t any end. It immoses certain dicta when it
shoul rigorously exclude vermanent dicta. Marx was later to commit

the same error, but at least he was able to carry his analysis as far

16 - Por, P{ 173
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as the next evoch, that is)as far as it was mossible to foresee and
vet not to look to the past for a regeneration of an old ndlitical
concept as the end of society. HMarx at least has foung eertain
factors in his final stage of !nréshistory", as he calls all his-
tory before Eﬂ&opia, that would, he had reason to think, terminate
its operation according to the laws which have so far prevailed in
history; wherezas Hegel has committed the unnardonable mistake of
overlooking the fact that a reaction is géggiy a prelude to drastic
revolution. fegel, in his old age, ignored his Pirst oprinciples and
followed his followers of the right, who had deduced a set of shallow
principles from his theory. He candemned the radicals and before
long he "began to think of the Hegelian system as part of the natural
laws of the world; he forgot that his own dialectic condemned his
thoughts to impermanence and c'lecay},""Lf&D“"""‘”"‘"t reminds g,

If society were to be vmetrified at this ideal voint in history
when the Hegelian state is achieved, Socialism would be cut off like
a still—bbrn child. '"Each legal person has, by virtue of his free
activity, the right & to possess, and consequently, also the right
to transfer his pronerty." L7 That is, unless he transcends his
superior obligation to authority and legality, or totality, For the
individual realizes in the Caeser$an state, that freedom belongs to
the totality of society; "the freedom of his fellow creatures becomes
the law, the bridle, the limits of his own freedom. By giving way to

this power, which is higher than the individual,™-8 the individual

19 . . .
vields to society, or the state. It is on exactly this basis of

L7 - Weber,P. 514
18 ~italics mine
19 - ‘ibido
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canitglism (subject to- this restriction by the vrinciple of total-

itarianism) that the function of the Fascist state rests. Almost
any speech of elither Hitler or Mussolind will state thé main or sub-
sidiaryf principle, if not both. What labor value is to Marx, »ron-
erty right is to Hegel.

This vproverty right must be supervised by and this totalitarian
vrincinle vested in a dictator. "The state is nothing but an abstract-
ion unless personified"” in a dictator, - "the devositary of its power,
its volitical traditions, and the idea which it is called upon to
realize." Il Principo or Il Duce is "the state made man, impersonal
reasony become conscious reasonf, the general will become personal
Will."go

The third feature of the Hegelian stste is one that recurs
again and again in his historv. It seemed to Hezel that nations yé¥¢
more nearly embodied a unifying idea than any other social concent.
Hence,to him, the nation is the ultimate political unit. If object-
ive mind is higher than subjective mind, then the individual idea and
liberty is lews clear, less real, less important than the national.
"Though Hegel condemns volitical liberalism, he favors national 1ib-
eralism and the vprinciple of nationality... State means nationality,
and nationality means unity of language, religion, customs, ideals."z1
But for progress, since nations are the only imvortant entities, the
greater nations must impose their idea on civilization. "Annexation
is not a cfime that justifies rebellionggnless the annexed nation
Tenresents an idea which is as great, fruitful and viable as the idea

23 . .4
revresented by the conquering people These are nationalities which

revresent no idea and have lost their raison{?'@tre (Bretons, Basques).

20 - Weber, P. 517

21 - Ibid. ) . .

22 « What a veculiar clause! If a rebellion is not successful, then it
is of no conseaquence; if it is successful, then, according to

vprevious Hecselianism, it is a greater, better force,
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Such nations are to be condemned."g4 Thus #egel is, by a little logic,
able to justify both nationalism and imperialism, those twin goddesses
‘of the later nineteenth century. Such was the justification for the
crimes of Mexico and Indo-China, Fiume and Etheopia, and the Juden-
Strassen of a thousand @erman cities.
observers

It seems to me , and to most impartialNof the political scene
that without the qualifacation of some important economic, social,
or other advancement, this doctrine takes on a strong tinge of un-
mitigated reaction; 4énd that was exactly weae what Hegel, disgusted
with the liberal revolution, relied# upon. Dictatorships may be use-
ful to inaugurate to the peovle some new revolutionary change in the
state, and of such use is the dictatorship of the wletariatd in the
iﬁitial stakes of a socialistic system. but its use in an already
established system which had long since vprogressed beyond that stage
of its development, is conservative of th&t system to an extreme;
and conservation of a svstem which begins to fail after it has massed
beyond the expected incecavacity of childhood is conservation of some-
thing which is in a vprocess of decay and which ought to be allowed
to pass quietly; it is oure, despicfable. reaction. But, as Larx re-~
1inds us, a losing master will not give up his control without a
struggle; and so the capitelistp regime call in the bulldog which
was used to guide its childish footstevps, and bids it protect it a-
gain in its senile infirmities, to guard over durineg its fimal davs.
"Entrez, Mussolini. Je desire botre protection féroce." In order to

provhet

pervetuate its obselete rule a while longer, Hegel, that canny &% ,

refferred it back to its former days and to Machiavelli; grandfather

2% - By the same token, the whole point is a petitio vrincivpgéd. This
may, however, be Weber's fault.
24 - Ia, P. 518
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Machiavell® now occupnies equal honor with father Hegel and consort
Svengler in Ladv Fascism!sieyes. 25

Before we leave Hegel, perhaps a word shouldﬂ be said also of
Snengler. Spengler at least corrected the notion that history reaches
its ideal @nd in the Fasist state. He does, it seems, hold that
Fascism is the avex (before the death) of each civildzation. But
civilizations follow oneranother in a riéid periodicity, following a
coursesfrom simplicity (Nietzche's "Byonysus") to complexity (Nietz-
che's "Apnollo") to deecline. He, however, still holds to an ideal-
dialectic instead of a material;dialectic, and seems to see a dark age
between each period, ignoring the fact that there is no great retro-
gression in the living standards of the average population during a
so-called "Dark-age", and that a "Dark Age" is but the early sStage of
an improved, readjusted civilization; that imstead of distinct civil-
izations in 4@ definite, recurring pa&g;ns, there was a dgversity of
civilized units following similar development of material conditions
through several stages of the forces of production, and continually
fusing from tribal divefsity to increasing " international” unity,
and if one follows ﬁhrxlwhole-hogqed, terminating in the great unity
of socialism.

4,

But we turn now to a much earlier, more imvortant, vastly
different discinle of Hegel. Imstead of following “egel down his
later, declining path to the right (with Weisse, etc.) Karl Marx
comnleted the Work~oflthose men who derived a thrill from the im-

portant, interpative, thrillingly fresh contributions of Hegel's

26 - Por. Pp. 146, 151-153
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first principles and the scevtical "higher critieism" 78 of nhis youth-—
the Hegelians of the Left.

It seems rather strange to connect Marx with Hegel, but con-
nected they are, as definitely as *egel and Faséism or marx and eom-
munism, or (thomgh that too, 1s not so well recognised) Fascism and
Communism. Mark, like Burbank, brought to fruit what was not nartic-
ularly valuable under the more common care of Hegel., He corrected
the errors into which Hegel had fallen. it is Marx who fostered the
complete revolution out of a revisionist plan. Finally, @y it was
Marx who pioneered along a fruitful river, which, following him and
Darwin, grew to the greatest philosophical stream of the nineteenth
century, rather than as the “‘egelian movement, turn out a few English
academicians and Fascist rationalizers. Today *arx begins to be rec-
ognized by vhilosovhets as a leader in what is now a great tradation;
Hegel is considered an important stuffed owl in a cuwnosity gallery.

We ha¥e seen a little of “arx's reconstruction of Hegel in out
discussion of the latter, for I have intervolated bits of Marxtst
critigue in- the account. We‘have spoken before of the need for an
age of materialism. Marx gave us this. His heritage was from
Comte as well as Hegel, though he actually carried on the tradition
of Schonenhauer, from whom he receivedﬂ'nothing direct, as far as my
evidence goes., But by the time Marx had evolved his theor?ﬁi Burope
had settled down and a materialist interoratation of society was mos-
sible._

Mapy was the Newton, Boyle, and Darwin,of social science. He
reconciledﬁeconomics to.nolitics and politics to philosovnhy, and made
the relation a transiﬁive one: "He was, in fact, well on the way to-

wards the theory that all vthilosorhy is an exvoression of economic

26 - Duraent, P. 325.
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circumstancea.“27 Out of this he developed the first history that was
both sclentific and philosophic. That alone would mark him the great-
est historian of the nineteenth century, whatever hls advoecacy.

Marx, first, had a sound basis in hils phllosophy of knowledge,
and therefore of human experience, That is zbove all others capable
of explaining the dynamies of history without recourse to purely syn-
thetie conceptions. It was the real beginning of pragmatism, for Marx
took novmore recourse to the lifeless mechanism of the elghteenth
century than to the illusgory 1dealism of Hegel: rationallism was com-
pletely out, and evolution was allowed a free hand unbound by stale
philosophies. "The philosophy advocated &g the earlier part of these
theses 1s that which has since become familiar through Dr. Dewey, under
the name of pragmatism or instrumentallsm. Whether Dr. Dewey 1s aware of
having been anticipated by Marx, I do not know, but undoubtedly their
Opinioquge to the metaphysiecal status of matter is practically iden-
tical."28 fTheir challenga to the old empiricism, sensationalism, is
the same. Matter, as with Locke, 1s existant. It 18 the cause, the raw
material, but not alone the object of experience: in this radical em-
piriecism, the passive conception ie out . "Marx maintailns that we are
always active, even when we come nearest to pure 'sensation': we aré
never merely apprehending our environment, but always at the same time
altering it. This necessarily makes the older conception of knowledge
inapplicable t0 our actual relations with the outer world. In place of
knowing an object in the sense of positively receiving an impression of
it, we ean only know it in the sense of being able to act upon it suc-
¢essfully. That is why the test of all truth 1s practical. And since we
Chang e the object whén we actvupon it, truth ceases to be statie, and

becomes something which is eontdnually changing and developing. That is

27=Russell:
28- ibid.
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why Marx calls hils materislism 'dialectical', because it contains within
itself, like Hegel's dlalectie, an essentiai principle of progresslive

change."29

The fundementum of the atate, according to Marx's theory, is the

‘conditions of production then existent in soclety. "There exist, in any
goclety, cetaln material 'forces of production' and a certain knowledge
of their use im man'se sgervice. These form the 'conditions of productiont,
and for thelr employment there is required an arrangement of the powersv
of society, lmplying a certain relationship among the members, and the
establishment and maintenance of approprlate soecial institutions. If,
for example, at a particular stage of development the 'forces of pro-
duetion' are to be fully exploilted certailn forms of private property
must be recognized and secured, and certain members of soclety endowed
‘Wlth authority both over the materizl means of production and over the
other members, who must accept [What 1s] assigned to them by the dic-
tates of economic eircumstsnce. This recognition and this authority im=-
ply and@ require a power able to enforece them, and thils power 1s found

in the gtate’0, which takes its speclal form from the character of the
economic institutions it exlets in ordervto uphold. Political and social
institutions are thus dependent upon and deriwve their powers from the
nhaerly@ns economie circumstances of thé society in which they exist."31
P011ticél power, as in Hegel, 1s a derivative power, but in Marx it d;-

pends for its valldity "on its correspondence with the needs forced on

men by the conditions of production."’2

And history "do move". As the conditions change, the superstructure
erected on them also changese. "But institutions, once established are
highly resistant to modification.“33 Therefore there 1s a lag until the

29- 1b1a.

30~ italies mine.
3l- @. D. H. Cole.
32- 1big,

3= 1big,
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aceumulated disharmony operating according to the mechanlies of change
overthrows the entire system by violent revolution, and a new system -
is efected that is in harmony with the new conditions of production..
Themechaniés of change are not, as with Hegel, wvested in natlional govern-
menta corresponding tb ideas, but in soecial classes produced by economic
forces, appropriate to dominate theilr particular stage of productive
con&itions; yet thecstruggle between classes 1s as real as eny warfare-
between nations for the supremacy of the globe. Hence Marx's kinahip to
Hegel, and herein his departure from him. As with Hegel .a new idea which
is embodied 1h the trumphant state calls forth its econtradietion, so in
Marx a class which has created the state in its own image calls into
being)aad educates, conditions, organlzes it-for qfficiency a dominated ‘
~class which is in more direect contact with the fomdtticns of production
and hence with éhange (in Hegel, the new state becomes more viable than
the old-- same thing) , and thereby coming to represent a mastery of the
new eonditions of production, eventually ehallengéa'the power of the
now-decadent, superficlal old class-in-authority.
The Marxian system, as the Hegellan, also comes to a close-=-

when 511 this pre-history process ends and history begine.34 When the
proletariat, or actual producing classes, come t0 control, they will
not create a new class, but abollsh property, complete centralization,
and reduce the mass of population to proletarian statﬁs in which no one
will have a weapon over the other. This 1s the ultimate revolutlon, and
2 classless Boclety 1s éreated in which the mechanism used in his @la-
lecﬁle iill, ot course, be removed, 1. e., the mechanlsm of class war.
Like Hegel's ldesl state, this ultimate soelety will have three features:
(1). Not property, but value, Will be the basls on whiech the function

of the Marxian state will rest. The value of a ecommodity is de-

termined by the amount of labor that goes into it. If that 1s true,

then Iabor value rathefthan property is fundemental. Hitherto, in
S -
B4~ 1bid.’
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our present system, the capitalist masters have approplated the
surplus value over a subaistance wage to the producing slave., When
the.Marxian state is achleved, all value will becomé a social
possesslon, for it 1is not individuals but soclety that produces

the value. 22 Hence labor value subject to the higher prinéiple of
the social right will Dbe the formula of the Marxian state.

{2). This labor v alue must be handled by and this Soclalist principle
vested, as 1in Heggel, in, not quite a dictator, but a dictatorship,
or funetional ggéﬁ;SéFa%y, of the proletariat. This dictatorship,
however is a desgirendum in the iniati{, but not the final stages
of the socialistic state. Though the future 1is not clearly stated,
dictaﬁorship would presumably give way to freedom and from freedom
would envolve, as for as that was possible; an 1deal state of
anarchy in distant centuries, perhaps. There, after the foundatlion
of the.early dictatorship, Marx, of course, would haye to place a
big question mark. One could see no farther from that distance.

(3). So far from seeing nationaliem as the ultimatq entity of the state,
Marx saw through nationallism as a vestlgial show. Nationalism,
and perforcé national imperialism; mugt give way to internationalism

of right . Nations can be units, but not unities.

The doctrines of Marx are deservedly better kmown than those of
Hegel(though not the philosophy proper) because they are mastly more
bimportant; Becausge of this, and because this discussion does not deal
primarily with Marx and the Marxlan state, but with Hegel and the Hegelian
Btétetthrown in relief againet Marx, we have not given him thespace
in discussion we have Hegel. Buttbhisilmportant obgservation must be made,
that.Marx-is essential to our study becauee henceforth Fascism {we shall

8peak no more of Hegellanlism Or Marxism) plays the role of reaction to
35~ "1bid. ‘
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Marxism. As long as the escentdals of a system remain in working order
go as not tq call into opposition a dlametrically opposed system, a reactiony1
revislon such as Fasclsm 18 not introduced for its protection. Had
inadequacies of capltalism never manifested themselves, communism would
never have been called into play. Hegel would have been, without the
fear of Communistic assault, allowed to pass into the 1limbo of useless
reactionaries, and Capitalism @ould have clung to Laissez~-faire. But
Capitaliem d4id have weak spots, and Soclallsm did advance at weak sectors,
and every time it did so in history, Fasciem was used as counter-revolu-
tion as anti-toxin, o;ftoxin anti-toxiq)when the need was to forestall
rather than to combat.

I11.

We have so far considered Hégel and Marx in relation to themselves.
Suppose for a moment we speak of both as unconnected points in parallel
lives. We have already noted that Europé was to pass from Romanticlsm
to Materialiah and‘ite pragmatic philosophies, and noted thét Hegel and
Marx were points of transition in this passage, themselvees the heralds
of the mortal sickness of the Romantics of the Napfoleonic epllogue to
the Liberal revolution, and in which the Napaeleonic melée had ingloriously
petered out. Accordingly, we might assume that the Hegelians of the Right
and the Marxian Socialists had such romantic antecedents, and we would
be correct.

We w1ll find more poverty of this in the Fascist movement, becauese,
ag we saw, Fascism 18 lese a theoretical active movement than a polidical
reactionary reflex. Yet we find geveral men who were enambred of romantic
absolutism, including, notably, Fichte\3§ who was a romantic devotee of
Prussianism as a "Savior" of the German nation--and if we laugh at this
romantic attitude as mere sentimental patriotism, we must remind ourselves!

Yes, but what ie Fascism 1if not an attempt to save the capltallst

Rechanism and its indigenous web of gentimental 1dealogy37T in the form

F_I763-181%
37-—ﬁé%ﬁﬁo be taken ag an aspersion; proletardanism or any other structure
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national state? Filchte was a romantic ploneer of Fasclsme. Latef came
Saint--81mon38,who, like Hegel, had a kinship to Socialism im his first
principles, but whoee effect was Fasclstie; Saint-Simon bore with him
not only a romantic attitudé, but a definite program, and wée_of but little
less value than Hegel himself. Hege139 came next, and was not, either
in hig generation or the completeness, the contemporary in the Fasclst
movement, of Marx. We199940 later took over his contribution and completed
/the transformation; Hegel in his later Fasclst days d4id not follow Hegel,
but Weisse's "Hegelianism"; he merely gave it the distinction of hls name
and sponsgorship. Fichte, §gggul, hardened tke movement to a degree
capable of combat with Marx, and brought 1t down to a time representing

contemporaniety with Marxe.

Fichte, V.

SainL-Simon

Hegel Fourier
‘Weig;;-h~“MN\§§aérbach Owen
Ficgte, Se PJoudhen

Marx

Similarly, early soclaliem began 1n pure sentiment: Fou;r':i.er'42

called hie Soclallism UtOpiaﬂwould have it a mystic community syetem,

and wae a thorough romantic. "Sentimental and imaginative Socialiem
is simply the manifestation of the Romantic Spirit in the economic field."43
The rlotous fancy of the early Soclialists cools down somewhat in Robert

i @bwen44, but he maintains the community and humanitarian emphases. But

in Louas BlaneS and P. J. Proudnen*S positiviem had replaced sentimental-

ism, even if the pragmatic congsequences were not drawn. Filnally the evolu-

tion from local Utoplan schemes to universgal diaslectlic analysis came in Marx47.

37 (con't,) has such a set of idealogical sentiment.

38 1760-~1825 45- 1811--1882
39 1770--1831 46- 1809--1865
40 1801--1866 47- 1818--1883

41 1797--1879
42 1772--1837
43 Guerard, Pp. 194
44 17971--1858



These first approaches to these new attitudes seem sickly and pale,

but they grew progresslvely more realistic, and it muet be borne 1ln mind
that the first contest between the forees, Parls (1848~49), was under the
inespiration of Saint-Simon and DNouls Blane, and that Hegel and Marx
played minor roles in this 1lmportant historical event.

Europe, with Fichte and Marx, had now entered the earlier days
of Victorianism--an aggregsive, healthy age, on the whole. Marx, 14 his
"dogmatic optimism of the Communist doctrine must be regarded as a relic
of Victorianism“,48 gays Bprtfand Rugsell. During this period both
Communism and Fascism were vigorous minority parties pf.the left and righte.
But soon Europe settled down to the complasency of mid-Victorianism,
the crisés past, and democracy functioned. Even revolution and reaction
were permeated by sweetness and light, énd declined in vigor. After
groﬁing from local utéppan schemes to the pragmatic realism of the
quernational, the majority of later soclallsts mélibwed into Soclal
democracy. The conservatives who had shifted thelr counter-tactiss from
romantic Prussianism,etc., t0 the pragmatic violence of Louis Napoleon,
later slid into slmple national imperialiesm. All thie followe our formula:
as the difficulties of capitalism in ibs first inner crisis were adjusted,
the sygeabtem aroused less strenuous opposition from the proletariat, the
capitallsts, as the incumbent majority, always taking limits from the
aggresegive minority party's tactics, and appropiating Socialiem's develop-
ment to themselves, congsequently new %ggééégd Fascism)which had been
employed as a violent repression of violent Socialism, in favor of a
peaceful pursult of their interests.

But both these early struggles on behalf of both forces to capture
the state and thelr later quiet, modifled, taken-for-granted existence
made 1t easy for the state to take on an increasing cargo of their method

and program. Ag we have noted, the democratic era could not accept itaelf
48~ Russell




-22.

until its exlistence was challenged, when it would come awake andaccept

in modlfied form the moet compatable and desirable features of its
challengers’ plan. Hence, a sag;ggapoeition, infiltration, and penetration
of the new ideas was effected on the growing, thriving movement of the
present. These new ideas came into being and mingled their waters with the
olld, growing with the dominant stream!s flow and influencing it--manifest-
a}ng itegelf in such succeeaive forms as cabineqﬁkﬂminastration, the first
\semi-faecist regime of about 1848-1856, paternalistic and imperialistic
policleg--and began to permeate the soclal structure through the two-fold
assault mising from philosbphie thought on one hand and expedient politics
oh the other. As Marx'ﬁas outlimed, the new forces modify the old until
the @iisharmony grows too great, whereupon violent revolution occurs.

Iv,
Thus we are brought down as,.fqr as:sthis survey of origins takés ug--

to 1848 and a glimpse at what continued in the same spirit of 1848.

We should, however, to preserve a continulity in which to fit in our data

of the gecond part of thlis paper, make a preliminary survey of the reast

of our fileld.

We have already just aald that a decline was to set in both in

Socialism and Fasclism beginning about 1856, thé end of the Crimeon

War, and definitely after the events of 1870-72. This corresponds to the

e
LN

P
,decline in liberalism after 1660, and 1lte only effect was the final

confirmation of democracy but in a centralized, industrial state, just

as the only effect of theldecline of 1660 was in the complete enthrone-
ment of monarchy but in a legalized, commercial state, both excepting a
few instances of continued lalssez-faire or continued absolutism. Thereby
the "pragmatic" 1deas leavened liberalism in the very period of its
preéominancé, its major elements almost uniting with and certainly

modifying liberalism. The chief thing of both periods after 1848 was that
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capitalism and the bourglorsie were looking for the best, most tolerable
gystem to operate under, to protect thelr ideals; to builld thetr notions
gtrong and leave their notions akone, and so produce prdsperlty and
foster business in the peet way required.

The great changeéfthat from 1917 to 1932 and slnce the forces of
pragmatic reaction and of pragmatic revolution took over the state
entirely, a state now weakened by the great caBastrophe of 1914-18. Here
pragmatlism prevailed again in purified form and complete triumph,
divided into two hostile forces, each ascendent save for the other,

Now we may tufn'from these g eneral orligins to the first specific

application of the new ideas.
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I

France was to be the scené of this advance guard of the new movement.
France had been brought into line.with the othér nations of Europe after the ;
revolutiony, She was set back inbdo legitimacy in 1815; then as Metternich iost
absolute control in 1830 and England advanced to reform in 1882, France'made?
her advancepustas calmly to constitutional monarchy; again, in 1848 revo- |
lution broke loose in Europe, followed by nationalistiec ceconsolidation, and
France followed again, first with L. Blane's republic, snd then with L.
Napdleon's dictatorship. It 1e with the latter that we are interested, aﬁd
the formér as creating 1£a conditions. |

None of these changes had any particular correqundence to French
fhought, but the bourgeoisie, in thelr selflish and tenacious manner, in-
clined to let weikl enough alone as lons‘ai thqy'woro permitted thelr
profit and enterpfise. Legal tolerance, lalssez-falre, and status quo-—
were what they wanted government to guarantee the economic system, govern-
ments that wbuld provide stabllity and protection.

Legltimacy sometimes outraged these classes, and did not represent,
under Polignac and Charles X,.the spirit of the French. However, the Or-
leans Monarchy wasﬁquitepﬁhat they wanted. But it was notllons unfil
the bourgeols monarchy began to suffer disintegration. Guizot became its
head;wthe big capitalists, its farietocracy”. However, the petit bourgeolsie
were disfranchleed, and the woriing—men»wer;‘"ﬁorao off under the new re-
gime than they had been under the niad, because their employers, who were
now in eontrol, had a direct 1nteresqin keeping them in subjection."!

The eabitaliets have since learned better manners: either a nice drépe
of aristocratic reserve or a fine ﬁiaplaj of democratic fraternity have
now gone to make their position less dlstasteful, for the stencuér nou=-
veau~-riche ia an abogggble thing. Guizot, morecover, proved tactless to

aay the ieast: one authorityg would ecall his ministry corrupt; two others3,

ineompetont; a th1r64, represétwe. Certainlg,it was true that every sub-}

4Schapiro, p. 78 2Schapiro .5Bourgeois, iSbon,fQEuerard T
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stratum 1n French soclety was callling for "reforme", and Guisot denled
it. Revolutions, acecording to Marx or anyone elge, whelher or not %ﬁéy
beléévesit pollite of them, have an 1rresistéble habit of starting 1nlsuch
eituaiione.

The bourgeols heaven we described as hanging over Europe was now
dissipated. The aristocracy might be gone, but the capitalists have to
organize the proletariatyfor thelr purposes, and the proletariat was
muttering with disappointment. They had not yet been slaughtered but
they had twicece been cheaté@-- in 1795 and 1830. They had not yet been
alienated, but they had been segregahe&. They developed sgoclalism

and devoted their attention to economics through the trade unions (illegal--
Albert), to journalism thru the Reforme (often 1llegal-- Caussidiere), to
politles through the "Socialist" party (illegal-- Blane), to militaries
thru the secret socieﬁies (illegal-- Blanqui). Thru these agencies,
and the thinkers, Bdane, Proukhon, Blanqui, the principzl danger to the
mon@garchy arose.

If Soclalism was represented by so spontaneous and homogenuous
a group, Fasclam cannot be- aseribed the same honor, or disadvantage,
or advantage, or whatever'it be. The Fascisets in the field were,
as wsual, unscrupulous adventurers, halcontents, renegadesa, and black
sheép from evefy parﬁy, whof%rincipal object 1is to scout the fleld for
the most gullilble "ioat clags" to hold, and sell, when their moment comes,
to the highest bidders-- i.e., the wealthy class, when the latter are in
straite and seém to hold a lost cause, and need both a screen and an armed
guard; Theée men were few in number, fewer 1n seruples, and in search of .
a philosophy that would be useful. If Faseclst adventurers seem to pull
the same identical triecks, it is not because of principles, but because
the plan of action outlineiaabove is the most profitable possible for
them, and they follow 1t as a Broove. If Socialiste may be called

4 colé
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demagogues/then—l erave the privilege of .calling Fascists plmps. Thelr

invarisble course is: (1) When soclety faces a threat from the most

.homogenuous group in the class order, the clases-conscious proletariat

(Soclalists), to excite the least homogenuoug, most frightene@--

because in elosest conBact with the former--, most"last" group in-the
tlass order, xﬁ:é is inevitably the peti$ bourgeoisie and peasants,

or the "lower middle classes", as we call them. (2) To shower them

with bonbons from platitudincus, though violent philosophy, which

19 inevitably one of nationaliamg(@rance!3 glory (“Bonaparte'), propergy
(¥small farms"), order (“your leader!'") and for which the prineiples of
;Hegel have since become 1ndiepensable. (3) To deliver them over to the
capitalistas who keep thelr state in dndustrial running-order and in funds
for their little games (ware and like adventures), andehencoin turn

they glve the protection of mass diversion, police pattol, and mob
suppression. Examine the Fascist movements, and see how they originate--
Napoleon, Saint-Simonian s® crackpot writing utopla books, and playing

ag a Carbinaro in Italy,land a constable in England? Mussolini, an
ex-goclalist newspaperman who reneged from the party to organize a man=-
spoils group; Hiller, a house-palnter and army corporal Soclallst who
turned fanatic to hatch a beer-putsch; de las Rocque; the Spanish flier;
Mosd ey; the Louieiana‘Kingfish; Pilsudskl; the Hungarlan aristocrat-
hopseman; Stahremberg; the Dutch"veteran". FPanbe-- Bonaparte-- the emperor;
Italy-~ Caesar-- 11 duce; Germany-- Blsmarck, der feuhrer; and what not!Q

Never have you seen a Fasclst fall to organize a middle class movement,

or fail to advance his supporters,the capitalists. Thus was Fasclem in
the July Monarachy scantily, though adequately, repreaéntad only in the
personalities of Louis Napoleon, Persigny, and Morny; thue did it enlist

the remaining anti-Guizot class of the petit bourgeclsie and the
peasantry with the magic of the "Napoleonic legend"; thue did 1t deceilve
when it seemed oppoeed to the interests of big capital.

—5gschap1ro, P 80
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For while 1t was these two dissatisfied classes, and their movements,
Soclalism and Fascism,,and their respective legends, Jacob1n15m7and '
Bonapartiams-- while it was these bBub-classes that procured the fall
of Guilzot and bourgeois monarchy, ﬁhe gigime,of Louis Philippe was
read& to be relinguished by all France, which was indignant and bored.

2.

On the basis of the evqm%a Just revounted, we may set up the frame
for a rigorous analogy between what I eall this "first experiment" and
the same development of forces today, which are theasame to a ceriain
point on whicﬂ the outcome depends-- Communism or Fascilam. Thuﬁlno
differentiation need be made in this section on the development of
forces on the basls of the outcome, but a claasirication following
three rough types may be made on & basis éf variations in the course
which this developmént follows. Acecordingly:

Type A: Formula: France, 1830-1852, and Germany, 1918-1934. Aslde
from the faect that the development was much gslower in the first case

than in the secon&, both of these cases are alike in the respect that

there were two revolutions before the final conflict was weightd leferen{

tiae: (1) A number of minor differences can be found within thisg type,
but it would be safe to gay that Germany gfter 1918 followed@ almost the
saﬁe course which France would have followed in 1830 had Lafayettie set
up a bourgeaié republic instead of a bourgeois monarchy. Both the
German republic and the Orddans' monarchy followed a similar development:

first ,the liberal age in which the partles of Lafayette and Ebert,

! ,
regpectively,had control, and theq/the second period in which Gulzot's
and Von Hindenburg's cliques had dominated. (2) No revolution was
necessary in Germany, 1928-30, as it wae in France in 1848, because the

republic wag more flexible-- ahcorcllary of the preceding pbint.

|
b

et o s

g*Guerard P 194
Bourgeois, I,P 186
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93) Another corollary is that the first revolutilon proceeded ln Germany

ﬁhén in France and that the forces merely lay dormant in a quieter atmosphere
wntll the second eriaie)which was provoked in France by the weak forelgn

policy/concernlﬁs the Spanlish question, and in Germany by the same concerningi

the reparations problem. Moreover, because of this dormancy)part of the
eventa practieally reéurred in Germany during the.secon& erisisg 1i.e.,
in the first crisis in Germany affalrs proceeded through the:lidealistic"
prévisional government, dorresponding to the period of de l'E&re and )
Larmartine in the France of the 1848 period; and including the concessions
og a,limited worker's counéil, ite disappoihtment, and the subsequent
g;a?ticist uprising; all of which corresponds to the workshdpe, their
cardcature of the hopes of the proletariat, and the June-days,events

in the gecond crisis in France., Consequently, when Germany again split
into'hostile extreme right and left after the quiescent republican period,
it took the bitterness arouse& in the leftlgsts and the fear in the rightists
caused 1in 1930 by theBg?gﬁnﬁgs plan for a permaneht Natiohal Econonie
Council and its subsequent pailiamyﬁﬁaxy defeat to set the forces again

into extenmqfactivity. ‘ ’
TypeB: Formala: Ruseis, 1905-18, and Spain, 1933-- . This group is marked
by its perlod of extreme represgsion akin to Fasclst government which

appears before the collapse of the old state. One can hardly call this
Fascism, since it eialts no notion of a planned state, but it regsembles

it in ite origin and methods, 1f not in its 1deology. The origin of both

of these has been in the weaﬁ%ns of states.by riots afﬁer gome such crisis
as the Russo-Japanese war in Russig or the Rifft war in Spain and in
connectlon with the rebelliona of Poland in the formexr and of Catalonia

in the latter, and by subsequent necessary concessions to the Dumaedpr
Cortes (parliament). To counteract tendencles, Nicholas II in 1905 |

and Alphonso XIII in 1923 fostered the selzure of the government by a

"strong man', éﬁalgpin and De Riveria, to set up a dictatorship at the right.

-



The ﬁove was successful for a number of years, until final revolution
broke-loose, in whiéh_the courge followed ls the same aa.the rest.
Differemtiae:,.in Spain the forces after Azéﬁa.turnedlrighstas the.prelude
to Fasélsm, and Lerfgux”corresponds to the familiar figure of Cavalénac,

von Pappn, Dolfums, Facta, éte.; whereas in Russia after the Mnnlakov’,‘
regimé which corresponds to Azana, the forces turned ledt and Kerensky

(thle Blénc of the revolution) assumed conﬁrol. After this, Ruseia went

to Communism instead of Fasclsm, and this is one of the reasona. Howewer
mild Kerensky was, at least he did not’hOpeleasly crush ?he Goﬁnﬁniatn

a8 Cévaignac d@id-- and they had s chance tosgg%Jthe governﬁent by the

time théir atreﬂsth had acéumulated. ‘ | |

VTyﬁe C: Formula: Italy 1917-23 and Hungary 1916-20. ‘The markéd characterésts
istics of this group are“that there is no previous crisis, for:ihbh a crisis
is at any rate, only an incident in prepmration of the conflict between
Communism and Faseism. Most of the nations in this type, however, developed
their breskdown and their aubéequent conflict directly from the old state in
the erisis of meeting new problems which it could not solve. Thus, both
Italj, ané Bungary, and Bulgaria passed thru a great crisis in the war, |
and emergea; each according to their own‘purpoec)in defeat. In each it
seeméarthat'tﬁz old order, which had degenerated, or centrifdgated, into

a chaos;'wh&ch‘waa to pass into extreme revolution after the "Wilsonian"
elemehta had falled utterly to bring the state into order, and revOIutién
acthally proceeded farther in these nations than in any others in which it
was ultimately overcome by reaction. The occupation of the factoriles,
the‘program of Bela Kun, and the "reforms" of Bshmbuliski were really |
Bolehavik‘measufea, and were realiy’inthahtat&%o cbﬁtrol of the nation

when reaction set in. Conaeqnently)phe reactionarles were, as 1in Russia,
much harsher when they organized their Fasclams, the White Terrorq)than in
any country exceptyRusvs"j.a-- band‘ unlike in Rusgla, they were sugcessfuls

slmilatiyythere were not only Junq-ﬁaya but real, protracted civil ﬁar in
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this group. Also it may be noted that due to the "1nter}p&es“be1ng really
more chaotie continuatlona of this old state A%a cfisis igé% ;hort-lived
idealistic republice following the complete breakdown and scrapping of the
old government, and in each case, there was enough left in the old monarchy
and monarchial ideas to ally 1tsé1f to the Faeéidtl and have itself retained
as a usefihl feature in the Fascist triumph.“ Differshtiae: the differences
in this type are mainly of &esree. For inétahce, in Hungary the break
with tﬁe old order was much stronger under Karolyl than in Italy under
Glolittl, and the power of Bela Kun much stronger than that of the Massimal-
1sts-- therefore notlce that while the monarchy 1is 1reta1nédq, Hungary
has had no monarc?,anﬁ:thts=¥a not only because of Allied hoptility to &
Hapsburg, but because Horthy does not care to so modify his control over
Hﬁhgary. -
"3'

With this classificatlion of our case hilstories in mind, we may return
to France, and pay attentiongfa\gzizjthe events in other countries that
are illuminatingly analggous to thle perlod of French history, remembering
that although these particullar analoglesg may not be atrictly applicable
inthe same order to every nation in our general classification, our formulae
and differentiae have shown thekr generai eimilarity of development, and

that geheralltieé are already considered.grareded In this way we may avold

of this part II, and which would naturally be met with more .kgptioinm;
i.ey, that this struggle was manifes}, and Faelsm put to é firet &xperiment
ag early aé the general period, 1830-71, in France. Further, from this
we may hope to illustrate the general characteristice of Fasclem and of the

evente that lead up to it.?

9 Russla will of course be included in our fleld of analogy only because

and only in so far as, the situation preceding Fascism, and the forces
in the gield in which Fascism originates and battles Communism, are the
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~ the propaganda in books and democratic’

II.

. Thus we are already able to notiece that from about 1840 (or
perhaps.as early as 1834, when the July monarchy entered the "Gniiﬁt
period", and the bourgeolis monarchy was doomed as the Weimar fepubiic
was when the Nationalists came to power in 1925), Franee's government

was undergoing the same loss of préstige that Italy felt after 1915

‘and Germany after the reparations failure. Undermined by the growilng

Soclalist reform movements and the Empéh&klist Napoleonie tradition,
the monarechy 6f Louis Philippe fell in 1848 under a general resistance
to its obstinate repressione. The French government fell as every olLd
government of a nation which has latter been host to Fasclsm (or

Communism) has fallen, in a crisle and amld general unpoﬁularity.

-Superf;cially'Lt might appear that our parallel were violated in the

cagd of those nations in which the government"merely decayed into chaos",
but the aetual Italian government really fell also at this point, and
gave way to a transition common to all countries. It must be rea}ized
thé% by gsuch means Orlando was passed out, and that Victor Emanuel wax
allowed to remalin on hisvthrone only because bhe riotergsof 1918-19 dia
not feel strongly that he was essentially tled up to the oié& syétemfgg“
When the history of the case 1s thus stripped of its deceiving appearance,
it 1is reéllzed that Italy, too, went thru ezactly the same fundamental
transition by the same methods. -

The passage of the old state was practlcally undefended. (1) As in
Petrograd in 1917, in Budapest in 1918, and in every instance in which

evemtva lg
Communiem and Fascism have,waged war for the possession of a collapsed

state, there was no great revolution to overthrow the old government

itgelfa The &lsorders in each case conslsted chiefly of bread riots
and street fighting, of strikes or barricades with almost no bloodshed.
(2) The soldiers in each e¢ase were asked to fire on the rebels, and in

each case eilther made an empty gesture, or openly refused and fraternized

. with the mobs. "The constflgt relations between workingmen and soldilers,

9 a Villari.
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journaib, all combined, in spilte of the ordersa of thefgovernmeqt, to
develop among the soldiers democratic ideas and éentiments".lo The
bourgeols Natiénal guafd, when ordered to fire, regusedll; These éoldiera
were the tie between workders and bourgeoisis.

The bourge@isie were hbw unwilling to support a;government which
could no longer be strong enough to keep the eituaﬁioh in control'for
their benefit; after the affalr was over;'they felt, they would, 1f they
@1& not tufn it against them by thelr present obstinécy, be able to contrbI
it or to creat¢new forcés of theif own;‘hence the gbvernment in its weakness
aroused only thelr contempt. "It was the Natlonal Guard and the bourgeoisie,
who, by paral}zing the efforts of the government, hiﬁderedtthé atfuggle,
played. into thé hands of the insurgents and obliged the crown to retreat.
'Th;fe', said Tocqueville, 'was that middle class whose every wieh'had been  '
gervilely met for eighteen years; public opinion had succeeded 1n carrying 1£
away and hurling it against the men whohhdd@ flaktered it to actual c&rrupﬁion.
tiqn.?ﬁla Under these circumstances in each case the ministry was obliéed
to gi%é way, whlle almost as soon and in all but one case, the monarch was
forced to abdicate in short order under advice from all hands, and flee the
capital or remain under protective guérd- Thus did thdse governments give
up the ghost amid but slight violence, without support of soldiery or
bourgeoiéie,or evén sometimes quite litérmlly benefit of clergy, and in
diégrace. | |

In other wor&b, no one thought the old government was worth gavingg

and there was no civil war waged over ite existence. The Red ve. White

wars were always waged considerably later over who should possess, or

surprising new'ééopefétionéqf all classes, a provisional government waas sgset

up'which aimed,at‘tiding over the crisis, and providing for the republlc
which would be based on the ideallstic will of the nation. Immediately

1075, T, » 29%
1 1d., P 295 12 1d., P 295
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a constitutional convention was called into being to prepare that instrument
which was destined never really to work, because its basis in the circum-
stances under which it came into being could not be uniform-- either
Soclalistic or capitalisttée. Keeping in mind the fact that the first
German revolution of 1918 was both an 1830 and an 1848, we may point to this
té an excellent example. The Italian situation‘rewards us less, because
the constitutlonal cﬁange, per se, was lacking, but there was a provisional
government in the sense that Glolittl was a premier who represented this
same»attitude, and mat this same fate.

The make-up of provisional governmenta was about the same in all
countries. That in France, 1848, was headed by Dupont de l'Eure, and

contalned Ledru-Rollin and various other elements. Soon 1t passed to

'Lamafatine and Louls Elanc was admitted. Thils corresponds closely to the

influence of Muliakov (=Lamartine) and Kerensky (= Ledru-Rollin or Blanc)

2%

in the Ebert governments. Zll1 these governments were headed

in the Russian cabinets of Prince Lwoff, or to Schiedemannn{=Lamartine)
and Haasel-®
by & moderate-- Lamartine, Ebert, Glolitti, Karolyl, Zamora, Muliakov,
ete., who were neither right nof left, but Iiberal or "penevolent" toward
labor, as for instance the higﬁ& consideration for the'trade uﬁiohs in
Italy in 1919-21, and the advantages given them.

But whatever the slgnificance of these gpeclfic parallels, the real
point 1s that these republice were 1in an 1mpbss1b1e and unfortunate
position. -When the government attempts to consolidate "the revolution",
to meet its problems with a program , it must bow ko either its bourgeols
members or to 1ts labor members. It becomes the seat of a conflict that

undermines its authority and creates bitter antagonisms. It is continually

wracked by schisms, or its poliey rendered futile by vacillations end

I5a" Leltnecht had resigned. T T
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~and compromises. The real government becomes vested in the forces

that are struggling to possess the state. Ten years after the idealism
of such a state, it is sneered at by both the victors and the vanquished
of'the clasgs struggle that ended 1its existence. Steering between Scylla
and Charybdis ls too dangerous. It 1s better to go into port first, but
at.least a provisional governﬁent has the doubtful honor to cast the
government ﬁowar& elther Scyllans or Charybdians, before they go on the
rocks. Of course that is not as well as if they steered ¥ into port,
but it 1s a partly enviable positioni®
When people went to consolidate their gains, the state which had been

aupporte& byboﬁh the conservative Odllon Barrot and the radical Ledru-~Rollin
broke asunder. It was originally composed of Conservative republicans
and the Groupe'Nat.ional14 on one gide, and the Left Republicans and Groupe
Rsformels on the other, as follows: de 1'Eure (N), Lamartine(C), F. Arago (N)
E. Arago (R), Goudchaux (L), Le&ru-Rollin (R), Bremieux (R), Bedeau (C),
Gavéignac (C),'c#rnot (C), Bethmont (N), Marie (N), Blanc (R), Marrast (R),
Flacon (R), and Caussidiere (R), Prefect of Police, and Garnier-Pages (N),
Mayoy,of Paris. Thus they'stand nine to elght, with the advantage and
the key positions to the conaervativeé but a number of them-- de 1'Eure,
Lamartine, Garnler-Pages~-- in a medliatlve position.

- Soon, however, a crisis came and the government veered to the left
under the influence of Blanc. The undmployed were demanding bread, and
national workshops had to‘be gset up. The Lamartine government was forced
to cooperate with the Soclalists or face a downfaail. Similér events
oceured under the paraliel government of Breuning in 193016,'whén Breuning
set up a working alliance with the Soclal-Democrate and attempted to revige
Ebert's National Economic Counéil .17' Again, there 1s a close connection

Wlth the oceupation of the factor:ea in Italy to which Giolitti opposed no

S gsures -and: -:to -which he -effered -compromiges-- and "inm certaim locallities
. 13b Lore in Recovery Tkrough Revolution, P 185
14 The moderate newspaper 15 The radical newspaper




‘position for a new reactlion and retort and many of its leaders, too, had
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and provinces the ‘'red' Trade Unions, unite& in the Local or Regilonal
Chamber of Labor (Trade Unineils), virtually usurped the authority of
the central power." 18 Similar power was seized in Russia by the Soviets
with little Opposiiion from Kerensky. The aplrit of the movement was

Sat\t\\tﬂ)
not wholly,but a method of direct control of management (not resources)

by labor, and a direct relief of starvation conditions. That capitalists
still held capitaiinas shown by the fact thét, "terrified... by the
menace of total exproprlation the capitalists hastened to forestall it
by offering to finance the industries that had been seized by the Bzg&ial

“19 ° - \M»{ MA.AA‘QAC-L
Unions. That the Amhatendez of a Communistic order was in these

Trade Unlon measurggxqzﬂahown by the statement that "the whole movement

geemed on the point of becoming a Sepletlisoclal revolution; and that

gseemed to be the consclous aim.of many of its supporters." That theiammanlnae;
of Fascism existed in the support of the government wae proved by the fact :

that the tolerance was glven only because the goverﬂment did not know quite

how elge to deal wlth a tduchy gsituation, and was merely retreating for ?

the conscidua 1ntehtion of handﬁgé over the government to a Faselst
Bapttal reaction Af ever the situation got out of hand. The first of these
‘three seﬁtences deals with 8he situatlion, the last two with its immanancies .
The gituation was shortly to become changed, and the possgibilitles,
actualities.

For Trelat20 was the next day to declde that his reluctant emergency

measures had gone far enough, and to revoke thgi_ggg"g;gglggggggg;y_§l§pc21
16 Again remembering that Hermann Muller and Heinrich Breuning were'repetiti-

ons" of the first and second "Ebert" cabinets.

17 Munro, P 653

18 por, P 60

19 1d4., P 65

20 Minister of Public Works
21 Secretalre de Ministerile
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wag to reallze that hls compromises with the dld order had made his plans
unworkable and the institutions he fostered but a carilacatures; of his
hopee,and decided to insist upon a comﬁlete capiﬁulation. Blane's
indistence upon capituiatioﬁ and Trelat's on fevocation were met face to
face and disrupted the cabinet. Ledru-Rollin who leaned@ to Blanc's,

and Lamartine, who favored Trelat's point of view, gave up parﬁgigship and.
tried to save the sit&atibn by cohtinﬁing the present moderate status of TK4%
workshops and the Luxembourg Commission which directed them : buttthey were
impudent as Gilolitti was, in the vital conflict/i%%%nding rampant strife
between capltalist and socialist.interests, and so were dlscredited. As

we have shown, they were not,in any caee, strong governments with decided
pasitions and now

| f
situation demanded, and the generdl feeling favored@, either "measures for

especially(they gtood between two firing lines’for the

the reogganization orl\for] the dissolution of the Hational WorkehOps.“22
As a matter of fact, due to its divided basie, the repubiic was nothing but
a pupped of its two- mhatarig,both of which gought to have the government
blamed for a violent assault on the other.23 Behihd Trelat, de Palloux~ 24
and cavalgnac25} behind Blane, Blanqul and Barbes. "M. de Falloux, a stout
Conservative, but elillful in conceéling his intentions under fairly
moderate language, inveigled Ahe Agsembly into a conflict with the working-
class, without letting them see the danger".26

By this time, then, the government had no authority. "The Executive
Gommiseién hesitated, seeing 1t was caught between the thréat of a worker's
revolt and a bourgeolis feaction 1nﬁhe Assembly." Falloux and his coterie
were making friendly geetﬁres to Louls Napoleon; while cries of "Vive

1'Empreurer" were heard.27 Blanc had long since decided to cooperate with

22 B,I,P 333

23 1d., P332

24 Later one ofNNapoleannIII's Gonservative parliamentary leaders
25 General,Minister of War

26 1da., P 334

27 14, P 332
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Blanqui, and eries of “vive la revolation" were heard no less28. The
‘ - _
government "yleld 8@ to the bourgeoisle on June 21, 1848, and @issolved

the workshops. Then civil war broke out. As iIn Italy in 1920, both the
Rurded & omewlaly ‘ '

) bourgeoisie and the prcletariah& gtrike~-breakers vs. strikers, and the

former and others in the minority Jjolned the Fascietteg trade unions
as against the soclalist'trade unions ; radlcal bourgeolsle vs. Conservitives
and petit bourgeols minority leaders (like Ledru-Rollin) supported the

goclalist riots.3° But nevertheless 1t was a war between Fasciste'and

‘Communilsts, for soclety was now forced to abandon liberalism for violence,

and split in favor of either a capitalistlic or a proletarian atate. First,
the ranks of 3
"the threats of the bourgeoisie stiffened/the working-men" 5

That 1is in
iine with the events just recounted. Now, the bourgeoisle handed over \
power to the army, and the proletariat saild "go" to the secret.societies.
"The bourgeoisia'[35 anticlipation of the 1neurréctioé] had entrusted
the defence of order to a Minister of War, who,though a Republican, was _
above all a soldier, and $ggrfighting was necessary only thought of winning--
General Cavaignac"32. And at the same time "during the night the staff
employed on the W6rkshops prepared for insurrection." _

The fighting'knowﬁ to history as the June Days ; lasted from June 23 to
26. Both fought savagely, for they knew thelr cause was vital. "The

workers were completely persuadeﬁ that thiefRepublic had played them

false and was ggnnggng them into want; the bdurgeois were equally convinced

the 1nﬁeurvection wae high treason toward the Republie. 'The question®,
’ . X 34 )
sald Arago, 'was one that could only be settled@ by force'": General

Gavaignac, té ‘whome the Bxecutive @Gommission (Lamartine)>had glven up

their power in final signification that however liberal, they were still

28 1d., P 317
29 Earlier, Catholic

3@ Tor, P 59

31 B, I, P 333
32 1d., P 335
33 i1bid

34 p 336
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bourgeois, proclaimed a stéte of seige, established anabsolute dlectator-
sh1p35, and in shoft, won agalinst the Soclallsts.

Two classes "had been at deadly war“ 36, the old order had won and
by such methods tﬁat Fascism, whether by»name or not was already in power.
Thie was violent class war, aithough it was a preliminary énaction of
what was to oceur sevénty'yeara later « "“The terriblelJjuné Days' was
thé first war betieen bourgeols and proleiariat, and 1% left a légacy of
bitter antagonism between them" which waes to become an ever deepening
hostii;ty.37 Henceforth it was not “Liberal Democracy" vs. "Soclal
Democracy",; but Communism va. Fasciém-- for twenty yeéra 1n‘France,
and then it was to be revived on a world's gtage seventy years later.
"The peoplaeyeilded to a decisive superiority of force, but a déep—seated
ill-will and class hatred remained, which prepared the ground for the
sllent reception of the seed just then belng sown by Karl Marx in his
attacks on cépital and on the bourgeoieie...é;né at the same timE)
the memories of the Consulate inclined the bourgeolsle to look for the
Saviour of Oraer, of public peace, and of its own private interests
among the heirs of Bonapart.e.f"33

Now, while Hegel and Marx, Napoleon and Blanqui rose to power,
Blane and empeclally Cavaignac became men without support. We Bhall
forgét Blane, because he was no longer a factor in history, but had he
been in the positlon of Cavalgnac, he toa would have been no less
repudiated by those he had pﬁt into power. For it happened to Kerensky,
and Kerensky 1s what Blanc would have been if Ehe French provislonal
governmént,like the Russian, had declded to turn left and pass power in

that direction to solve the difficultles destroying its shaky baais)
instead of turning, as it did, to the right and Cavaignae. For 1t was by

35 1via.,

36 1d., P 337
37 Schapiro, P 192
38 B,I1,Pp 337-338
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the aceldent, or rather; courge of events, that put the leftist Kerénsky
in power, as much as any bther factor, that turned the tide to the Bolsheviks!
instead of to the"Whites , who would have gset up a Fascist dictatorship-- |
not the o0lé monarchy, Chamberlain contende-~- in Russia. Similarly,Cavaignac,
shom bourgeols calls the "spokesman and saviour"' of the pourgeoisie, was,
however, not owned by theﬂFascists and thelilr conservative cohort; and yet
he wag=-~- along with the ﬁommaninbat#predeceasors éf Fagcism in other
countries, von Paspen, Facta, Lerroux-- a chilef factor in the gucceés of
Fasclam.

We have a bad hablt of exerclsing very pdor historical judgement
in reviewing the acts of the predecessors of Fasclstic dictatorships.
We call Lamartine, Breuning, and Giolitti "last stands of parliamentary
democracy“ with some justlce; at least we éould call them half-stands.
But when &e'go to call Von Hindenburg and hls Papen cabinet, Vichkor

"saviours of the republic",

Emanuel and ﬁis Facta cabinet, and Cavalgnac
as the world in each case stood by and did, and as certain authorities.
(Emile Bourgeois, for instance) still inslst on doing, we are dead-wrong.
These men repregented reaction and reaction invariably gives way)in the
face Sfremnantsndf revolutions it had -uppreeseq)to counter-revolution.
Willingly: Hindenburg would wrather call Hitler to power than even Breuning;
Victor Emanuel would rather permit the government to Mussolini than to

the reformist Soclallste, Turatl; and Cavalgnac would rather loge the
election to Bonaparte than to the reformist radical, Ledru-Rollin.

You might say that was because Hitler was to win a great election, that
Musgolini had just won by 87,000 to 45,000 over Turati in a Milan election,
that BOnaparte carried $3960,000 voteatz;k510 000 of Ledru-Rollin. But
the real thing 1s that although the Fascist tkeated the Nationalists

(and Cavaigniste) with utter contempt and denied them a birth in the
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political Pullman , they intended to carry out the same fundamental
ideas, only by downright violence instead of mere suppresseion.
And what 1s the difference?

~ Even Bourgeoils now goes to admit that "already the French people,
seeing thelr own incapacity for reconciling order and democracy, were
beginning to incline to a'democratid monarchy, an inclination of which

n39 pogelem

the édletatorship of Cavaggnac has béen the first symptom.
is esgﬁblished de facto with opposition by vliolence and dictatdrship

to change of the old order of caplitallsm. Fasclsm is established de jure
with opposition to overthwow of capitalism by violence and dictatorship
changing the old order for the sake of retalning its essential underlying
sy#tem. There 1s nofmuch difference, then, between Cavaignae and Louis

Napoleon. Thus even a repression of Fascligm by such methods ig Fascism.

1%t 18 often asserted that in December, 1851, Louis-Napoleon strangled .
the harmless, generous, idealistic republic of 1848. As a matter of fact

do

political and soclal reactlons began immediately after thelDays of June."
Then Cavaignac actually set up Faclsm in a positive way by his acts. i
Moreover, he actually set up Faeclsm in a negative way by hils status.
He was discreditéd and the constitutlon fashloned during hie incumbency
and administered with Loules Napoleon as president provided a further
degeneration of the state which gave Louls Napoleon his opportunity for a
coup @'etat. That the inclinatlion to Fascism which Bourgeols descrides
inthe duotation above was definite, 18 proved by the election of Louls
Napolefon over Cavaignac by a huge majority-- 5,500,000 to 1,500,000.
Thiere correctly maintalned that the coup d'etat was , in the woRds of
.Guerar&; "the natural consequence of the presldentlal election"Al-- the

repudiatién of Cavaignac . The presidential election was won by Louils

Napoleon because Cavaignac reprecented a decomposed state; Louls Napoleon

39 1d., P 343 -
40 Guerard, P 127
4 13., P 128
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was able to follow this by the coup d'etat because Cavalgnae's constitution
had not WOrked even with Louls Napolebn a8 president.

| @t also proves ag Pareto and Odon For contend)that the state wam
‘actﬁally in a proceas of breakaown; and that the sentiment of the people
was not in alleglance to the nominal government but in faet the people
were patriots of one of two combatant-states-within-states, the Soclalists
or the Fasclsts. They looked to either Bonaparte or Blanqul rather than
to Cavalgnace, and regarded the latter as a tool to use against the former;
or to Hitler or Thalmann rather than to Von Papen and Sleicher; or in
Italy 1t went farther and the combatant states-within-the¢state, the
Soviets and the Fasel held actual power and Facta was helpless in veritablae
civil war, as Buchanan might have been had he remained president during
the Whr Between The States.

But in the case of each of our paralleig, the Fascl seized the
government and gathered all power into ite own hands-- as did also
Bismarck in 1866, Lincoln in 1861, and, 1h a way, Cavour, in 1861; as did
congecutively Bela Xun and Horthy in 1920, and as did the Soviets in the
saceesaful revolution of 1917. When Fasclsmo agssimilates the national
hcvernment‘intq itself, thencentripetal force, as Pareto calls it, 1s
restored.

The case then is this: the Soclallsts undermihe the government
with the intention of superceding 1t. But at the critical moment,
the Baselstl, acting as the White guard of the boJAEeoisie intervene
and astrike at the state which they capture and repossess.

The next step after Cavalgnac put Fasclsm at only one remove from
poﬁer. People turned to a "pPrince whose ancestors had ceased to relgn
long enough for’their virtués alone fo be remembered, whose name recalled
both a period of military glory and a perlod of revolution, while ceeming
at the séme time to combine the traditions of equality so dear to all

Frenchman, and the autocracy which 1is welcome at moments of soclial trouble
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and political inddcision."*2

One more move, and the March on Rome was complete in France: Napoleon,

who had been in"Rome" for two years, had taken it for his own by means as

- 8ly as Mussolini's had been spectacular, bﬁf'manggvggs from the ineide
e e T -
L) s .

&g Mussolini's prepmredness had been from the outside, and by means

| altogether as effective. In the coup d'etat of 1851, "the army was

prepared, and when the Parls mob rose 1t wae swiftly and mercilessly
suppreseed."43 Fasclsm was in.

We could"expatiate on as for as many more wpages as we have on the
"eguses" of Socialism's defeat and Fascism's triumph 1in France of 1851.
We could develop the policles of Napoleon III and show how the new
Fasclst measures tally almost exactly with the ldfge number of those
policles, and show wherein he was not purely Fasciét. We could analyze
and explain Fascism endlessly although fruitfully,But we wlll not.

We are able to percelve all these things in 1ts origins. Besides, my

e ,
,my”timgfﬁhbrtman& my pencil 1s blunt. We will therefore leave Fasclam

on the threshold of its first preliminary experiment-- its"try-out",
and end with a broad, generalized quotation. "Some people,-indeea,

have seen in Louls Napoleon the father of the-modern 'planned state',

fave even called him the 'first Fascist'". 4%

FINIS

42 Lebon, P 275

43 Schapiro, P 193 .
4% "Napoleon No. 3", a review of Alfred Neumann's Another Caesar, Time,

Jan. 21,

1935
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READING REPORT
Final Exam, Government 3, 1936..

- Samuel T. Schroetter

Since I have reviewed the chief boocks I have read.for Government
: with>my monthly quiz papers, the last of which was only a week before
final exams, I have degided to checklist the principal articles I have
‘read since September in thils reading report. 1 have made twd lista: one
of the fifteen besat articles among those ineluded; and the other of
the remaining group. In the second list, those articles indicated by

a are the fifty outstanding ones. |

The list is not complete, since it was compiled by looking over

my own magazines and the library stacks of those I read more or less
regularly. It would therefore miss brlefs, editorials (excepting those
longer oneg that easily belong in a list of the fifty besﬁ articles),
and book rewilews, too innumerable to mention, as well a articles 1in
magazines sometimes read-- such as Round Table, Forum, ete. It also
makes Time and Literary Digest impraectical for reporting, and I read
tﬁe formér regularly. It leaves out artlcles I have read on unrelated
subjects in McCall's, Stage, Philosophical Review, and the like. It
omits, naﬁufally, the hometown and Richmond newspapers, as weell as fhe
New York Times, The Dally Worker, The London Times, and The Manchester
Guardian. But it 1s still a pretty impressive .list, and I submit it
without fear qf being undgerread. .

| I intended to arrange the articles according to their subject
matter, but the task lodomed as too arduous, and I gave it up for a

slmpler logle.




List I.
TEN BEST ARTICLES OF THE PAST FIVE MONTHS

with five outstanding earlier articles I've read.

, 1. Christians and Communists. Harry F. Ward. Christian Gentury,
. : Dec. 25, '35.

- v 2+ Russla Watches East as Well as West. _ﬁalter Duranty. Asiaz, Feb. '36.
v 3e Japan's Stake on Empire. William H. Chamberlin. A4sia, Nov. '35,
A. Jefferson in America Now. Charles A. Biard. Yale Review, Winter '36.
,1’ 5. Tug-of=War in Central Asla. Wilbur Burton. Asia, Sept.-Oct. '35. .
fos. John Marshall's Long Shadow. Max Lerner. New Republie, Sepﬁ.>18 '35,

T« The Constitution and States R_1ights. Charles A. Beard. Virginila
Quarterly Review, Oct. '35,

8. Justice Roberts vs. Justlce Stone. John T. Flynn. New Repubiic,
. ‘ Jan. 22 '36,

L///;.' China Must Resist! Y. T. Wu. Christian Céntury, Nov. 6 '35,

F/fiog They Cry "Peace, Poace." Bruce Bliven. New Republic, QOct. 23~
- - . NOV. 6-N°‘W. 20 '35. . o

v Lo National Politlecs and War. Charles A. Beard. Seribner' g, Feb. '35.

The best article of the year, substantiall
lssue of Today. ! ally reprinted in a September

v 2. The Supreme Court and the N. R A.. Charles E. Clark: with
- . .o - an Editori
Soclzal Control Vs. The Constitution. New Republie, J&ne 12 '35, ot

3. The Crieis of the Middle CIasa. Lewis Corey. Nation, Aug. 14-21-28 '35.

4., The. Unknown So_ldier Speaks. dJo
Nov. 6 '35, A reprint.p ho Haynes Holmes. Christian Century,

lyfggffTha Horrible South. Gerald ﬂ. Jaohnson. Virginia Quarterly Review, Apr.

'35.



List II.

NEW REPUBLIC.

June 12, 1935.
Concerning Huey Long. Paul Hutchlnson.

Sept. 25
My Town. Merlidel Le Sueur. '
Counter Attack at Pittsburgh. J. Alfred Wilner.
Where Does Hiller Get The Money? Paul Crosser.

. QOcte 9 .
The People'’s Front in Franece. Henrl Lefebvre.
The Movies Join Hearst. Selden C. Monefee. '

Oct. 16
Ferment in Ethe Colleges. James Wechsler.
Working for the Governments Toward a Better Publlec Service Personnel.
Lloyd K. Garrison.

Qect. 23
Italy g8 Bfrican Balance Sheet. Vera Micheles Dean.

Oct. 30
The League in Aetion. H. N. Brallsford.
Off to Etheapla. Jack Harris.
' ' Nov. 6 3
The Press Goes to War. Alexander Werth and Eleanor Clark.

Nowv. 13
Dress Rehearssl For Neutrality. An Editorial.
The Fate of Eurcpe: Four Expectatlons. George Soule.
Where Roosevelt Stands Today. Jonathan Mitchell.

. Nov. 27
Civilized History. Lewls Mumford.

Dec. 4
The Nazil War on Medlieine. Ralph Thurston.
Wha But Hoover? Jchn T. Flynn.
Regulation By Taxation. Irving Brant.

. Dec. 1L :
British Foreign Paliecy. Gerald Barry.
Page Opposlte Edltorial. Bernard Smith,

Dec; 18
Recovery. Stuart Chase; wlth an Edltorial, Recovery Is Possible.

‘Decs 25, 1935-Jan. 1, 1936
Will Japan Crack Up? I. The Crisls an the Home Front. T. A. Bessor.
: ;I. The High Coat of Imperislism. Geunther Stein.
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