
16

LOS ANGELES—A few days ago, I was in-
vited to a dinner to support the humanitarian ac-
tivities of the priest Rogelio Poncelle, in El
Salvador, especially in the area of Morazán.  An-
other panelist was the Mexican writer, Hector
Ibarra Chavez, Genaro, who had supported and
participated  with the guerrilla of the FMLN dur-
ing the war. In the audience there were more than
50 people, among them ex-guerrilla fighters,
unionists and other supporters of the FMLN.

The priest Poncelle talked, detailing the terri-
ble reality of poverty that Salvadoran workers
suffer and how he helps build small coopera-
tives, clinics, and other forms of aid. During his
presentation he said that we must help, but also
that we must reconcile ourselves with the past.
Basically he said that we should forget the past
and try to build a world of peace and love.

Genaro said that socialism failed. He’s putting
forward the point of view that capitalism is in-
vincible, that nothing else can be done, and that
we have to support the FMLN.

After these presentations, there was a question
and answer period. A youth asked, “How can we
forget what the military did, the massacres,
rapes, and tortures, especially at El Mozote,
where they massacred more than 900 people,
mostly women and children?” The priest re-
sponded that we have to pray and look inside
ourselves for forgiveness.

A representative of Central American Studies
at Cal State University at Northridge said that he
thought that the war hadn’t been worth it, that
we don’t need to fight, and that we don’t win
anything by doing so. His perspective was capi-

talist, saying that we shouldn’t fight and that we
don’t win anything by fighting.

Others spoke from a religious point of view.
The priest, as well as the writer, gave their points
supporting capitalist reformism.

At the end a worker spoke, explaining that we
must never forget but instead learn the lessons
for the next battle. Forgetting would be to betray
those who rose up to say “enough” to exploita-
tion and died thinking of a better future for all
the workers. He said that the conditions of ex-
ploitation, poverty, and repression that caused
the war to start are still there, that the capitalist
henchmen are still there. He explained that it’s
true the struggle failed, because they didn’t fight
for communism. Socialism is state capitalism
and it can’t lead to communism.  

He said that there are men and women work-
ers here in the US, in Mexico and Central Amer-
ica who are fighting for communism, that
communism continues to be the alternative for
the future that we all want and need. He called
on them to join ICWP. He also said that there
won’t be peace while bosses and workers exist.
That the future we need will happen when free
workers take power and build communism. He
ended by saying there are good people who fight
for one year; that those who struggle  for ten
years are better; but those who fight for their
whole lives are indispensable for the revolution. 

A friend of his gave out Red Flag and the doc-
ument Mobilize the Masses for Communism to
some of those present. One of the regular readers
of Red Flag said, “I want to see who dares to
contradict that speech.”

After the loud applause that we gave to his
small but direct speech, there was silence. No
comments. 

Then the moderator said, “Well, umm, er, we
see that there are different points of view…let’s
bring out the singers.”

a lifetime of struggle 
for our class

The workers’ movement has always needed
unity, cohesion and discipline in the struggle
against the capitalist rulers (bourgeoisie).  But it’s
had to fight the opposite ideas from the start.
Today, mass reactions against bourgeois politics
are misdirected with spasms of horror at central-
ism, the dictatorship of the working class, and,
most of all, the Party.  

These ideas are not “spontaneous.”  Re-
formism, unionism, cooperatives, and anti-Party-
ism are spread by political organizations.  No
matter how honest their advocates, they end up
serving capitalism.

Communism vs. Anarchism
The International Workingmen’s Association

(1864-1876) included communists led by Marx,
plus socialists, anarchists, trade-unionists, and

others.  Bakunin formed a secret anarchist group
within it. Anarchists rejected all forms of a state,
including the communist dictatorship of the
working class.  Instead they wanted a secret “in-
visible dictatorship” to lead the workers’ revolt
and then declare a “stateless” social system.  The
International expelled Bakunin’s group in 1872
as splitters.

Marxists continued to fight the influence of
Proudhon and Lassalle.  Marx agreed with the an-
archist Proudhon that the capitalist state had to
be smashed, rejecting reformism and reliance on
elections.  But Marx argued for centralism
against Proudhon’s “federalism.”  

Lassalle founded the General Association of
German Workers, a key element of the Interna-
tional.  Lassalleans organized producers’ cooper-

atives, partly funded by the
landlord-dominated Prussian state.
They called for liberal political re-
forms but nationalistically sup-
ported the unification of Germany
by force by their reactionary Pruss-
ian patrons.  

When the Second International
was formed in 1889 without the an-
archists and cooperativists, Marx-
ism won out.  However, the Second
International was an association
rather than a party, seeking sympa-
thetic national affiliates. Each na-
tional party elected its leadership
and built trade unions, believing
wrongly that participating in bour-

geois political maneuvering was a step toward
political liberty that had to precede economic
emancipation from capitalism.  

Lenin and other communists in the Second In-
ternational waged a sharp, protracted struggle
against its nationalism, trade-unionism, and op-
portunism.  But when the first World War began,
its incorrect politics, loose structure, and lack of
a centralized, disciplined party led to its political
bankruptcy.  Each party sided with “its” capitalist
government and supported imperialist war. Even
the left-wing German Spartakusbund delayed its
break from the frightened sell-out social-democ-
ratic leaders.  Its leaders paid for their indecision
with their lives.

Lenin’s communist party, in contrast, seized
the opportunity to take power in Russia.  In 1919,
fifty-two delegates from thirty-four communist
parties formed the Third International.  

A year later, the KAPD faction split from the
German Communist Party.  Linked to the Dutch
leaders Pannekoek and Gorner, it put forward
“council communism,” a form of anarchism.  It
posed a false dilemma:  “Who will exercise Pro-
letarian Dictatorship – the Party or the Class?”  It
wrongly saw the centralized, disciplined Party as
an “external” intervention.  They advocated that
the working-class (proletariat) should organize
alone, without it.  They looked for some other
form of immediate organization that workers
could guarantee as revolutionary.  

Today the struggle is even sharper.  Some

the masses neeD a 

centralizeD communist party

ICWP has published our mani-
festo Mobilize the Masses for Com-
munism. It’s available in English
and Spanish. Order your copy or

copies. Please send donations for the
costs of printing and mailing. We
also ask for your suggestions and

criticisms.

Write to : PMB 362
3175 S. Hoover St., 

Los Angeles, CA 90007
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