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o M;rxism and
Freedom

relations of worker to job

MARXISM AND FREEDOM ... from 1776 until Today: by Raya
Duyevskaya; 287 pages plus 70 pages of appendix plus notes,
index and bibliography; price $6.00, published 1958 by Book-
mian Associates, 31 Union Square West, New York 3. N.Y,

This boak by Trotsky's former
secretary is a weighty addition
to the bit of socialist literature
that clearly argues for a world
of free men as distinguished
from a world of puppets directed
by a burcacracy of planners,
This book further argues that
this libertarian socialist view is
the Marxism of Marx; that mere
forms of social ownership, if
they carry over the same rela-
tions of worker to job as prevail
in capitalism, necessarily carry
over also the inherent contra-
dictions of capitalism and thus
too “contain the seeds of their
own destruction.”

* ® =

To this review, the author’s
central argument appears to run
thus:

For capitalism to develop
there must first of all be a class
of wage-workers, men looking
for a job because they find no
other workable way of making
a living. The labor-power they
offer for sale is thus already an
alienation of theit creative self-
activity. They do not go to work
producing the things they feel
inclination-~10 - produce,
They hire out to do 35 theyre
told, to produce what théir em-

ployer has decided, d§ing ‘theled

materials and processes he _has
decided upon. He does the plan-
ning, or he segregates a section
of his hired hands to work out
the details of his planning and
enforce the subservience of the
rest of his hired hands to these
plans.

e —— ———

The class of wage workers
thus produces itd own kecp and
the necessaries and luxurics of
these above them and more fac-
tories and machines with which
their employers hope io expand
their businesses, Thus they also
produce business cycles and cri-
ses, for periodically they pro-
duce more factories and ma.
chines than can profitably be
used; the total profit, ‘even

though it has grown, yields a
lower rate of profit when it is
divided by this greatly enlarged
copital, and the disappointed
capitalists holler that wage costs
are too high, and start doing
what they are doing at the time
of this review.

The competition between vari-
ous groups controlling the in-
dustrial equipment tends to be
shaped by the inherited system
of national states and becomes
competition -between national
economies, or more typiclly in
recent years between groups of
such nations talking about dif-
fering ideologies. The working
class as the result of this com-
petition is assigned to the fur-
ther alienated production of war
material and H-bombs.

\ The direction or plan of pro-
duction is/steadily toward chan-

e ————
his work into producing the
steel rails and eleciric motors
for the imperialistic export of
capital, and his later shift to
war worker or military con-
seript to protect these interest,
is all alien to what is good for
him and his fellow workers. But
whether it is the uprisings in
East Berlin or Budapest, or the
revolt in the slave labor camp
of Vorkuta, or the Western Elec-
tric fight against time-study, or
the rank-and-file dislike for au-~
tomation, it is all the revolt of
a man who is being used, and
who doesn’t like it because he
finds that being used is neces-
sarily being abused.

* *

The alienation of our 1:|roduf:-IE
tive capacities is implicit in the
circumstance that we are for
hire. This begets by indirect
means the external eircum-
stances of economic and social
erisis on the one hand, and the
drive for organized, co-operative
rank-and-file resistance build-
ing up the revolutioenary urge
and capacity to create a world
where production is the self-
activity of freely co-operating
men, and where the social su.
perstructure that develops from
this conomic basis is appropri-
ate to it.

That, as this reviewer under-
stands it, is the author’s central
argument. Perhaps i isn't, for
the author is steeped in the
Hegelian dialectic, and has long
passages written {ith a fogpi-
ness that only Hegelians can
achieve. Moreover she wants us

neling more.of labor's creative
capacity into the production of
these means of production and
these means of destruction. And
it is required that labor be ever
more efficient about doing this}
with the work more subdivided
so thut the worker hecomes in-

creasingly only a fragment of

Y man, werking with mechines

that Uriye him rather than with!
filpment that he drives, taking
hind steadily further and further
awdy from the creative self-
activity of free men. '

" Al this, the author points out,
is a description of what goes on
alike in captialist America and
Soviet Rusgsla, “Ther& is a stendy
resentment against it on the
part of the machine-lending
wage-workers. This resentment
is aver the relation of the work-
er to his work. It may appear as
“gimple trade union demands”
for shorter workdays and bigger
pay checks; In [lights against
speed-up, in démands that ob-
jectionable foremen be remaved.
It may blossom forth.jn full rec-

all te learn to reason in these
same Hegelian terms and but-
tresses her poini with the con-
tention that Lenin never under-
stood Marx until in those dark’
days of the collapse of the Sec-|
ond - International, he took up!
the study of Hegel, wrote the]
es here first published as an,
contradicting much

that he had earlier written in
his anti-Mach dissertion on Ma-
terialism and Empirio-Criticism.

Now this Hegelian dialectic,
again as this reviewer under-
stands it, is the rather obvious
proposition that what is to be
must grow out of what is and be
brought about by the actual
forees in operation as the result

is nothing wvery mysterious
about that and it is plainly use.
ful for sifting out the meat in
any study of what goes on from
the plain verbiage, But the
forms of speech customary

baffling, They probably account
for the lamentable: {act tha

ognitic~ that this dim_t_:tion' of

Marx is so much more:

of preceding antagonisms, There|.

among devotces of Hegel are :

about than. read; And
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- ‘read this book from reading it.

‘Ifrom some oversimplifieations
-}of what workers did at certain
- | historical crisas, is rather large-
ily taken over’ with this rather} |{p

- come some chapters on Marxian

“tents of the book do wot scem to
~lered above as the ceatral argu-|
¢ - ment that makes it book worth

- reading, but that is the way of
=t T

" Russia and USA could be de-

. tion is by wage workers who

e W A TR A

stop many a-worker who should

: fUnfortﬁnately the first hun-
1dred pages of this book, apart

.incomprehensible lingo. yThen

‘geonomic theory written with
-refreshing  clarity, completely
‘readable even though they tack-
.le the intricate point that popu-
larizations usually gloss over.
: Then a good deal on the devel-
iopment of Lenin's thinking.
;Summed up this way, the con:

i

{correspond to whal has been of-

L J » ¥

The economiz systems of bath
‘seribed in these terms: Produc-

“turn out goods for sale and
whose wages dre not egual to
the prices of these products; and
in both countries they work ac-
cording to (he planning of al
managerial hierarchy. The dif-|
ference most often pointed out is

that higre the means of produc-
tion # 1ly owned by pri-
ions, while in Rus-

g “socinily owned"”
NGO 18 largely a discussion
E Aiflerence, if any, dogg
fA"In the experience of;
athe aYirigmnce is that thk,
i RSP capital, thg‘
growily wistndustry an
rypotentisiyilias been much
r‘::::dhpid tmtdotld have been'

expedtatkow oitate control,
but this #apid.@cimulation has|
been  hough¥if massacres.] i

avoidable falx low living| |
standards agiltthe exhaustive}:

work of Stakhamlvism, slave la-

bor campe andl £ib stratification

of labor Intftihe strawbosses
and plannersithe one side and

the guys doing the work on the!
other, and equent social

and politic otism.

LS

o ".‘.. *

We shuddet+at this Russion
situation. In the light of the ar-
gument of this book we have
good reason to shudder, for it
may be pretty much the situa-
tion in which we and our chil-
dren will live unless we take
action 1o avery jt, No, not be-
caise Russia ig so likely to de-
eat Americamilitarily, bul for
deeper reasons. We can get into
that sityation either of two .
wars: th- competitive struggle i
for position in a cold war and
for superior war potential eould
get us there; or the tempting
idea of many a social demoerat
that a planned economy, if only
the planners are men of good
will, could avoid all the topsy-
turviness of free enterprise,
grasp the technical advantages’
of totalitarianism and ils greater
co-ordination, and do so in a
world of free civilians to whom
the benelicent planners were gi-
rectly responsible. This author
suys that cannot be: the social
Superstructure is determined by
the relations of the worlers to,

their work, *

What better uture can lhere's
be? It cannot be blue-printed;!
only its genersl character cani

17 ik

be vaguely surmised from the
furces in capitalist (or Sovien
suciety that can be counted o,
in their basis antagonism to the
existing arrangements, to gener-
ate a better society. These are
the efforts of wage workers, es-
pecially the machine-tending,
hon-planning  wage workers,
says the author, both co-opera-
tively to resist their exploitu-
tion, their being used against.
each other, and their common--
sense spontaneous organziation:
and effort to arrange things so
that self-activity results in the
productive cooperation of freo
men. This is all very vague bui !
it's about something that defi-’
nitely is thore, :

g
s ¥ » 4

+  Dunayeskaya tends to illus-
‘trate her poinl with references |
lo how the Paris Commune gen- .
erated activily and forms of or-!
ganization that surprised Marx
for he had not anticipated them,
-and similarly the soviels grew
without benefit of any intellec-
tual’s planning them, to surprise |-
Trotsky and Lenin both in 18051
and 1917, and make Lenin|:
change his thinking. Though her
‘logic and the experiences she
icites should guard her againsi
it, she repeats Leninist language
that these are the specific forms
through which labor is io eman-
cipate itself,

Here we could cite a wide,
range of experience to support
‘the main poigt: the actions of

i _\iﬁf%-to limit-

& theApontanc-

ity.of.th v . the
undirected co-operation of noo-
ple in a erisis, as in putting out
a neighbor's fire,or how smooth-
1y production in a plant goes
‘when the bosses for some rea-
son have tecbe away, or how
rank-and-ifie action has- frus-
trated many an unacceptable
deal niade by the labor bureauc-

W ore

\.v:The future to build towards is
one that avoids'the stratification
of planner and worker,” that
praztices unionism without bu.
ireaucracy, that achieves co-ordi-
‘nation through all knowing
what is going ahead s0 that
there may be this self-activity
of free co-operation among free
men. That is the way to the good

- world of goods, for free and

work for the fun of it. And that
seems to be the point of the
book despite the encrystation of
discordant carry - overs from
Leninist and Trotskyite thought.
—Fred Thompson




MARXISM

IS Marxism a theory of freedom. or
does it mean despotism as many
thinkers believe? That is obviously a
fundamental question. one which has
increasingly comie 1o the fore since
the Krushchev revelations, and the
Hungarian revolution. Many look at
Russia. and believing that it is a
Marxist state, rightly recoil with
horror. They then develop illusions
about the West, and equate Western
capitalism with ‘freedom’,

Freedom cxists neither in the East
nor the West, although the potential
cxists for its complete development.
This is brought out most clearly in an
epoch making book by Raywa
Dunayevskaya {one time Secretary to
the great revolutionary Leon Trotsky).
entitled Marxism and Freedom.

In its own way this book is a land-
mark, and all those who call them-
selves Marxists should seriously study
it. Unfortunately it has not yet found
an English publisher, and must be ob-
tained from the US.A.

Marxism and Communism

In her introduction the author sets
out clearly the objeciive of the book.
“This book.” she says, “aims to re-
establish Marxism in its original form.
whizh Marx cafled “a thoroughgoing
Maturalism, or Humanism”. Does
she do this? 1 am not quite certain.
[ am sure, however, that this book is
an important contribution tov :rds
that goal. and is the most serious work
on Marxism for many years. | say
this without reservation, and also
without necessarily accepting all her
conclusions.

“Marxism is a theory of liberation
ur it is nothing,” she says, Commun-
Wm on the other hand she condemns
as “the theory and practice of en-
slavement™, Communtism as we know
it in Russia, China, Hungary ctc., she
argues has nothing in common with
Marxism. Therefore it is not correct
to call the Communists, "Marxists'.

What they stand for and what they
have built is a system of State capital-
jsm, 1t is not as some Marxists be-
lieve a Workers' State in Russia, it is
State capitalist. ‘This process to State
capitalism is not confined to the East
but is going on throughout the enlire
world. including the West. Capital is
being continuowly concentrated, and
all the time constznt capita), ic., the
actual machines, raw materials, etc.,
gets larger. whilst variable capital, ie.,
labour power, gets less.

This must incvitably lead to severe
crises which cannot be avoided under
capitalism where the means of pro-
duction me directly controlled through
the State apparatus. The growth of
machinery, where the workers have no
real say in production, dehumanises
all work, and makes it a sheer burden.
‘The workers are continuowsly striving

-ta overcome this dehumanisation, and .
. are all the time me:tmsurilh small
~ ‘successes, which’ augur well for the

" . fungre, when they themelves will con--

: ‘uoi all - production, - -

. llishetbehel'lhllnisonlym
with 1Be development of the totalitac-
-t state lhat itis pasible lo fully

AND
FREEDOM

BOOK REVIEW BY ERIC S. HEFFER

understand the philosophic foundation
of Macxism.

Marxism as we know is made up
of three streams {a} German idealist
philosophy, (b) French revolutionary
doctrines and (c) English political
economy. All are interconnected and
must be taken as a whole.  In the
same way as it is impossible to sever
2 man's head and legs from his body
and expeet him to live, the same is
true of Marxism. It has a wholeness,
and must be studied as a whole,

Marx took his philosophical stand
on the basis of Hegelianism.  Hegel
however was ‘'not a Materialist, he
concerned himself purely with ideas,
and worked out his philosophical
siews in that realm alone. He it was
who showed that all development
arose through cootradiction. “It is

through the struggle of opposites that
the movement of humanity is pro-
pelied forward”™, says Mliss Dunayev-
skaya, summarising Hegel's view,
Hegel called his ‘system® dialectics.
and from this Marx developed Dia-

lectical Materialism, which applied 10
history is Historical Materialism, It
is precisely in the realm of philosophy
that onc must seck the answers to the
present crisis in Marxist thought and
practice, This is what Miss Dunayev.
skaya does, she in fact goes back to
the beginning. By doing so she over-
comes much of the intellectual mess
we find ourselves in when we sec

only half-measures, half-way stops
and a new analysis of Stalinism,
usually based on deas which are
semi-Stalinist anyway.

According to the author, Marxist
intellectuals in the main have given
nothing to the movement in a philo-
sophical sense for many years. The
words she uses are that they “ure in a
sioth’, This is not to say that Marx-
ism is wrong. On the contrary, what
is required is to get down to a serious
study of Hegelian dialectics, to once
aguin study Hegel, as Lenin did when
the Socialist movement fell apart at
the crisis of 1914, when all the Sociul
Democratic parties supported their
own governments and betrayed the
movement,

Lenin at that stage sat down and
studied. the philosophicai basis, in or-
der to find out what really went
wiong, His conclusions, led him 1o
Jevelop his new line of thought and
ultimately develop his new type of or-
ganisation, which led to the victory of
the October Revolution in 1917,

Today we live in an age of absoiute
tyranny. therefore it is now possible to
emerge to absolute freedom. It is
precisely freedom that has been de-
stroyed in the totalitarian states con-
trolled by the Communist Parties. In
the Communist Manifesto, Marx and
Engels say “The free development of
each is the condition of the free de-
velopment of al!.“ To get this, it is
‘essential for the proletumt to take
control. particularly o the productive
process, - because- it is -in - production

ist) prove that revolutions are things
of the past, and then along comes
another revolution. and further ham-
mer blows shatier their wonderful
‘theories’, The big problem of our
age is ‘What happens afier the re-
volution?" Is it possible for man to
be really free or must a bureaucracy
inevitably develop like Lhose in
Russia, China and Yugoslavia?

Wide Scope

Miss Dunayevskaya's book has a
broad canvass. She traces the develop-
ment of Marxism from 1848 to the
present day., Of particular interest
are her chapters dealing with Marx’s
support of the Abolilionists in the
American Civil War, and the roots
which Marxism has in America. also
the one dealing with the famous
Trade Union debate in Russia in
1920-21. She puts great emphasis on
this debate a¢ the decisive one far the
future of Russia,

She rightly condemans  Trotsky's
pasition during that debate, but sur-
prisingly enough defends the Bol-
shevik's action at Kronstradt.  Here,
1 think she errs, as documents § have
recently read seom to clearly indicate
that Kronstradt was a  gerivine
workers' movement and was some-
thing akin to the East German rising
and Hungarian revoll. but en a much
lower level, with of course the Bol-
shevik Party still not a burenweratical
Stalinist machine.

The author says eclsewhere that
within the guts of the revolution is the
counter-revolution. ~ Equally true is
the reverse.  The counter-revolution
is a process, not a single event. and
within it is the futore revolution. and
it is my belief that Kronstradt was in
fact the harbinger of the future.

Conclusions

I have not of course been able to do
justice to this book. It is britliantly
written, and is clever in its arguments. |
It is a pasitive book, a helpful book,
and above all else a book which opens
up new ficlds of thoughi and possible
achion,

As one who has been trained in the
leadership compliex, and who has
accepted much of the ‘Vanguard
Party’ theory, 1 find difficulty in
accepting many of her arguments, es-
pecially those connected with what
could be too great a reliance on spon-
taneous action by the workers, Per-
haps 1 have misread her here.

I would, however, urge all those
who can to get hold of this book, read
it. study it and discuss it. especially
by wmmg to the author. T understand
she is particularly keen to know what
British workers think of it. The book
apart from Miss Dunayevskaya's
writing is valuable in that it containg
Marx's Privore I'mpmy and - Com-
mumizm  and _his  Critiqgue of the

Heselian  Diclectic.  plus Lmins_ S

Hucr.t Science ol l.ol'ﬁ.'.r
“The 'book has

:hallhemenhetolhepmblem.'

of today. - .
- We live in the age’ of molutiom.

Many pcople (wme suppomlly ‘sociale
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The Algebra of the Revolution

Marxism and Freedom by Raya Dunayevskaya, Bookman Assaciotes Inc., New York, 36,

" JIEGEL'S logic is the algebra of the revolution™
Herzen's aphorism is often quoted, bul rarely laken
seriously. Thal Herzen had a real insight here ix sugpested
v the fact that key perinds in the thought of hoth Marx
- and Lenin followed hard upon a close reading of Hegel.
The first classic statement of Marxism in The German
Ideedogy was an osleome of Marx's struggle with the
Phenomenology . of Mind in 1844, The revaluation of
Mary by Lenin afier 1914 fullows on his reading of the
Science of Logic. 1t is impossible fully (o grasp Marx's
Capiral, and_cepecially its first chapter, if you have not
studied through - and understood the whole nf Hegel's
Logic. Concequently none of the Marxists for the paxt
half century have understood Marx,” What pives thix

Alasdair Macintyre

crucial sole to Hegel's philosophy? Hegel's piclure of -
human aclivity ax ratinnal activily, and &( mtiona) activity
as aclivity that has freedom as its goal.” Cerlainly for -
Hegel thic picture ix smbiguous, hovering beiween asser-
tinns ahout the real human condilion and statements of
the fdeal. not yet realised, {form of human life. Cerlainly
Marx had to transform Hegel. Rut the ferment of the

concepts of frecdom, reaton and consciousness iy Marx's

philnsaphy is the Marvist debt lo Hegel. Hegel without”
Marx is unrealidtic, and in the end obscurantisl, Marx.
without Hegel would have heen rigid, mechanical, ishuman.
And when later Marxism displays these characleristics it
is often 2 sign of a neglect of the Hegelian stimotus i
Marx. “The question of Hegel was scitied lung ago.”.
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said A, A, Zhdunov in 1947, " There is no reason what-
soever 10 pose it anew.” When would-be Marxists 1alk
like this, it is usualiv a sign that. the freeing of human
nature is no Jonger the central gozl of their socialism.

This is perhaps the mosl important theme in Rays
Dunayevskaya’s Maraivm ond Freedom. Miss Dunayey-
skayva was at one time Trotsky's secretary, “When Trotsky
declared in the Jast war that Russia was genpuinely a
workers” state which oughl to be defended, she broke with
him, and since then has played her own very individusl
part in the American labour movement. She only wrote
the Tindl draft ot her book after earlier drafts had been
discussed and criticised by groups of miners, steelworkers.
auto-workers and students, A book that is the product of
an interest in Hegel on the one hand and participation in
a miners' strike in West Virginia on the other promises
10 have unusua) qualities, And this book is unusual

1t has three great merits. The first is that she has tried to
write a hisiory of Marxist theory in which the development
of the theory is linked at every point 1o the corresponding
developments both in society and in the pelitical experience
of socialists. The second is that she has utilised some of
the source material of Marxism more fully than any pre-
vious commentator. 1 have spoken already of her Hegelian
eoncern, In this connection she has included in appendices
translations of a major pan of Marx's Economic-Phila-
sophical manuscripis of 1844 and of those ponions of
Lenin’s philosophical notebooks which deal with Hegel. Bui
she has also heen in a posilion 1o make vse of the sieno-
graphic reports of the early conpresses of the Russian panty
und especially of those of the Ninth Party congress of 1921
when the crucizl debates on the role of the trade unions in
a socialist society took place. The third merit of this book.
and it arises oul of the other two, j¢ that jI provides o
frameword for a revaluation of Lenin in which a chanpe
can be noted from an emphasis on the pany as the revoly.
tionary manipulator of a passive workiag class to an em-
phasis on the potential revolunionary spontaneity of the
waorking class  And this chanpe goes along with what we
may call Lein’s Hepelian conversion.

It will be already clear that this book is an important
contribution to sccialist thought. What has o be said in
addition js that it is a book ip wkich imporian} insights
*and scholarly research are nfien sacrificed to a new frame-
work of dogpma. For Miss Dunayevskaya this 15 the age
of -stale capitalisin, a form of economy common to both
LU.S.A. and USS.R. This leads her into a fantastic under-
valuation of socialist achievement jn the Soviet Union,
She writes of the Soviet state as though the Moscow trials,
Vorkpia. and Hunpsry were its supreme and authentic
expressions. And because of this standpoint she tends lo
treat as Soviel crimes and heresies what are in fact a1
ieast attempls 10 face the problems of 3 socialist society.

.

Miss Dunayevskaya criticises Soviet industrialisation ; she

says nothing of how indusirialisation ought to procesd in

a socialist society. She attacks Soviet collectivisation of - j.-
agriculure ; she says nothing of what socialist agriculture

should be. And the result is that this portion of her book
is negative and sterile, She sees no more hope in Yugo-
slavia than in Russia. Her only hope is in the warld.wide
working class. And the suspicion grows as one reads
that she has an entirely idealised view of that class.
What has happened to her book seems to be something
like this. She has heen repelled by the arid, seminary text-

book Marxism of the Stalinists and the Troiskyists (who -

Zhare all the dogmatism of the Sialinists without any of
their achievemenis). She has gone back 1o the sources and -
reread her Marx and her Lenin. But what she has in the

end wried to extract from this is & new dogmalism; a new

fixed scheme. And in doing this she misses seeing in

Marxism a perspective on human affairs which her return

to Hegel might have brought home to her. We are 30’
used to having Marxism interpreted fo. us as the science-
which lays bare the laws of society, that we tend to take.
it for granted that Marxism presents us with a pictare of -
man as a being whose behaviour is essentially predictable. .
But in facl it is truer to say that Marxism shows us how
in class-divided society human possibility is never fully
revealed. ‘There is always more potentiality in human.

beings than we are accustomed 1o allow for. And because

of this. human development often takes place in quite
unpredictable leaps. We never perhaps know how near we
are (o the next step forward,

1t is when Marxists lose faith in the possibilities of

buman life in our age that they begin to Jook for some

substilate faith. In Stalinism it is belief in the party and

ahove all in the parly buresucracy. For Miss Dunayev -

skaya it it her largely idealised version of the working
class. And of course those whe have 10 jdealise the
workers are precisely those who have lost their faith in
the real flesh-und-hlood working class.

Many socizlists want to Jook sut on sociely and be able
fo read off the signs of hope with some kind of theoretical
baromeler, Cut of Marxismn they have tried to fashion
such an instrument. But if we look back at Marx and
Lenin. perhaps the most impressive thing about their lives
is the way in which they were prepared to live without.
signs of hope. ] think for example of Lenin reorganising
among the Jespairing Russian socialists after’ 1905 or
isolated afier the betrayals of 1914, It is from Lenin’s
sance of hope in a situation which (o the ordinary eye
would be one of hopelessness thul we have to learn. And
i .we dearn what Marx and Lenin have to teach here,2nd
what Mjss Dunavesskaya can help us to learn from them,
vne outcome will perhaps oe that we shall no longer
want to write books like hers.

A Piece of Revelation: Zhivago

Michael Kullmann

Doctor Zhivage by Boris Pasternak. Coliins and Harviil Press. London. 2is.

LET mc hegin with o few words about
commitment in chilicism. 1 is all

ol the significance ol Di. Zhivagn this
simply will noy do. Boris Pastermalk’s

upon  which commitment

should be
based.

very well 10 judpe minor conlemporary
artistic and literary events hy a3 set of
siandisds embadhing  a  sacin-political
dunenian . when draling with & worh
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novel cannot and should not be judged
from the siandpeint of prier commit-
ment. for it is the Lind of revclation
of man and of the meaning of thangs

What | am saying here is nnt
that the greavest works transcerd come
mitied eriticsm, hut tha! in reading Dr.
Zhivage 1 am made {orcibly mware of
the shallowness of iy prior commitied-
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* Rowdan Revolutivn

by Joel Carmsichuel.

Busic Books, 240 pp., $4.95

Murxbi sl Freedom
(second edition)

- by Raya -Dunuyevskaya,
Tweyne, 363 pp., $1.98

George Lichtheim

Let us try & mental experiment. Sup
e Lenin bad not got w Pelersburg
in 1917, had arrived o0 lule, or had
been juiled by the Provisional Guovern-
ment. Would there have been a Bole
shevik  seizure of power? W seenn
most unlikely. Lenin hinself in October

(old style) insisted that it was pow ur
never: the fectimg chunce might oot
reluen; the Governnrent would sopehow
extricate itselt from the wur, salisly
some of the pessants, and dJisarm the

workers; then the oppariunity would b
gone. lenin's oppunenls ugreed: this
" was indeed what they were working
for. Most of his volleugues were ngainst
an armed rising and followed him wilh
Cthe  greatest  unwillinguess, No  othes
leuder hud either the abilily or the
will 10 act. in his manner. Trotsky in
deed was willing, but he lucked an or-
ganization. The others wers for a coli-
tion with the Mensheviks sud the Popu-
Yists, None dreanwed of dictatorship. In
February (Murch) ahey had been ready
1o support -liberal Jemocracy and the
Provisionnt Govermnenr,

The Oclober Revolution, then, was the
work of one mas in the seme that
without him it could not, would net,
have happened. Vhic wie the view of
Lenin's opponents al the lime. §t was

the judginent of Trotky years Inier, N :
is reflected in the nmberless incidenly

thal crowd the pages of Sokhanov’s
- fammis Pary pedited by Al Carl-
chucl wome weats ago). I appeare lo
be the cenchiion to which Mr. Car-
michael it broneht in his eveelfent Shart
Histrwy now pubbished. Yet it is totally
anbyersive of benimicm ne a doctrive,
For if the (wtober Resolution depemicd
upoR ene man, 1 wac inaitans: and A
fortuitois event cannot be in tine wilh
“determined  pecessity,”

Or v 7 The Thitd Reich depenid.
ol on dlier, wrel Hitler  rained Ger-
many: bt perkape i i arprable that
Germamy's overwcening ambition would
anvhow have catses) irnuble sooner or

tater.  Bul trouble on this scole. leal-
ing to national catastrophe. and much |
ehe bevihex? Clearly the clement of |
- chance in histiey can have fatefol con- |
'uqncncts I..emm armm! In i’ﬂcninng.' :

sense that once hc was there and had
got control of the Bolshevik party he
was able to exploft a unique oppor-
tmity. Whence a  historical  bhreak-
throwgh: not just & revolution (there
have been many revolutions), hut e
phenomenon  called Communism. For
Communism e defined not by anything
Marx wrote. bt by what Lenin Jid in
1917. Thus the shape of our present
world depended on one man.

Or so il seemit. In fact of course
we div pot kpow what would have hap-
rened to Ruscia and the world if Lenin
had fuited. Yet certain things are 10l
erably clenr. For example, Russia would
surely have become a preat inductrial
and military power (it wa« already a
sizeable one in 1914). Pretiy cuinmly.

oo, liberal dunucr.uy woult hwo
proved a failure in Russin. Aflter all,
it fuiled in Spuain twenty years laer,
und Spuin was betier prepated.  Alresdy
in 1917 the banlelines of the funue
were being drawn. The ruling demoecrats
were beset on their Right as well us on
their Left. Failing the Bolshevik seiaupe
of power, there might—ihere prohably
would—have been o brief Anarchist ris-
ing, tollowed by the inevitable military
repression  and  dictatorship.  Kussin
would then have passed  under the

tule of White generals and landowners.
And how long would shar bave Lusted?
Atter all, the sevolutionary forces were
still powerful, - und the peasants dis-
satisfied. Before long, a demucratic up-
heaval wouhd  have brought the Leht
to power. But it would nol have baen
a Communist Lefl—ity feaders would
have punued the old Narodaik dreams
of agarian soviadism. After 4 while
these ithusions would have fided (a3 they
are now [ading in Tmlia), and the Rus.
sian bourgenisic would al 1ast have taken
over, Amd would iis leaders have lpoked
st sounderd o very differet from foch-
nocrats like Breshney aml Kosygin?
Or 1ty another trck. Suppoe there

had boen Fascism—i.e., Ruseian Nation-

: l| Soclalkm. um whnl was SI.llmnm
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if an
dictatorship
crushed

Socinfivm? A Fascist
would  doohMless have
Inhor  movement, drag-

National

the

ooncd the peasants, set up concenira.

* tion camps. militarized
- persecuted
" and
have tione what Stalin Jfid {thonph proh-
ably less cflécli\'r!y\. Wonlil there have
been a
might have heen pushed 2 shude Tece
rapidly. and there would cettninly have
heen no Aelblos, But heavy indusiry
would  surcly

the conniry,
minarities,  Jews,
short, it wonld

national
inteliectuals. In

difference? Endustrialization

have been nalionalized
fmuch of it was under State contral
before the Revohnion). and cveryihing
wonll have been done to turn Russia
into a greal power. War with Germany
would have heer more, not less, likely,
The annewntion of  Fastern  Lwrope
would have heen pursued, av it was
under the Tsars. 1t iv true the ideology
would have heen different: there wonld
have been no Marxism, just plain Ruos-
sian Natiouat Sociatism. But il s arge-
able that this is going 10 happen any-
how. The Chinese think it hac already
happened. They mav be right.

What I am sugpedting, of course, it
that in the end Lenin made no diffes.
ence. Milliont of people died, vr were
killed, for the sake of Cumuminism: but
Commutnism har not heen established
In the USSR. What hat heen ectablished
it a great industrial strocture (and a
somewhat shaky ngriculineal one). The
structure is cenlrally plannced, hat then
this seems to be an cconomic necewity,
especially in backward countries. 1f one
is so minded. one may call it xocinl
Ism, though Trotskyists and others in-

sist that the proper erm b “state cap-
talisin,” (There ure obections o this,
on Marxist grounds, since “capitulivm®
without prisate propeny amd the nur-
ket hardly mukes scmne). Whatever oue
choones W0 call it dhe st b sudds
that il cun be vperated by people why
ate noi Commuininby sud wha do i be-
lieve in Mars or Lema. | Russia™s 1ul-
ers  tumed {Snshn
was preuy chose to it in 1940, wr the
tie of his alliance wath Milers, they
could go on operatmg the )stem Wil
ol changing its evwitialy, Ihey would
indeed have 1o change the ideology—
admitiedly not an eay b, Un the
whale they ure better ot wilh Lenigivg,
on condition that they Ja nok take o
sctionly, For Leninhiin i not seally
relevant to Ruwsia any mwre, and the
troubles o the regime really apong
from the fact that the pohincal ¢l
has (o upetate with concepts derived

Faseist  tumeriow

" from the wadilioas of a revelitionary

movement which at oo stage had gen-

uinely Utopian uims it view. The readi-
1y of technoeratic plasniug, bierarchis
cab connrol in industry, aml giear-pow-
er polities abioad, wudermines the o
ficial creed, Yet the creed sbo serves
the regime hy providing it with a do-
tring, & gowd conscience, even the sem-
blance of & uvniversal idea, The polisi-
<l olite v not yer un ordinary rTuling
class: sheltering  behind slogany it has
ceused 1o belicve, dewpising in privale
what it professes to huld sacred in pub-
i It will probably get there in s
end (and then we shall see the start
of true political warture. perhaps even
2 lwo-pany sysem), but for the time
keing the veit of illusion «ill holds.

I have wandered some distance from
the theme of Mri. Carmichael's achmir-
ably  compressed  works  yet not, |

hope, <o far as 1o lone sight of the
two emle of the argionent; Lepin™y cen.
tral role in 1917, and the ultimate ir.
relevance even of Lenin, This last po-
turafly ddoes ot appeat from Mr, Car.
michael's agconmd, since he is con-
cernedl with the October coup amd what
madde it passible, Vet the future already
et ite shadow in 191718 My, Car.
nrichael remvimds s thay, although the
Bolsheviks  officially  introduced  work.
ers’ control (the workers having any-
hiw seized the factories), the real agent
ol economic coordination was the State:
i other wpeedts the borcatcency, Thin
the cloven hoofl made a very early ap-
pearance. True, the Communist teaders
at the time still thought of themselves
s fepresentatives of the workere, and
were determined  to keep the hurean-
crawy i its place. HBul the decisive
strp had heen taken: in the three-cor-
norml strogele  hetween the old capi-
talist ownees, the working class, and
the state boreaucracy, the Iatter had
erined the key position, Al it peeded
now was a deader who wonld identily
the State with the Party, and him<ell
with hoth. Bhen it wounld hecome ap-
parent 1hat it was not the workers who
had won power,

Av with the workery, so with the
peasants:  they swized the land, won
formal ownership of it in 1917, and Jost
it same years later, when Sidin went
bach on the promises of the October
Revulunon, Stakin hardly appears in Mr,
Curmichael's account (or for thul mats
fer  in Subhanov's). Which iy s
it should be: amer all, his role in 1917
wias gquite secoidary. To Sukbanov he
secimed no more than o “gray blur'—
B reiark which cost ity nuthor dear at
& Later stage, when the “gray blur had
come 10 G e cemier of the stage,
Among  the numeros  legends  which
Iind o roum in Mr. Canmichacl’s schols
wrly uccuunt tw mwch more rehable,
und 5o much mwore readable, than some
ul the volumes 10 which we have been
Litely treated) there 1 that of Stalin's
important sole in 1967 Bul he iy per-
hapy antitled 10 even mole praise tor
having put Troiky in bis place. Por
there s o myth which coines ¢love
o suggestg that Teobhy might have
taken Lemnws place in 1917, had the
Hubshevik  keader bven Xilled or inca-
pacitated. Thia is not so, and the rend-
er of Mr. Curmichucls Shont History
will discover the reason. Bolshevism
was Lenin's creation from start to fin-
ish, amd though his collesgues balked
al the critical moment, he was ahle
10 curry the party miaching with him
aml Jdrive his reluctant assockues into
what they privately  rogarded  as the
erazy guuble of the Ociober rising:
a nving predicated on the Utopian idea
thal & wurldwide proletarian revolution
was only wailing for the signal from
Russia, When these phantom  annies
failed to miake an appearance, the Bole,
shevike knew in ibeir bearts that they
were Iost, unless they could turn- Rusw
sia into an invincihle foriress, By 1921

nt the fatest it was clear that the ini.
lial gamhle had not come off; but by
then it was too Iate to go hack.
Mis. Dunayevikaya’s lengthy  essay
{firt publiched in 1958 and now avail-
nble in paperback) plays variations on
this theme. A lormer close associate of
Trotshy- with whom Wl broke in 1939
over the Hitler-Stalin pact and other
matters—she hetonge 1o the “ultra-ef™
or libertariau stream: of socialist thought,
Unerstamdahly in the circumstances she
treats the Revolution as 2 tragedy, and
Lenin ax a genbis whote vision ran ahead
of itx time. Though sentimentally attach.
e to him, and even inclined to overrate
hiv imteltechnal aceomsplishments {nofably
his rather marmlemich Hegel comen.
tarivs) she has a firm grasp of the essene
liale w0 far as the descent from Lenin to
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Stalin s concerned. Her own utopian-
ism comes out in the chapler devoted

o to 1921, the NEP, and the failure of

the “Workers' Opposilion.” 1t is true

_ “{hat Lenin in 1921 1ried to salvage what
“was left

of parly dJdemocracy, where
Stalin later ruthlessly destroyed it. But

" to say that the Kronstadi muliny “com-

pelled sharp measures which are cer-

. tainly no model for a workers’ state
. to follow™ is to display a rtather ine

genuous view of politics. Whar “'work-
ers’ stale™? There never was such a
thing. And conversely, if the Bolshevik

. regime in 1921 was what she imagines
_it 10 have heen, why should il nol have

suppressed  the rehellion? “The trage-
dy of the Russian Rcvolufion,” in her
view, was thal “the masses” were nnt
really drawn into public life, in the
way lenin had cnvisaged when he
wrole Stafe and Revolution. Bui in the
shsence of democracy, how conld they

have been so drawa in? Mrs. Dunay-
evskaya might bave learped the rea-
sons of the failure from Rosa Luxem-
burg, whose general outlook i3 somie-
‘what skin to hers. It is not enough
1o say that “the young workers' slate
could not ift isell by ils own boot-
straps, particulatly as it didn’t have

" any boots.” When will these Utopians

realize that there never was » “work-
ers® stale™? Probubly never. If  they
did, . they wauld have to stop being ro-
maelic abaut it.

In the case of Mrs. Dunayevskaya
and those who think along similar fines,

_the .matier is complicited by argu-

ments over “state capitalism.” This is
now the lubel fixed by shese purista
upon all Communist regimes, including
that of Mao Tse-tung. (Oddly, they com-
bine this approach with aaive adulation
of colonial liberation movements). Stal-
inism amdt Maoism are boih “slate cap-
‘falist.™ Very well, but then why do the
Russians and the Chinese quarrel? Bes

cause it is {n the nawre of the uvare-

penerale 1w come to blows? Because
they are not really Communists? But
where and when shall we see real Com-
munism, if il is not embodied In thesa
sclf-siyled regimes? The answer seema
w be: when the workers and the in-
telleciuals have seized power from the
bureaucrats and installed true socialist
democracy, on the model of the Jua-
garion rebellion in 1956, One would like
10 see some hint that, even in this hap-
py event {for which we ure ull wail-
ing), the workers will oot in fact be-
come » new “ruling class.” At most
they will huve same of the liberly now
devied them. They will also, one hopes,
be able 10 restrain the planners, with
whoii the ultimate control will conlinuas
to rest. But mwore than that? These
neo-Marxists really must get it imo
their heads that & “workery' siate” is
no more possible than a “peasants’
stule.* Even Marx never wemt beyond
saying that it was the tusk of the work-
ers 10 “liberate the elcinents of the

new society alresdy forming 'n the
womb of the old.” His disciples would
do well 10 ponder this message, 1t holds
na encouragement for utopianisa

Be that as if may, By the tine the
fifticth angiversary of the October Rev-
olution comes around, we shall atill see
the new lechoocracy initslled in the
scats of power, dispuling border issuey
with the Chinese, und combinig Lea-
inist shetoric about the clusy struggle
with discreet overtures to whoever sils

‘in the White House, But when, it ever,

will these men, who hold power over
220 oillion Soviet citizeny, cut the Gor-
dian koot and proclaim that the goals
of the Revolution have been ullainzd?
Khrishchey was getting close o it and
this may have been u factor in Ws po-
Lticul demise. But  the  problem  re-
mains what it was: the uew swicty
weeds  an idealugy  appropriaie fa s
real (as  distinet  from  its  spurious)
wims and imeresis. Lenin lelt his auc-
CEMON 80 imuiense estate, but he aho
saddled them with the problem of legis

timizing themselves in the eyes of their .
own people and the world. Hitherto
they have not solved it. Utopia ‘con-
tinuey to beckoa,: and the lexser breeds”
(most of them colared) are gening wb--
streperous: ihey dimly sense that Rus-
siu is no longer the revolutionary pawer.
it once was~-may indeed be on the
puim of turning conservative, Will the ™
Leninist synthesis of nuiionalism and
sacialism hotd in the face of this chals
lenge? Theic have besn other revolu-
tions, but none with u universal creed

_Claiming to offer mankind- a solution

for all its ilis. Lenin's heirs are alio
the prisoners of this claim. To becoma
realists they would have tw repudiate”
I, Perhaps they will, But iy is well to
remember  that nations have commit-
ted suicide for less. Spain ruined ivelf
fur the sube of the Counter-Reforma-
tion, Turkey for Islam, Germany for
the myth of the Nordic Race. Russia
might just conceivably ruin iself for
the sake of Communism. One must hope
that it will not. fn)
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. Marx’s Heirs And Antecedents
RAYA DUNAYEVSKAYA: Marxism and Freedom from 1776 Until Today. 384 pp. New York: Book-
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The author of this book‘,ﬁﬁﬂe:' ‘Mrs. Dunayevskayal|
was for a short time one of: gives in an appendix a trans-
Trotsky's secrelaries; and,|jation of two carly manu-l

though she carinot be de-|ceripts by Marx which were!
seribed as ari orthodox Trot-| first published in:Moscow in'
skylte (if such a category| the 1820s. This is claimed as’
leaxists)& hel}‘ tl;I'ifnrlxkin%i hl?s the “first English publica-
een deepiy uence Y o e -
Trotsky'spcriticiém, from a }mn, th&ugh :: ;smtia;f:rhgi
Marxist_standpoint, of the fact anotier Thrl o imul-
Stalinist regime. Above all, 2°¢0 ‘515“ - & eollection of
she is steeped in the Marxist ’ﬁ““}‘sg‘:gn O ard l!ﬂilo-a
tradition. But it seems im- aﬁs-l,ma:““;’éﬁms of 1844 |
possible to discuss Marxism ! S0P e8RS0 o ten Tan-
to-day without becoming in- 980 B (i 2 House in
volved in more recent con-|EreEC .
troversies. Was Lenin a *
faithful Maxf’x{sti oerld ke
+ " r £ i 1] arxim
i:dgx?(:eroto :,:kg it fit Rus- |the same time most ccmtro-!
sian conditions? Did he vin-iversiai part of Mrs. Duna-
dicate the earlier against the 'ye\;skaya's ook is her treat-
later Marx? Did Stalin break p,apy, of Lenin. She includes
with Marxism? And did he | = oo o000 2 section of
also turn his back on Lenin- 1M 'ransat S
ism? How in Marxist terms ;Lenin’s Philosophical Note-
should the Stalinist regime {books firsl published lang
be described? And what pro- |after his death—an abstract
spect does the future offer t0 |ade by him in the autumn
the Marxist—in the Soviel| . 914 of Hegel's Logic,
Union or in the United . eaced on an
States? Mrs. Dunayevskaya's | whzle he was engage .
baok, which starts as ajarticleon Marx for a Russian
straight interpretation o [jencyciopedia — aiia repEc-
Marxism, soon begins to re-]sents it as a fundamental

only in 1917 that the Soviets
came to occupy the central
place in Lenin's thought and
action; and it was in that
year that he penned the most
“Utopian” of all his writings,
Siate and Revolution, with
its vision of the centralized
bureaucratic State of the
past -being replaced by the
free administration of work-
ers, . . .
L] - -

Something can be made
of this argument. Shifts of
emphasis, or of point of view,

jods; in so chequered and
dramatic a career it would
be. astonishing to find it
otherwise. It is fair enough
to trace back the exireme
anti-state attitude of State
and Revolution to the shock
experienced by Lenin in 1214
vhen the German (and
other) social-democrats
threw in their lot with the
national cause, and logically
embraced what was to Lenin
the' ‘spurious conception of
state socialisn:.
»

The remainder of the book

}:J:veu:?:izi;hese 64,000-dol- turning-point in Lenin"s
? PR thought. Tt is true that in
As the title suggests,|Lenin, as in Marx, there
Marxism and pr;.-cdf,g <ires. | were always two conflicting
. strains. Lenin was always a

ses Marx’s position 8s the} reyolutionary who passion-

heir and exponent of the lib-| ately believed in the libera-
eral and humanist traditions| tion of the workers. But he
of Western rationalism,| Was also an organizer, and
Marx denounces the “alien- therefore not one of those

- ) who were _prepal:ed to carry
ation” of the human person-| liherty to its logical extrem-!
ality of the worker inherent| ity in anarchism. A]?eadcir in
incapitalism, and treats| 1902 he had puhhshg’ in
socaism a3 e essental| What 1o be Dorc? 12
conduic:s o tlge lil?_eration of disciplined patty organiza-,
labour. “Marxism is a theory| tign, in which both Rosa,
of liberation or it is nothing.”| Luxemburg and the youth-;
This aspect of Marx's teach-| ful Trotsky detected the:
ing emerges most conspicu-
ously in his esflier writings,
and .accounts for a certain|ra
Utopian element in Marxism

cd and celebrated the spon-
which reappears strongly in

taneous action of the prole-

the period of the Paris Com-| tariat in the Soviets. It wasltzlists” may be true in some their pubtication.)

follows mwore familiar lines,
Leninism being opposed to
Stalinism, and Marxism 1o

contexts but false in others.
To grind the faces of the
workers does not seem’ to be
an exclusive characteristic of
capitalist societies. Mrs

Dunayevskaya's assumption
that the present regime in
the Soviet Union, whatever
it may be called, cannot and
will not raise the standard
of living of the masses of
workers seems particularly
rash, and tends to discredit

| the case which she builds on

it.
L ]

The final chaptler on
labour conditions in the
United States entitled
“Automation and the New

Humanism” is too short 1o
make it quite clear how the

. :occurregi_in Lenin's thinking outhor applies her conceptsi
The most original and at!2nd writing at different per-"tg capitalism in its current

,American form. Unlike the

earlier sections of the book,
it is full of pertentious but!
somewhat cryplic pro-
nouncements. “What is new
in Automation, is the maturi-

ty of our age in which the }

totality of the erisis compels
philosophy, compels a total
outlock.” “The creation of a
new sociely remains the hu-
man endeavour, The totality
of the crisis demands, and
wili create, a totai soiwuon.”
Automation is, one gathers,
the uitimate and complete
form of the subjection of
man to the machine — of the

the '_forrii " of Communism “alienation” of labour. It can
practiced under Stalin and only proveke the spontan-

Khrushchev. The author i

eous revolt of the workers,
which must be the beginning

jeff of any true process of liber-

but state’ capitalism — *“Col
lective Leadership unde

Khrushchev, Inc.” The argu
ment is well worn and goes
hack to the days of Lenin,
But, like all terminological
disputes, it tends to become
scholastic, and to lose touch
with realities, Capitalism
anywhere to-day differs
widely in many ways from
the capitalism contemplated

symptoms of dictatorship.land analysed by Marx: and
Even in 1905 it was Trotsky j{he asser};.ion ﬁ){at g g

a single

ther than Lenin who hail-ieapitalist society is poverned lished in 1958. Folly mere than

by the same laws as a society
composed of individua) capi-

ation. The conclusion is lost
in these Efoating clouds. But,
the book contains enoughi
stimulating argument and
enough glimpses of insight to
prove attractive and val-
uable 1o those whose think-
ing can accommodate itself
to the Marxist categories.

(Editor's Note: The American
edition of Marxism and Freedom
with the first English publication
of Marx's “Private Properiy and
Communism” and *“Critique of
the Hegelizn Dialectic” was pub-

a year beforg the Moscow pub-
tishing house came sut with
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AS OTHERS SEE US

The Streams Beneath The Straws

By Peler Cadogan .
From: CAMBRIDGE FORWARD, Combridge, Eng.

From tlme to time a book
appears that alters human ex-
perience by making explicit the
possibilities of new relation-
ships, When thought and deed
have come to a standstill such
a book makes It possible for
them to move agaln—along un-
trodden ways,

It may be that 2 book of this
order has recently been pub-
lished in America—MARXISM
AND FREEDOM by Raya Dun-
e ~ * % &

Its thesis? Much of the In-
tractability of the present situ-
ation stems from the fact that
little or no original political
thinking has been done since
the early 1920s. This means
that although immense changes

technology and economics there
is nothing to match them In
political ideas and forms.
{What have we but the New
Deal and John Maynard Key-

nes?) Thus humanily ivday iwus
all the parts with which to
build a new world but no idea
ilow to set about it.  °

Early socialist ldeas were
bases, or thought to be based,
on the concept of socialist in-
ternationalism , . . The dream
was shattered by the lotai
collapse of the Second Inter-
national in 1914.

When Lenin heard the news
of the collapse be was frankly
incredulous: “When it proved
to be true, the theoretical
ground on which he stood, and
which he thought so impreg-
nable, gave way under him.”
He then did a wvery strange
thing. Instead of throwing
himself into the fray to re-
create the Internatlonal he re-

tired {rom the politicsl acene

have taken place In sclence,|this

to re-examine his whole phil-
osophy. - “He began reading
Hegel's Sclence’ of Logie. It
formed the great pholosophical
foundation of the great divide
In Afarxism.” After weeks of
study he came up with this
startling conclusion: “It i3 Im-
possible completely to grasp
Mark's Capital, and especially
its first chapter, if you have.
not studied through and under-
stood the whole of Hegel's
Logle. Consequently none of
the Marxists for the past half
a century have understood
Marx!" .

®* Kk X .

It is difficul} to begin to con-
vey In a few words just what
this means. Modem thinking .
has been vitlated by the as-.
sumed oppositensss of the sub- .
jective and objective, It was
that Hegel destroyed.
Lenin in 1914 {for the fist
time) grasped the significance
of Hegel's discovery.

Dynamic qualities are in
things and in persons-—not
merely operating upon them,
Energy, atomle or human, does
not require to be controlled, or-
ganized, “mastered.” It re-
quires rather to be discoverew,
understood, made free. When
it Is free it Is creativity fteelf
and its own justification.

L R B

Thus human soclety can be
self-activating and self-correct-
ing and this makes any sort of
government (the rule of men
over men) ultimately absurd.
This is the kernel of dixletics.
Today homo saplens is afraid
of himself because of ignorance
of the character of movement
within himself. Straws are pre-
ferred to the stream. Lenin,
seeing this for the first time
and thus being free, had no
option but fo make history.
This he did and the fact that
others undid it for him was
not his fault. He was much
too alone. too far ahexd We
have stlll to catch up with him,
and Dunayevskaya has located
the trail.

T Camsenée  FoLwded | MO /960
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a difficulty m&y be well -

ed ‘while compiling a book of

ot knowledge and information *

".'!r.l(l and country events ete,
P. C. Sarkar is Lringing out
New Yrar Book” every year,

bl

i the last one and a-half decades, -

-:.'.'cmcenlh edition has recently
- out, This volume covers
w: information on  politica,
- gducational. economic, his.
al.u.l geographical  topics-
B mlh the current develop.
in the respective ficlds. Yeu,
or has himself confessed that

j very difficult to achieve, We
.-.'wcn. to cover as much as
. various aspects of the
aentt in India  and the

ithin the limited compass of

me.!’
4l chis volume is in a sense
as a history of *world
the past few years™ or a
for the detection of
edeaic inforination  what
som it is curiously like a
the world and country
e -vesterday and today. It
mainly 1o siudents of
& examinations, but it is
- the general reader tos
] nuch of interest in it
- r is quite justified in
3, - traditional quality and
2 whed carlier,

Ay ‘Apirt-'fff:m the “gcncrai interest”
_informatiors, this volume includes
* some valuable and very uscful sections

also, Mention may be made of
“f andmarks of Indian History",

. “Dictionary of Political Terms”,

“Cosmonautics”, and “World in

Figures” etc.

It really involves the untiring
efforts of the editor to publish every
year a volume of current and
anthentic informati n.

Arzat MouHaMMED

MARXISM AND FREEDOM:
From 1776 untl today; by Raya
Dunayevekaya, Bookman Associa-
tion, New York, 1958, Pp. 384
Price 6.

Can man be frec? This question
is as big as life, Mankind is facing
this intriguing problem ever since the
dawn of civilisatien. From the days
of Spartacus until today, countless
eforts have been made to solve this
problem. Ilowever, the wave of
revolutions in the last two centurices,
The Industrial Revolution, The
American Revolution, The French
Revolution and lastly The Russian
Revalution —-took mankind [rom
one stage to another towards the
aoal of freedom and contributed
immensely to universal conciousness
and emphasised the need for freedom.
Raya Dunayevskaya has discussed in
her book man’s struggle for freedom
from the firrt Industrial Revolution
until today, with special reference to

the role Marxism played during”
period. - - o

Raya Dunayevskaya, was sccre- |
tary o Leon Trotsky but at the
outset of the [T War broke with him
because of his stand that Russia was
a workers state which had to be
defended,  She belongs to the class
of anti-communist Marxist thinkers
who are of the opinion that Marxism
has wrongly been identified with
Russian communism.  She holds
that the beureaucratization of eco-
nomy in the Soviet Unionisthe nega-
tion of Marxism. “Marxism i a
theory of liberation ot it i nothing,”
she says.

The main purpose of the book,
\herefore, in the words of the author
is "o re-establish Marxism in  its
original  form, a thorough-going
Nawralism or Humanism.”

Discussing Marxism and tracing i's
foundations in Hegel's philosophy
the author says that Hegel's idealism
is the most important aspect of
Marx's philosophy.  She says thar
Marx did not reject idealism, and
quotes him saying *Thorcugh-going
Nawralism or Humanism disting-
uishes itself from idealism and from
Materialism and is at the same time
the trwth tniting both”,  And hence
Raya Dunayevskaya says: tMarxism
may be said 1o be the most idealistic
of all materialistic philosophy and
Hegelianism  the most materialistic

\ of all idealistic phitosophy™. She had
discussed i detail the circumstance -




especially the American  Civil War
that made Marx write The Capilal
Vol. 1.  She has also discussed the
Humanism and dialeztic of The
Capital Vol. L.

Discussing private property and
communism, she says that Marx was
not so opposed to the private
property as he appears to be. She
says “for Marx the abelition of
of private property was a means
towards the abolitlon of alienated
labaur, not an end in itself”

Of Russian revolution of 1917,
she says, “it was a successiul waorkers
revolution”, but failed to stand to
the Marxist idcology. Instead, state
capitalism developed in  the Soviet
Union, and hence she poses the
question. *Are we always to be
confronted with a new form of siate
tyranny against the individual free-
dom?"

For a total, an absolute answer,
Raya Dunayevskaya asks us to turn
to Marxism which alone can emable
mankind face the problems of
freedom, prosperity and progress.

Of special interest is the research
work the author did before writing
this book.  She had discussions with
many scholars and workers and gave
shape to her ideas *No theoretician,
today more then ever before, can
write out of his own head,” she
says.

The appendix contains the iirst
publication of Marx’s  "Private

property and Communism”, “and
“Critique of Hegelianism™ and “On
Hegel’s science of logic”, by Lenin,

The book is, therefore a serious
coutribution to the ever increasing
literature on Marx fgnd 2 fitting
reply to thase who call Bl an
out-dated philosopy. ' ‘Q\

M. T. Kean ~

IN OTHER JOURNALS

(13 International Affairs 12, 1959;
Moscow {2} Dissent, Winter 1960;
509 Fifth Avenue, New York 17 NY.
{3) Nae Lt Reiew, May<June.
1969; 7 Carlisle st., London W, 1
(4) Enconnter, Jun-1960: 25 Hayma.
tket, London, S W { (5) Commentary,
May 1967, [(F5 East J6th st
New York 22,

With the arrival of the Machine
human life seems to have undergone
certain changes. In the beginning we
found that the Machine made our
life easier, it gave us more fiesure.
But before long the Machine turned
us into mass men, the society intoa
mass socicly, From Mass  Society
it became an impersonal society and
from that the descent to a dehumani-
sed society did not wake long.

Take  Intnational  Affairs  of
December 1959. In  the edi-
torial it says: *In effect, it was not
just & meeting of the heads of Gove-
rnment of the world’s two greatest
powers; they are powers which em-
body two different ideologics, the
two main political systems of our
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© reformist Bernsiein put it:
. goal is rnothing: organisation is

As Others See Us

Marxism and Freedom
Raya Dunayevskayn (Twayne,
USA, available from Herry Mc.
Shane, 31 Balbeg Street, Glasgow,
S.W.3, 10s, 6d.)
A RECENT Panorama program-
me dealt with the seventieth
birthday of Nikita Khrushchev.
Among the contemporary politici-
ans invited to comment on the
Russian leader waz Mr, Harold
Wilson, Wilson started his re-
marks by saying that Khrushchev
“had never had much time for
theory.” He went on: “I've never
really been very interested in
theory mysell.”
Perhaps unwitlingly, the leader
of the Labour Party was vaicing
one of the most remarkable trends
in the modern Labour movement
—the headlong stampede from
theory. Reasons for this are hard
to come by, but among them, cer-
tainly, is the fear of reviving an
old and terrible ghost—that of
Kar]l Marx,
* & 2

POR thosa Socialists who are
still interested in the questions
“Why are’ we in the game at
all?” and “What best can we
do?" (which Socialist theory ans-
wers), and who are not in the
least terrified by Mar», the range
of relevant literature Is seant in.
deed. The works of the old mas-
fers are still with us, of course,
but we are now a hundred years
on from the [oundation of the
First International. Lenin and
Trotsky have been dead for 40
and 24 years respectively. For
Socialist theory conceived in the
fortles, fifties and sixties we
have had to make do with sectar-
{an arguments,

- That is why the second edition
of Marxism and Freedom by the

American lecturer Raya Duna-|

yevskaya takes on perhaps an ex-
aggerated

1058, Recently it has reappeared
in paperback form, and is for the
first time easily available in this
country. The sppendix to the
old edition is replaced by a mar
vellous last chapter on the Sino-
Soviet dispuls ll:d P“ Te-tung.

DUNAYEVEEAYA'S main
Yibesls is thet the healthy devel.
+ opment of Marxism as a pelitical

- philosophy has been blocked by a
- dull, dry economism. For decades
Marxists of every naticnality have
confined Soclalist theory to a dis.
cussion about econoinics. A deluge

importance. The book|
was first published in America in|

. tional. its theory grounded in the

i

of “organisation” and economic
- definition has swamped the true
! substance of Marxism—which is
1 rooted deep in the dayto-day lives
of working men and women.

The long chapter on Marxs
earlier philosophical works
abounds with quotations about
“that thoroughguing Humanism
{which) distinguishes itself from
both Idealism and from Material
ism and is at the same time the
truth uniting both.” In his dia-
tribes against Proudhon and Las-
splle, for instance, Marx savagely
disposed of the idea that changes
in property forms made any es-
sential difference to the worker
at the bench. It iz the workers
who matter above all—the work.
ers as human beings, their pas-
sions and energies cramped and
channelled by the dictatorship of
the -machine. Changes in pro-
perty forms which do not estab-
lish a society of “Irecly associat-
ed individuals” have nothing to
do with Sociatism. -

Raya Dunayevskaya disposes
once and for all with the popular
view that these were the romantic
fantasies of an immature adeles-
cent, and that Marx “got down
to brass tacks” when he wrote
Capital. On the contrary, as the
best three chapters in the book
show, the *humanist" suhstance
formed the very basis of Capital.
In letters to Engels Marx wrote
that in the process of iransform-

ing the Critigne of Politcal Econ-
omy inlo the masterpiece that is
Capital he “had to turn every-
thing round.” The format of the
Critique--*"an inlellectual, that is
a remote work"—was drastically
revised. History and theoy were
fused, The vital 70 pages on the
Working Day were written (for|
the first time in 1868). Detailed
explanations ahout surplus value
and historical materialism were
oiled with the sweatl of working
| man and women.

® 4 &

IN MISS Dunayevskaya's own
words “Marxism is a theory of
liberation or it is nothing” To
lose that libertarion thread is lo
.strip  Marxism, lilerally, of its
flesh and blood, The dry bones
which are left are not only use-
less, they are dangerous. Their
three main elfecls are spotlighted
by Miss Dunayevskaya against an
,exhilaraﬂng background of 20th
century working-class history,

|

- isky, found it possible to give its

_London Tribune’s Review |
of Marxism u_nd Freedom |

First, there is the obsession
with organisation. As the famous
“The

everything.” Yet the superbly or-
ganised Second Socialist Interna-

works of the “inteltectual” Kaut-
assent to the futile slaughter of
First World War,

modern Soclalists from the real

day Marxists saw the Stalinist
Plans and the 1938 Stalinist Con-
stitution as the miltenium, while
the unspeakable misery of millions
of Russians in the cause of “Soci-
alist accumulation™ was carefully

cracy, industrial ‘agnstion, les
and murder have become “minor

of State ownership.
* * @

FINALLY, there s the arro-
ganee and condescension of mod-
& Marxists fighting against capi-
talism. Communists and Trotsky-
ists all over the world form them-

millions of is adherents in thell

Secondly, the hypnosis of prop- |’
! lerty forms distracts the minds of

human closs relatlonships. Latter-|,

overlooked. Monstrous hureau-|;

details” compared with the fact|.

selves into “vanguards” which wili
one day lead the workers to glory.
Yet in Paris, Petrograd, Barce-
lona and Budapest—at crucinl
points in history—the workers

themselves showed a revolution-

ary, an organisational potential

ifar in advance of the “vanguards.”

Workers' Councils and Soviets as
organs of power over production
were not dreamed up in advance
by a sell-appointed elite. They
were formed by working men and
women in the cotrse of struggle.

Raya Dunayevskaya draws these
three threads together into one
grim paradox. Just as the feudal
barons celebrated their bloody
victories with renderings of In
Terra Par and quotations about
sending the rich emply away, 50
the High Priests of modern Marx.
ism wash away the blood of Rus-

| sien, Spanish and Hungarian reve-
‘| lutionaries with incantations ahout

“emancipuling the workIng class.”
The thought and works of Marx,

designed to help the struggles of
working people ali over the world
te smash the constricting chains

energies in a new freedom, are
exploited to serve the ends of a
mean, barbarous and chauvinist
State Capitallsm,
e ¥ %
THE VROBLEM of ocur age,
thea, is State Capitalism or Free-

has vanished, So, as Marx pre-
dicted, has “planlessness.” On

both sides of the Iron Curlnin

| bureaucracies nmke Uielr plans
"and counterplans lo

invigorate
their national eapitalisms . . . tin
Wilson's—or lome’'s—own words,
for instance, *“lo make Britain

uom. Adam Smithian capitalism

i
i

great”). The plans serve only.‘

to intensify the conirol over liv- |

ing labour by dead labour—the

alienation of man from the ma- -
chine. To hysterical cries for .
higher productivity, human be. ,
ings are supervised closer and ‘|
closer to the grindstone. In Dag- -
enham, Detroit, Prague and War. -
saw the “wildcats” make their ir-.::
repressible protest, “

Miss Dunayevskaya's book has_
several glaving flaws. Her at-"
tempts to prove that Marx “pre--
dicted” State Capitalism on Rus-
sian lines are ofien strained be- -
yond reality. In her eagerness to .
turn her fire on Russian and -
Chinese State Cupitalism,
scrimps on her enormous experi
ence of American lzbour. We are
left without a proper analysis of °
capitalism  (still predominantly -

rivate enterprise” capitalism) in -
of capitalism and to release their i P )

the United States and Western =
Europe. "
Yet it is a supremely intelligent :
BLook, atiractively written, Above
all, it is inspiring. To the Social-
ist of today, fed to the teeth with
the barrcn opportunism of con- -
temporary party politics and
shocked by the gangsterlike dis-
honesty of “vanguard” revolution-
aries, Marrism and Freedom will
bring a new incpiration and 2 new
hope, :

Panl Fooll:

{ rinled from the Lowdon --
TRIRUNE, Awg. 21, 1984)
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Liberis, La Nuova Italla edit-
:rice, Firenze, 1862, L2, 700)

_This Is because, in substanee,
i the great revolutions have not

"which the American Revolution

. inherited masses and the work-

‘of Democrazia Cristlanz (The

As Others See Us

Review of Marxism and Freedom

From H Popolo™, Rome
by reviewer Silvio Bertocci :
so-called progress of the human |

“Launching satellites Into
outer space cannot solve the
problems of this earth. The
challenge of vur times Is not to
machines, but to men. Intercon-
tinental ., missiles can destroy
mankind, they cannot solve its
human relations. The creation
of a new society remains the
human endeavor, The totality
of the crisis demands, and will
create, a total solution. It can
be nothing short of a New
Humanism.' (Marxbmo e

But what are the directives
and in which dimensions will
this new humanism material-
Ize? Moreover, which revolu-
tion, and it can only be a peace-
ful revolution, will lead to this
new solution? Modern society,
as it 1z presently structured,
whether in eapitalist countries
or under a communist regime,
is bt a consequence of past
revolutions: the industrial one,
the American and the French
ones. They emerged from deep
social contradictions, and for
the moment it seemed that the
contradictions, at least the most
glaring ones, had been resolved,
In reality man today still lives
without having resolved the
central problem of his work, of
his fight, of his revolt: that of
freedom.

Yesterday's problem, that of
integrating the working class, Is
today’s problem: the worker, in
whatever place he sells his
labor, is alienated, subject to
the jron rmles of private eapital-
Ism and of state capitalism.

eliminated the de-personaliza.
tion of the worker, even though
some situations of exploitation
have been eliminated,

The industrial revolution, In
overthrowing the anclent feuda;
order, enriched private “entre-
peneurs.” In the same year in

was born, Adam Smith launched
his economie theory on which
the whole of Western ¢conomic
politics would hinge. The
French Revolution, even though
It put into motion the dis-

*11 Popolo Is the main paper
Christian Demoerats) controlled

ing masses, overthrew one sys-
tem by creating another which
was substantially little dif-
ferent . ..

AUTHORITARIAN
INVOLUTION

With this premise, which is
not difficult to agree with, Miss
Dunayevskaya leads us to Karl
Marx whose thought has revo-
lutionized Europe and consti-
tutes, today more than ever, the
moving force of a political
movement of great dimensions
which threatens to submerge
the world without at the same
time resolving the central prob-
lem of man, that of his f{ree-
dom, of his lberation from
alienation, as can be fully
demonstrated.

The pages dedicated to Karl
Marx constitute the central ful-
crum of this book and are with-
out a doubt the best: they sue-
ceed in giving a picture of
Marx which, by now, has been
lost from sight for a long time
due to the enormous deforma-
tlons of Marxist thought, and
above all through the exaltation
of the superiority of a regime
which is a mere authoritarian
involution of Marxism, if not
an outright ideological devia-
tlon decidely heretical. “The
Marx of Dunayevskayz Is the
thinker, the agitator who fought
for a world in which the free-
dotn of the individual would be
the condidon for the freedom
for all.” (Preface by Gaetano
Arfe)

The author, a secretary of
Trotsky for several years in
America, tries to give a new
dimension to the theory of
Marx, going back to his youth,
to hig fight against Prussian
censorship which notivated
him to write “No man fights
freedom, he fights at most the
freedom of others. Every type
of freedom has therefore
always existed, only at one time
as a special privilege, another
time as a- universal right.”
Furthermore, she has remained
faithful to the libertarian inter-
pretation of Marxist thought, to
the discovery by Marx of the
cencept of dinlectical materisl-
fsm based on the criticism of
The Philosophy of Right of
legs!, =hich &d Lim to com-
clude *“that legal relations, as
well as forms of state, could
neither be understood by them.

by the Right-cen

sclves, nor  explained by the

mind, but they are rooted in
the materfal conditions of life
+ .. It is not the consclousness

of man which determines thelr |
existence, but, on the contrary,

it is their soclal existence that
determines thelr consclousness,”
THE TRIAL OF COMMUNISM

. . » The fundamental error
would be therefore that of the
theoreticlans of the Second
International who yisided to re-
visionist suggestions, without
having fully understood Marxist

thought, so that they separated

Marx and Hegel. The idealism
of Hegel has no consistency
without Marx's dialectieal
materialism, for this would be
a negation of the historical pro-
cess without the Hegelian dia-
lectie of negativity. This amup-
totlon of Hegel from Marx
generated a notable confusion,
confusion of ideas, which ended

with the collapse of the German |

Social Democracy, the only -

powerful and organized Marxist
party then in existence in
Europe . . .

Leain is the only one who is
aware of the reasons for the
disintegration of the Marxist
movement, and, consequently,
becomes the theoreticlan and
leader of the libertarian move-
ment, giving birth to the Soviet
State, Bul Lenin’s work has a
short iife. The capitalism which
he had fought, defeated, re-
builds itself: there is born the
deformations of Marxism . . .

Paralle] to this structural in-
volution, an Ideologieal involu-
tion has manifested itself which
has led to the falsification ot
Marxist texts, to s false Inter-
pretation of them, determined
by the new conditions of the
capitalist State. Stalinlsm s
nothing more than an assimila-
tion of diverse totalltarian
ideclogies which justify the
one-partly system, the suppres-
sion of every freedom, and even
the German-Russian Pact of
1939.

According to Dunayevskaya,
the only thing that is left of
Marxism in Soviet Communism
Is the Ideological thrust, the In-
herent drive of the masses
towards the building of social-
ism as Karl Marx conceived it
Today, Sovlet soclety with its
powerful industrial machine is
not in any belter condition than

An'!erican or British xoclety.

- Automation, the understanding
1 on the part of the intellectuals

: that sociely is everywhere in a

state of change. the fact that
the worker has the principal
role in such changes, a greater
understanding of the workers,
will, according to Dunayevs-
kaya, give birth to a new
soclety, “A new humsnism,” in
which Marxist thought will
show the path to follow, il it
won't be Its outright panacea.
Leaving to one side this -
“mirage” eantertained by the
author (Who, in one way or
another, does not dream of the
birth of a new society?}, it must
he pointed out that her book,
even with Its limitations and
cne-sidedness reaches the goal
of presenting the heresfes of
Marxism and delineating thé
libertarian thoughts of Marx
which were presented in his
early works and in the three
volumes of his Capital. This is
particularly real today when
the Communist parties of the
West are in deep crisis, as Saviet
rommunism reveals ity daily
contradiction and its inability
to solve the problems of free-
dom for its millions of workers.
Silvio Bertocel
1t Fopolo, Feb, 8, 1083
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AS OTHERS SEE US

Japanese Reviews of Marxism and Freedom

- (Ed. Note: The following are excerpts from two Japmnese
reviews of Marxicm and Freedom, by Rayer Dunayevskaya, published
in Jopan _by Gendaishishioshiya (Modern Thought Publications),
Mmsder anin:l.h)ew title of Alienation and Revolution—Reformation of

Review by Jiro Shimiju in Waseda University Paper

This book should be introduced to Japanese wnder the original
fitle of Marxism and Freedom, not as Alenatlon and Revolubion.
I suggest this not only from a moral point of view, but from the
view that the original title gymbolically points out its significance
and its Jimitations, ‘That is, that present orthodox Marxism loses
humanistic freedom. The basic standpoint of the author consists in
advoeating rebullding freedom which Stalinism lacks,

In the first and second paris, the author analyzes the trends
of philosophy which formed the historical basis for Marxism. In
the third part, titled “Marxism: The Unlty of Theory and Practice”,
the author takes the position that we should seek the “unity of a
theory and practice” in Capilal,

The contents of the fourth par}, titled “World War T and the
Great Divide In Marxism”, which the author should have analysed
with a revolutionary investigation, comes on the pages without any
relation to the third part . . . Thersfore, the significance of the
book up to the third part is that the author foecused on Marxism in
relationship to humanism as poitled out in the “Economic and
Phllosophic Manuscripts,” But she does not try to reconstruct Marx-
ism in opposition to the Stalinist distortion of Marx's philosophy,
Rather, her argument only gives support to the accusation that the
preseniday Soviet Union is “the theory and practice of enslave-
ment.” Here the basic limitation of the book is exposed,

Since the author discusses the present day Soviet Unfon with
the blinding assumption that the Soviet Unlon ks bureaucratic state
¢apilalism, she fails to analyze It as a desperate problem of how
to defend the proletarian power once established and develop it
into the world revolution, an analysls which Is more practical.

The originality of this book, ruther, lies In her unique view
about the main controversial points of the Bolshevik party after the
revolution, She made an important erlticism that Stalin and Trot-

sky lacked philosophically what Lenin had,

[ ]
Review by Soboku Yamada in Reader’s Weekly
The book has something impressive for us, post-war Japanese
Marxists, with a singular conception and strange passion: strees on
early Marx, criticism of Soviet Communism, and a tendency to re-
turn to Lenin,

On the one hand, the author declares a passionate struggle not
only against American etate mouopoly capitalism, but also agalnst
a gtate menoply capitalism of Soviet Communism. And on the other
hand, she criticises the Asistic despolism of the Chinese Commu-
nist Party from the standpoint of varlous conditiong which these
developed nations (the USA and the USSR} have already attained,
{There is a view that mainland China ks moving toward a commu-
hism which is state monopoly capitaliun—1ihls chapter of criticism
of Mao Tse-tung is newly added in this edition),

Looking at it in this way, the compesition of Miss Dunayev-
skays’s book has something unique which no Japanese Marxist
has, It Is interesiing when you read this book, to comsider that
somelhing in America brought about such a theory.

\ﬂmlmdthhbookln!ﬁ&.lwulﬁemtedm&emalmi
of the histary of the theoretical formation of Capital in relation to '

the Paris Commune and the Civil War In America. But now that 1|

have read it In a translaied edition, I tind it suggestive, but rough.
As a whole, ths book iz based on an old composition and cannot
be 2 basts for the re-ectablishment of Marxism, With regard to par-
ticutars, however, it haz much that I Instructlve for veconsideration
of the views of Marxixm by the various factions which are accustomed
to a Jzpanese way of analysis.

Dec. 1965

Gct. 19,

1964
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ros et des martyrs. Nous en convenons, mals cols
ne prouve rien, rlen quant & l'efficacité de leur
sacrifice, Ia valeur de leurs iddes.

Et dans la grande majorité des cas, leur posté
rité n'utilisa la fin glorieuse que pour justiffer
les opdrations les plus avilissantes ou les plus
abominables. Quant & l'abstractlon qui colle des
étiquettes verbales sur des schémas théoriques
et artificiels, Monatte avait raison de s'en méfler.
Clest par elle que Ia propagande fabrique ses slo-
gans qui excitent et soulagent ceux qui ne volent
dans les ruines et cadavres que des arguments, des
moblles d'agitation et des motifs de représailles.

Ce qul est justement le pius aberrant et lo
plus odleux dans les manifestations terroristes de
Nixon, c'est la disproportion entre le moyen et la
fin, Car — et 14 encore i'histoire nous 'enseipne —
la politique britannique ou américaine, sl elle
fixe une limite & ses reculs et la falt respecter
par tous les moyens, se laiss= rarement entralner
par son succds h dépasser ses ohjectifs. Aprés avolr
andanti Elroshima et Nagasalk{, jes Etats-Unis ent
favorisé la restauration de !a puissance japonalse.
Truman a limogé Mac-Arthur qui logiquement
voulait porter in guerre en Chine. Nixon salt fort
bien que les bombardements adrlens peuvent mul
tiplier les destructions sans aboutir A aucune con-
quéte de territoire. Faut-il répéter que jamals les
troupes américaines ou sud-vietnamiennes n'ont
franchl le 1™ paralide.. tandis que des troupes
notd-vistnamiennes campent au Sud-viemam; su
Lacs pour le fonctionnement de la piste « Ho-Chi-
Minh », Cambodge dans les farmneux « sanctuaires »?

Que les logiclens, les « saodlés d’abstractions »,
les propagandistes laissent enfin Ia réalité appa-
raltre dans sa sinistre nudité. Que I'on nous épar-
gne Ia valse des slogans sur 'impérialisme, l'uni-
té nationale du Vietham, I'Indépencancs symhbo-
Mzde par les uniforme; nord-vietmamiens, gamn-
tie par de lourds- éguipements soviétiques et chi-
nofs, 1a liberté représentée par un Etat dont I'his-
torien Jacques Pirenne disait en 1956 : « Chaque
habitant du Nord-Vietnam est éiroitemnet encadré
el surveillé, La solidité de U'Etat est acquise par
Uembripadement de tous les habitants dans une
double organisation, civile et mililaire, les deur
fortement hiérarchisfes. Aucune oction clandestine,
aucune propagande hostile nz sont possibles ».

Quant aux sentiments de la population, nous les
décelons dans les mouvements de ceux qui, de 1954
& 19732, ...« ont voté avec leurs jambes » — 2 mik
lions de réfuglés du Nord au Sud Une population
du Bud qui fuit les envahisseurs du Nord
{Nous avons vécu l'exode tumultueux de
1914 de foules fuyant devant l'avance allemande..
Nous avons vu en 1344, les Normands attendre sous
les bombes I'arrivée des Américains libérateurs).

Lorsque se déclencha In grande offensive du
Nord-Vietnam su printemps d= 1972, nous formulions
des souhaits qut pouvent exprimer nos espolrs,
at lendemain des bombardements de Nixon ;

Que la négociation s‘engage sans autre préalable
que la suspension de toute action militaire, queiles
qu'en solent la forme el 1a motivation.. que celle
négociation ne discute que des conditions et de
Porganisation d'ume consultation du peuple sud.
vietnomien impliquant un contrdle international
neutre.. il n'est pas daulre voie pour aboutir
ax rétablissement de la Pair..

L'exemple du conflit coréen suffirait pour nous
&difler. Ce sont deur Elats qui s‘opposent et
camme dutrefois pendant les guerres balkaniquey
ce sont les grandes puissances qui sz comballent
par persomnes inlerposées, EX on peui méme sup-
poser — gvec quelgue vroisemblance — que lof-

Jensive actuelle o pour motlf ingvouable la compé-
tition entre les deur Etats dits socialistes, et que
la surenchére de l'un et de Usutre se (raduit
par Uinlensification des destructions et des mas-
sacres, Ce qui est proprement scandaleur, c'est que
Von dénonce les bombardements aériens orientds
par des objectifs mililaires {avec hélas ! d'clroces
déviations... fmals M. Mourice Schumenn s'est-il
élevé de 1942 & 1945 contre I'dcrazement des villes
allemandes et italiennes par laviation allide?) et
Gue l'on fuge normal, méme satisfcisant et salu-
teire, lo massaere de populations civiles par
Uartillerie et linjanierie des troupes libératrices.
Nous ajoutions en conclusion :

« Pour nous un codavre n'c pas d'uniforme ; toule
guerre est fratricide et la Révolution que nous
souhaltons est exclusivement soclale et morale
et non militaire et guerritre, »

Qua les soldats du Front National se transforment
en militants politiques.. demandait récemment un
professeur sincirernent pacifiste.

Ce n'est pas Iacile, surtout de 1a part des
officlers, Un maréchal de I'Empire méprise ses
origines Jacobines. Mais si l'on peut odmettre
en des circonstances exceptionnelles que le mill-
tant devienne us militaire.., on ne pourrs jamais
muer en militant révolutionnaire ces militalres sou-
mis & Uobéissance passive,

Roger HAGNAUER.

A travers les

LIVRES

MARXISME ET LIBERTE

De Raya DUNAYEVSKAYA, préface de Herbert
Marcuse. Paris. Editlons Champ Libre,
6, rus des Beaux-Arts, VI* :

VollA un ouvrage qui apporte un peu de clartd
et duir frals dans les débats confus qui se dérou.
lent autour du marxisme depuis plus d'un sidcle.
Anclenne secrétaire de Trotsky au Mexique en
1937 et 1938, i'suteur a &té militante avant d'dtre
auteur, Son style et son approche directe nous
changent agréablement des gioses pédoanies des
marxologues de profession qui voudraient nous
convaincre que leur enseignement est plus rdvolu-
tionnnire et plus créateur que Iz pratique de 1a
lutte des classes dans les usines, les bureaux et
les magasing dé la soclété moderne.

La question capitale que pose = Marxisms et Li.
berté » c'est celle des rapports de la philosophis &
1y réailts, de la théorie A la pratique,

Alors que les marxologues comme Loujs Althus.
ser, commodément installés dans de gras froma.
ges, déplorent que les Jounes philcsophes de leur
génération « s'étalent usés en tiiches politiques
¢puisantes, sans prendre sur slles le temps du tra.
vail scientifiques (Pour Marx, p. I7). Laya Du-
noyevskayn rappelle vigoureusement aux inteilecttiels
et sux théoriclens marxistes qu'ils dolvent parfols
quitter leur tour d'ivgire s'lls veulent retrouver
le sens du Jdynamisme libérateur du marxisme.

En effet, le leitmotlv de la nécessité d'un part
d'avant-garde qui « dirige » les & empdchés -de
voir ce gue le peuple, lui, voit, parfaitement : tous
sont prits & le diriger, personne n'est prét & I'écou-
ter. (p. 20, Or le progrés, I'avenir ne se décident
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pas, ne yorganisent pas

dans 1@ seul eablnot du
philoscphe

mais d'abord dans Ia pratique gquotj.

- dlenne de In lutte des classes, de la lutte pour

I'appropriation collective des moyens de produc-
tion et d'échange. La pratique cuvriere est toujours
infiniment plus créatrice que les spéculations les
plus ingénfeuses des philosophes. Ce qui n'est pas
dire que ceux-ci n'alent pas un rdle & jouer et
un rdle important. En se livrant & un travall
théorique séricux les intellectuels peuvent contri-
buer 3 prolopger l'élan sporadique de révolte dans
des classes exploitées. Ce n'est en effet qu'en Hrant
les legons des pratiques ouvridres, pour en déga-
ger les principes, que s'dlaborera la science du
changement soclal, politique, économique, psychi-
que, petmettant 4 I'homme de prendre en main le
contrile de son existence et de son destin.

Raya Dunayevskaya dtudie les avatars de cetle
tentative toujours renaissante A travers lhistotre
du mouvement ouvrier depuis 1776 Jjusqu: nos
Jjours en Europe, en Russie, en Amdrique et fina-
lement en Chine. Marx, dans I'édition francaise du
Capltal, avait proposd In théorie de cette tenta-
tive en tepant compte des epseignements de Ia
Commune de Paris,

Un livre & lire par les copains-de « Ia RP. », un
livre & gerder 4 portée de Ia main sur la planchette
du militant pour pouvoir le consulter A chaque
fois qu'on risque de perdre de vue la signification
actuells du mandsme «naturalisne ou humanisme
conséquent », selon le mot de Marx Iul.-méme, Ins.
trument incomparshle ponr faslliter 13 comped
hension des Tutles du présent, — PMerre AUBERY.

« LE MAI DE LA C.G.T. »

Edmond Maire a fait une constatation qui me
parait situer exacternent le « premier Livra » de
Gearges Séguy, en déclarant qu'il s’agissait blen
dnnMaid.elaCG'r » et non pas de « Mai 1963 ».

Dans le proi-ngement de cette constatation,
Séguy ne décoil Tos ses lecteurs. I1 s'agit dun
bon devolr appliqué de fin de stage de cadre
supérieur du Parti communiste, qui & aucun mo-
ment ne perd de vue la doctrine qui vient de
lui &re inculquée et qu'll applique. Le tout paré

boahomie.

L'avant-propos et « l'anticipation » du dernier

Avant.propos : «lhistolre, qui ne ssurait se 3¢
parer de maj 1963 de la conclusion du « program-
me commun de la ganche s, retiendra qu'il ne s'est

:t;:mle court laps de temps de qua:re

de leurs Intérits inséparables de ceux
him.ntmmloban).

teur (Juillard) : prix de venta (20 P),

de diffusion par le canal des syndi-

cily, une excellents affaire financidre pour l'auteur

mais encore tmefllsure sur le terrain

Daucuns ont relevé essentisliement la « petite
pbus:dcn.:.!’ampidw (accompagnés de crédt

de formation et de remise en selle de la C.G.T.
dans tous les organivmes ol un représeptant

24

syndical étalt préva et dont elle étalt écartée de-
puis des anndes) : «Je préfare étre fonclionnalre
d'un gouvernement communiste plutdt que premier
ministre d'une France dominde par les Amérl.
cains ». Secret de « compéres » partagé avec Benoit
Frachon et André Bertheloot (prudence), dévoilé
en 1972, mais qui auraft eu tellement plus d'impact
s'il avalt été révélé avant les élections présiden-
tielles de 1969. Souhaitons tout de méme un excel-
lent week-end au « président-arbitre » de la cin-
quiéme république dans Iz « datcha » de Léonide
Brejnev.

Qutre cela, Séguy en profite pour affirmer les
justes analyses de la C.G.T. en direction des étu-
diants, des gauchistes, de Cohn-Bendit, soutenu
par Eugine Descamps (C.F.D.T.} et dont James
Marengé (F.E.N.) a serré la main blen que les
jeunes ouvriers de 18 ans I'ignorent, de Jacques
Sauvageot, du rassemblement du stade Charléty.

#Un des aspects les plus négatifs de l'histeire des
événements de mai 1968 ».

« A ce singulier attroupement se frouvilent en
cifet mélés étudiants gauchistes et réactionnalires
attires par le caractdre outrpncibrement anti-
communiste de Ia manifestation, syndicalistes
CPDI.FO-PEN. e quelques renégats de Ia
C.G.T., Ia faune des soussols de I'Oddon, d'authen-
tiques représentants de la pigre des basionds de
Paris et diverses personnalités politiques distin-
gudes, Lo tout dominé par les lugubres drapeasux
noirs de l'anarchie et ia présence de M. Mendds-
France...s. (Unité! Unité?),

Autrement dit, sans hésitation aucune, sans er-
reur, et sans faiblesse, meilleurs analysta de la
situation politique, la CG.T. o su, durant les
semuines de mal 1968, ne pas se lajsser déborder
de quelque horizon que ce soit, et demeurer le
guide sir des travallleurs vérs ie retour ad calms
4 partir du « constat de Grenelle ».. et du week-
end de Pentecéte.

Au passage, Séguy, exécute André Barjonst,
membre du P.C. depuis 1944, démissiormaire en
lssamm&netanpsqu'ﬂMtsuMonsde
secrétaire du centre d'études <cononiiques et so-
clales de la C.G.T. pour adhérer au PSU.
Barjonet, & cet ultra-révolutionnaire qul o dé-
sertf Ia C.G.T. en plein combat — selon Sépuy —
dtait favorable & ua entretien secret avec le pa-
tronat! Or, & ce moment, la gréve n'en était pas
4 son pul.ut, culmninnnt et 1a situation politique était
encare trés incertaine, Personne ne pouwnit sa-
volr avec quel gouvernement nous discuterions.

. C'est dire combien sz démission nous a semblé
snspecta.:

« Depuis, Barfonct a joint sa voix aux calom-

niateurz dp la C.G.T. Son rallement A Panti-
unisme ol a4 permis ci'accéder & I direc-
d'un parti, C'était peut-#tre sa grande ambi-
nuis son réle est devenu si insignifiant qu

légisiatives
exemplaires du « Mai de la C.G.T. » seront « pla-
cés » lis s'sjouteront au million de « Vie Qu-
vrikre » consacrées au programme commun de la
gauche et constitueront un subtil tremplin de pro-
pagande du parti communiste.

Sl Séguy doft poursuivie une carridre littéraive,
Mmmpﬂn,danshmae.mnpmmurn-
¥re s aprig « Fils du peuple » & I'lmage de Mau-
tice Thorez, nous surons peut-dtre un ¢ Georges
Séquy petit-tils diz peuple ». — HERBE.
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AS OTHERS SEE US

Three French reviews of Marxism end Freedom

Excerpls from reviews in three French journals of
the French edition of MARXISME ET LIBERTE by Raya

Dunayevskoya,
- L L ]

From “La Revolutionr Proletarienne,” Jan., 1973
{Revue syndicaliste revolutionnaire)

Here Is a work which brings a bit of clarity
and fresh air to the confusing debates which have
unfolded around Marxism for a century. Former
secretary of Trotsky in Mexico in 1937 and 1938,
the axthor was a militant before becoming an
author. Her style and her direct approach are an
agreeable change from the pedantic critfeism of the
prefessional Marxolopists who want to convinee you
that their teaching is more revolutionary and more erea-
tive than the praclice of the class struggle in the fac-
tories, the offices, and the shops.

The principal question that Marxdss and Freedom

philosophy and reality, theory and prac-

like Leufs Althusser, conveni-

ently set up In cushy jobs, deplore that the young

ers of their generation “are using themselves

up in political tasks while losing time for sclentific

" (For Marx, p. 17), Raya Dunayevskaya vigor-

ously replies fo the intellectuals and to the Marxist the-

oreticlans that they must occasionally leave their ivory

if they want to regain the tiberating sense of the

of Marxism,

the idea of the necessity of a

d preven

FATERE ST
g?;E;;E

the pbllosophers. That is not to say that they do not have
& role to play and an important role. By devoting them.
selves to serinus theoretical work, the intellectuals can

contribute .lo extending the sporadic outbursis of revolt
of the exploited classes. This role is not only lo draw
out the lessuns of lbe workers' practice, but also to
reveat the principles which will elaborate the selence
of change—sacial, political, economic, and psychic—
permitting man to take control of his existence and
his destiny.

RAYA DUNAYEVSKAYA studies the vicissitudes
of this tentative, always renascent course through the
history of the workers' movement from 1776 until to.
day in Europe, in Russia, in America, and, finally,
in China, Marx, In the French edilion of Capital, pro-
poumded the theory of such an endeavor by taking ae-
couat of the lessons of the Parls Commune,

A book to rcad with the buddies of “the R.P.™,
a book to have on the shelf of the militant to bhe able
to consult it each time he risks losing the real meaning
of Marxism as *a thoroughgoing naturalism or buman-
ism,’”" according to Marx's own words . , ., an incom-
parable instrument to make easier an understanding of
the struggles of the present. ~Plerre Aubery
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EEET by Raya Dunayevskaya
Aullwr of nlar:!sm and Freedom

concentrate her brief reply to the editor on the siander
of gssociating her name with that of her enemy, James
. Burnham. We reprint below, first, excerpts from the re.

. view; her reply follows.

_ : e )

“Two - Revislonists'': Karl Marx, by Kari Korsch; Marx-
Ism and Freedom by Raya Dunayevskaya

i 'Two ‘classic works, as famous as they are marginal,
luve Jjust been translated into French: the critical study
‘that Karl Korsch devoted to Marx, and Marxism and
medm by Raya Dunayevskaya, Althongh their paintis
‘of ‘départure are very different—German ultra-Leftism
‘for’ the one, a deviant Trotskylsm eaten up with anti-
. Communism for the other—the two works join together
. in the end in their common desire to *“de-Bolshevize,”
to “de-Communize” Marxism . . .

A CLASSIC OF ANTI-COMMUNISM

* It'is from Hegel and from a fundamental hostility
to Lenin that Raya Dunayevskaya draws the theoretical
justification for her project. Marxism and Freedom pro-
poses 1ot only to “de-Bolshevize” Marxism, but to “de-
~'% Communize™ it. This book is important for the problems

-it péses, but distressing in the mamner in which it

" resolves them. Wishing to understand the wualty of
{heory and practice in Marxism, Dunayevskaya offers
us a classic of anti-Communism. It is not without interest
“to recall that in 103738 she was Trotsky's secretary
“in Mexico, snd that he separated himself from her as
. soon as the Second World War broke out on account
of -her totally negative opinion of the Soviet aystem, in

“ which she saw only a “atate.capitalism"--a theory main-
tained by another notorinus “Trotskyist” James Burn-

' “If Raya Dunayevskays is to be believed, it was
tbmugh s series of aberrations that Marxism, a theory
of liberation, came to be identified with “its opposite,
Communism, the theory and practice of slavery.” Marz-

" Ism and Freedom iries to reconstitute for us the very
- essence of Marxism: “Humanism,” through a critique
of - Lenino-Trotskyo-Stalino-Maoism, Even more, it tries
to ‘show the American rools of Marxism, In fact, the
:hmdnlrwlsiond:eoﬂ'mmis.meu veryAmeriun.

idea was .x!mlh!less an jnteresting one:

Slanderous book review

return to Marx and Hegel in order to understand the
Stalinist caricature thercof. But the author’s anti-Com-
munist spite spares no analysis . .

The most astonishing thing is that Dunayevskaya at-
tempts to justify her antl-Communism through Marx
himsel! . . . Dunayevskaya's book . . . hears witness to
the impossibility of separating Marxism from those who
transformed History in the name of Marxism.

~Jean-Michel Palmier
Sept. 13, 1071

[ ]
Editor, Le Monde:

1 was shocked to find, in a review of my work,
Marxism and Freedom, by Jean-Michel FPalmier (Le
Monde, Sept. 3), a manifestation of a rathér subtlo form
of amalgam-building between myself and *“another
notorious ‘Trotskyist,’ . . . James Purnham.’” Mr. Palmier
introduced the name James Burnham on the alleged
ground that my amalysis of state-capitalism is a thesis
“defended by . . . James Burnham.” James Burnham,
however, far from heing an exponent of the theory of
state-capitalism, is the originator of the theory of “man-
agerial society.” Moreover, this generation knmows him
belter as the arch-conservative he now Is than as the
dissident Trotskyist of the 1830’s. Pray tell, what possi-
ble reason could My, Palmier have for dragging in the
name of an American neo-fascist when reviewing the
work of an American revolutionary Marxist? Mr. Palmier
did not delgn to explain, proceeding unabashedly onward.
In a tone of finalily, as if that, in itself, were sufficlent
to condemn Marxism and Freedom till kingdom come,
he zssessed my work as ‘‘very American."

L] - L)

I DO plead guilly to altempling lo demonsirale the
Americen roots of Marxism. It was Marx, however,
not 1, who wrote that, just as the American Revalution
of 1776 “seunded the toesin™ for the French Revolution
of 1789, so the American Civil War-soundad it for the
werking-class revolulions of the mid.nineteenth century,
All 1 did was to show how, under the impact of the Civil
War in the United States, Marx restructured the whole
of Capital, and how, under the impact of the Paris Com-
mune, Marx deepened his analysis of the f{etishism of
commodities as well as the law of motion of capitalism
in the stage of concentration and centralization of capital
“in the hands either of a single capitalist or a single

. capltalist corpoqlllon ¥ Marx's own pmjeeuon of itate-

cipitalism,
" Interestingly euough. American miurers in ‘the

MeCarthyite 1850°s criticized me as slurply

French reviewer in 1971, for carrying through;

ican roots of Marxism, from Marx's dsy and

of the Abolitionists, to my heralding of the Black’

tion initiated in our epoch by the Montgowy 0
cott of 1955-56. Permit me to quote from my: wmeuts
when T contrasted the scepticism which greeted my pro-
jection of the Black revolution to the treatment of the
same revolution as a veritable cliche by the mid-1960"s: - -
“Yet the fact that a revolution can de treated as
mere journalistic phrase only further reveals the faflure’
to grapple with the truth tlut the American Negro has”
always been the touchstone of American eitmntinn
which had an ever expanding fromtier but no umifying
philosophy.” (p. 12) Evidenily, Mr. Palmier considered

_the American roots of Marxism so outiandish’ tha

instead of citing any, he busied himself with thi conten
tion that I was out to “de-Bolshevize™ Marxism. Whese
did he read that? Not in my work. I was too precccupled -
'{)il‘"oving tl;{lt r:l;nlin completed the mmw:gd,mm
n” of Ma —or to put it more in my
own terminology, the vitiation of Marxism and Leninism
as well as the transformation of the first workers’ state =
into its absolute opposite, state-capitalism, which Stalin-

ism (be it Russian or ol any other nationallty) ealls
Communism,

.
THE

BEVIEWEE, ot 1, linked fnto 2 mm'mu
(all duly hyphenated) “Lenino-Trotskyo-Stalioo-M

" the collapse of the then-establivhed

International. If the reviewer

the Dislectic: A Mind in Action,”

the third paragraph of my special
edition, which states: “Thus, Lenin, to
foundations for November, 1817,
War in France as State

worker, e'm

and Development in meﬂcﬂ, 1941-1”.
microfilm through ths Wayne State !
+ Library in Detroit, 0Michigan?
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NEWS & LETTERS

—TWO WORLDS

By Raya Dunayevskaya
Author of Marxism and Freedom

E.‘DITOR'S NOTE: For the second time, LE MONDE

,!uu failed to publish any answer to their slanderous
‘altack on MARXISM AND FREEDOM which appeared
_ih their issue of Sept. 3, 1971 in Paris, We prmt below an
exchange of letters between LE MONDE'S reviewer and
“Rdya Duneyevskaya. Excerpts from the review and Duna.
“yevskaya's first brief reply appeared in NEWS &
 LETTERS, October, 1971.
B )

] -]

- September 25, 1571
- Chere Madame,

1 have received your lelter concerning my review
of your book in Le Monde. It's impossible for me to de.
velop in a few lines the critirism that I could make re-

garding your undertaking, and I hope that we will one
"day.be able to talk about it orally and clear up 2 num-
" ber.of these points. I will attempt only to enumerate
some points of contention which are not enly mine, but
which are also shared by a number of my friznds who
have read your book:

. 1—Your intention is significant: to understand how
- Marxism, @ theery of liberation, could give birth to
repressive practices: Stalinistn and neo-Stalinism. But
your book makes usze of all the anti-communist cliches
. and in no way analyzes the problems. You conslanlly
- speak of “communism’'s putrescent smog' of the
“theory of slavery.” of the “most barbarous regime on
carth,” of “toxic vepers that hefog students.” This is
nol an analysis,

2—The return 1o Marxism starting with the ecarly

tests is 2 myth. The texts of 1844 are wilhout mean.

-ing unless considered within the ensemble of Marx's
 work,

. 3—Your historic analyses are often surprising: you
assotiate facts which do not at alt have the meaning
that you give them; for example, the association of the
. intervention in Prague with the war in Vietnam, of the
- 1958 struggle in Hungary with the humanist revolt, of
the workers of Easl Berlin with American Blacks.

4—Your analysis of the degeneraticn of Soviet Marx-

Letter exchange blasts Marxist slander

;:im is not radically differant from the thesis of Burn-
am . ..

5—Thal you were attacked by the McCarthyites does
not prove your Marxist orthodoxy. Reich, raving mad,
was alse prey to these attacks, and he was an anti-
Communist.

6—1 would like to know your position on the Angela
Davis question, for cxample; What do you think of her
ideas?

T—I know little about your past and i you could
send me some documentation on your work and your
life, 1 would he happy to speak about it in the future
in Le Dionde.

8—1I do not in any wav dream of associating you
with the present-day Burnham, who, as you say, is
truly a neo-fascist.

In the hope of hearing from you scon, I send You
my highest regards,

Dr. J. M. Palmier
Professor of Philosophy and Sociology
®
October 11, 1971
Dear Dr. Palmier:

Your letter of Sept. 25, 1971, has just reached me
in Canada where I happen to be on lecture tour. I was
giad to see you dropped any reference to the American
roole of Marxism as if that were an invention of mine:
alsn that you no longer refer to Lenin as if I have placed
him in the same category as Stalin, Khrushchey and
Mao. Now then, the questions you now pose:

First comes the seripus matter of the transforma-
tion of Marxism. a phllosnphy of liberation, inin it
oppostte the theery and practice of statc-capitalism call
ing itself Communism, My theory of state-capitalism
was first developed in 1941, was the first study based
o original Russian sources—the three Five Year Plans,
1926 iv the vutbreak of Warld War II The study of this
datn takes up no less than 46 pages {p. 233.278) of
Marxisme et Liberte, \\tuch proceed o prove the opera-
tioh of the law of value in Russia, and cite such her-
rendous new features as forced labor camps, all of which
was hbeing dished up as “socialism,” where the law of
value is supposed to be inoperative. Furthermore, the
life in forced labor camps, far from being what you

call my cliches, is told in the words of the aclu
mates during the uprising in Vorkuta in July 1953

may I call to your altention that the tille'af that:

is not “putrescent smog,” but, “Russia’ is More ‘Tha
Ever Full of Revolulionaries" (p 213). -

CHAPTER 13, WIIICK sets out the aetnahty and
nol just the theory of Russian slate-capitalism, . does
end with an expose also of Russia’s (not my) revislon:
of Marx’s theory of value. This revision too 1 had:
the first to translate into English as soon ax it appeated
in Russia in the journal Pod Znamenem Marxisma Un-
der the Binm:r ol Malaism}, which hed. pol arrl

summation of my position that appeilred in’ Fre'
“Bureaucratisation et capitalisme d'Etat,” in Argnmenl.s
no 12-13, janvier-fevrier mars 1958,) -

Because the practice of state-capilalism is -2 grest
deal mcre painful than the theory, I stressed in the
Preface: “Russian Communism rests on the mainspring
of capitalism-~paying the worker the minimum," ‘and
extracting from him the maximum,” (p. 32). Becaus
this is central to my whole work, I proceeded to prove th
contention in the context of the book (Part Five). Be
cause theory is nct at all the abstraction it appears to -
he to many, and Marx himself did anticipate such a de.-
velopment 1f “lhe law of motion of capitalism™ went-“th
whole way,” and because this affected even gzreat-
revolulionaries who slipped off the fundamental ground -
of Marx's “abstrpel” analysis, I also dealt with the -
question in my analysis of crises developed by Marx
in Vol, 111 of Cepital, May I call your attention to:the
end of Chapter 8, which takes up Rosa Luxemburg”
theory of accumulalion of capilal, and conlrasts il.
Marx’sy (“Appearance and lzealily, p. 151-156)? ..

- L] B

SECONDLY, [ AM most sorry to'see tha
licve the 1844 Manuscripts to be “un mythe
{Continued on Page.1}:




"WO-WORLDS.__

(Continued from Page 5)
privilege, of course. However, I did not leave the ques-
tion of the Economic-Philosophic Manuscripts (Chapter
3 of Marxism et Liberte) to its formulation by Marx
in 1844, or to the Russian attacks on it in 1853, but
carried through the Humanism of Marxism throughout-
the four velumes of Marx's Capital, to which I devote
no less than four chapters. Thus, Part Three, “Marx-
ism: Unity of Thi~ry and Practice,” lays heavy stress,
not on the Huma»m of 1844, but on “The Humanism
and the Dialectlc ¢ Capital, Vel, 1 (1867-1883)." Again,

it is impossible to divide theory from practice, and not”

just in Marx's day but in our own, when we deal with
Marxism.

Therefore, what I emphasize is the actual appear-
ance on the historic stage of Marx's Humanism In the
Hungarian Revolution, 1956, 1t has remained -ifront
center on that historic stage ever since. T was most
pleased to have been one of only three Americans asked
to participate In the international symposium, Socialist
Humanism, edited by Eric Fromm. T regret thal you see
no relationship between the Russiar counter-revolution-
ary interventions in East Europe, either in Hungary in
1956 or in ‘Czechoslovakiz in 1068, and the harharie
Americar imperfalist actions in Vietnam, I doubt that
those who have to live under Russian totalitarianism in
East Europe see no parallel in these two Imperialisms.
And it is a fact that the American masses——Blacks and
youth mainly, but not so distant from the rank and file
labor as is made to appear—who are [ighting their gov-
ernment’s savage imperialism against the Vietnamese
people, do see a parallsl. . .

NOR IS THIS parallel seen merely for “propaganda
purposes,” as in the moving letter from a Birmingham
jail in 1963 by Martin Luther King, Jr., who drew a
sharp parallel between 1.5, racism and Nazism, on the
' cne hand, and on the other hand, between the Hungarian
revolutionaries and the Black revolutionaries. Last year,
for example, when the Polish workers rose up in strikes
and demonstrations against their conditions of labor,
we witnessed demonstrations in sympathy here.

In any case, Insofar as I am comcern=d, I do not
beljeve im ihe theory of the lesser evil. The ome lime
that I participate in any actions with Communists is
when the reactionary American government strikes out
against revoiutionaries here. especially Blacks. Thus,
in the question that you raised about Angela Davis, 1.am
of course part of the Free Angela Davis movement. This
needs further explanation because I do think there is a
misunderstanding in your conceptior of what my anti-
Communism suoposedly leads to, 1 fight th» Communists,
whom I consider state-capitalists, globallv, Being an
Ameriean revolutionary, this in no way stops me {rom
{ighting Amerlcan eapitalism. -

_ As you no doubt noticed, Herbert Marcute, wha in-
troduced my work, disagrees with me sharply, partien.
Jarly on the role of labor. and I disagree even more
sharply. witk him. Yet be felt that my analvels of “the
Marxispi oeuvre” was such an origingl contribution that
someone In seademia must introduce if. At4he present
- moment, the C.P. is camrying on the most vicious

campaign against him, but this has not stopoed him from
working for the freedom-of his most important prote-ee,
Angela Davis. In a word, neither of us consider efther
that we should hide our diffsrences, or that our differ-

ences should keep us from working teeether against -
capitalism.
[ 3 - -

YOU WILL PARDON me if £ do not go into still
another discussion of Burnham. I would like to believe
you when you say, “1 do not dream of associating you
with the present day Burnham."” Why then have you .
drageced this neo-fascist into our dQiscussion, when he
nowhere appears in my book, and I am damn sure I
nowhere appear in his? My theory of- state-capitalism,
whith was never sepreated from Its ewossite, workers’
revolutions, was never his, and his theory of manageriat
soclety, which he had considered “the new soclety,” was |
never mise, Wasn't it bad enough that I had to explain
my “past” (which has always been a revolutionary
past) for L= Monde? Why should-I aza'n have-ip sink -
down to Burpham's ground of argumentation? Can't you -
see that Le Monde does publish my public answer?

Yes, T would ilke some day to meet and discuss
more with yod In person, but you must realize"that 1
have suffered through many slanders and relegation to . .
the status of un-person, both in Russia and’the United
States, ever since T became Leon Trolsky's secretary
at the height of the most Infamous Moscow Frame-Up. !
Trials in 1937. I trust, therefore, that our dialogue can
continue on the ground of my own work rather thawr on
the ground of Other.

Yours sincerely,
Raya Dumayevskaya
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Marxismo y libertad

Margarita Sordo

R. Dunayévskays. — Marsiemo y Kbertad.— Ed. Jusn Pablos. México
1976, 400 pp.

Raya Dunayévskaya estuvo en México entre 1937 y 38 como
secretaria de Trotsky. De ese entonces data su tesis sobre la
estructura caphalista de Estado, aplicada a la Unidn Soviética,
que sostiene contra la opinion del propio Trotsky, lo cual la llevd

. a distanciarse de las posiciones trotskistas y 8 emprender un ca-
mino propio. Ahara, a partir del dfa 5de febrero, estard de nuevo
con nosotros.

En fecha reciente la Editorial Juan Pablos puso a nuestro al-
cance uno de los libros fundamentales de la seflora Dunayévska-
va: Marxismo y libertad, donde la autora hace un profundo andli-
sis de las causas que Ylevaron a la Unidn Soviética a convertirse
en algo cualitativamente diferente de un Estado proletario. -

Asimisma, en &l texto podemos encontrar una descripeién
muy aguda de los males actuales que padece la sociedad capita-
jista en ¢l pals mas representativo de ella: Estados Unidos.

En vista de {as conclusiones a que llega, la Dunayévskaya hace
una recomondacién dirigida especislments a los palses que
luchan contra el colonialismo v las tiranfas, y es que los revolu-
Cianarios auténticos no deben guiarse por férmulas gastadas ni
por dictados ajencs a sus propias circunstancias histiricas, antes
deben reflexionar sobre el problema fundarmental de la sociedad,
que es |a libertad del hombre dentro die un sistema qui la garantt-
ce para 1o0dos sus companentes.

Coma sefiala la autora: *“El marxismo o es una teoria de |a libe-

“racién ono esnada”.




Uno Mas Uno, Mexico City. Jan. 30,

Riaview of Marxism and Freedom

Raya Dunayevskaya was in Mexico 1937-38 as Trotsky's secretary.
From that time on, she worked out her thesis of the capitalist strue-
ture of the State, applied it to the Soviet Union, a view she held
against the opinion of Trotsky himself and which impelled her to
distance herself from Trotskylst positions and to begin on her own
road. Now, beginning Feb. 5, she will be here with us once more.

Recently Juan Pablos Publishers made available to us one of the
fundamental book of Raya Dunayevskaya: Marxism and Freedom, where the
author makes a profound analysis of the causes which transformed the

Soviet Union into something qualitatively different than a proletarian
State.

At the same time, in the text we can find a very sharp description
of today's ills which afflict capitalist society in its most representa-
tive country: the United States.

In view of the conclusions she arrives at, Dunayevskaya makes a
recommendation directed especially to the countries fighting colonlal-
ism and tyranny, which is that genuine revolutionaries ought not to
be guided by worn-out formulas nor dictums alien to their own historic
circumstances, before reflecting on the fundamental problem of society

which is the freedom of man within a system which guarantees liberty
in all aspects.

As the author says: "Marxism is a theory of liberation or it is
nothing."




