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nad L oovcwntzurs, not o oasgitiloruy, bmu by Uhw vwmcen PemsoT oo 1! Theis

Soid clods warbisiantion in o LG0T WOCICTLDN oualn wuTeblis U TTOTLL

-t

aroduction polotione ond oo The nt asraatol aonduct tin huesonacye culon of the

S
Ml SRS L

1.39 society. Trotelzrts mosidion

stole wus & "seurca of -wlitical dangart wrucisely Toomard

~Fe aid nov samovlcedige hilie mizdoie because he 4id nob uaderstand i

&7 -

not undersiond it because 1o hind mede & Ixdisn ol the vorizey

nide ronlisics, It woas net elzor thun, vhat should boe zlaar now,

febigh of Lhw worimrs state wos the prodecessor of muldn: » fokish o

wrorerty tn vhich $he worln=s sihre

B . THT RETISIISH OF 300 FROELRTY

i

Machnelogy diselonus man's mode of dorling with fiature, the wvro-

ceas of woductinn by which ho mstoin 8 lifo-and therouy olac loys bare the

rode of formatiecn of 1is socizl rolatlons.® Thus Marx in Somita] (25), ‘Mmis

bosic thowht had beon proviously incorvorated by him ia the Comwunist
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Page 73
needs of produotior itself." Buf lef ua kesp bo tﬁe mode of expression

131 The Revolution Betrayed. The sentence next o the one qyoted asbove

saya: "In civilised socletles Property relstions are val&daksd by 1aw5;"
mropsky has here equatied proeductlon relatlons oo property relations by
saying they are validated by laws, instead of saying that production
relations find thelr legal expresslon in eskablished prdperﬁy relationa.

How read very carefully the next two sentences: "The nationallzatlion
of the land, the means of Induatrial productlion, kransport and exchange,
hogether with the monopoly of foreign trade, conskltutes the bagis of
the Soviey soclal structure. ‘hrough these relations, established by
the prolétarian revolutioﬁ, the nature of %4he Ssviéh Union sas é praleta-.
rian state is for uez basically defined," fBut; rirss of all, property
relatlona and productiqn relatioﬁs uusaiann@sbknx can be'equabed mggy~

when they mean the gama - -thing, thgk;lai when'thé& ara the 1§ga1:§£praécj”“

sion for the actual producilon relation.. In periods of revolution or
counter-revolution when tha‘aa&dsl'pré&uction:rqlations'ﬁﬁdergo & tranas
formation while Ehe;;sgnlﬁeiprgpqiqnsrdre 8%111 retained in the iaws¥
production relatioﬁs cannob be'equafed to'propprty relatlonsa wi&hbut
equatihg revoiueion'to‘qounter-rovolutionl Secondly, stets proﬁerby

is a-form of property, not a’relatibﬁ'bi:éroduotioh. Staﬁé;propeft&

is o agrivétiyé,:noturundAmentali ralatlon gf'proparty'baaaqse in;

ibaarf 1t teils nothing of the olass relaticns in the nrosess of produce
Eion. A torm of property doesn!t deflné the'relatioﬁship between the
classes toﬁard it; it merely'expresses that ralationshiﬁ, sumegimga
correctly, sometimes lnéorrectly;_depending’upOn whether  the production

- -

relatlonship haa yoet been "validated by law",

#iUnder vhe patriarchal regime, under the regime. of caste, under the
xexinr® -feudal and oorporaﬁive regine ‘there was division of labor in
Ea T

the whole of sooalasty accordtag xed regulationz. Wers these
regulations establlished by a leglslator? No, originally born of the
condlisons of mabterial production, it was not £1ll much lator that
they were establlshed a3 laws,'--Karl Marx, Poverty of Philosophy.p.147




Page 74
It took the genigs of Marx vo extract politlcul ecomﬁy i‘rnm‘its fetishism
of commodlties and reveal how a "definite social relation between ment assume§.
the "fentastic form of & relation between tidngs.® And to the quegtion, “{thence,
then, arises th-a enlgmatical churucter of the product of lobor, mo soon as it
agsuwes ths form of commodities?® larx: replied, fClearly {rom the form iteelt.n

Cleurly, the form of stete property which apseared in history as morkers etate

.property and was thus idenbified with u pew relation of preduectiont , which
_ the ‘
‘became attached to/thing, Btﬁ.tified pruper‘by. UEconomica deals rot with things

‘but with 1‘ela.t.|.ons between. persuna, a.nd, in the last resori, betweeun clasges;

)

thesd rea.a‘bn.an.., howaver, are atta.chad to things and Eav‘ as thizy; " ’"hus

‘Engels e:q:lained the ce,uaé 6f"l".,he confusion of. the bcﬁ_rgeoié economiﬁsts..~ Will

.

the' revolublonary workers movement, after fréeing iteelf of the fetishism of the

Torm of & product of labor (commodity} creeie a mow fetichism of a form of

property (statified property)?

-

Had Trotsky mittég of ?1"-3, sl-z_ox:]'c'ers state not in Lie ah;tmct :Dut iq ‘_bhef-
conqrate he would have undersbood what Lunin called "the reality of the transi-
tion® ‘and t;:_us ﬂa\red tm.dictatofsm.p oi‘ the pruleto.ria.i; *from tha::i)oint of
view of the transition from capitalism to‘ socialigm." He could h:_xve thﬁa cht;cked
h.is concept against the reality and if the resl workers state vas not procseding

toward its goal, but receding, he would have known when, In the process of

##9Tha life-process of mociety, which iz based on the material production,®
wrote Morx on Fetishius of Commodities (Capital, Vol, I, p.98), "does not
- strip off its mystical®veil until 1t ia trented as production by freely
sgsoclated men and is consbioualy veguls tou by tl:um 1y accordance with a
petiled plan.”
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-recession, it '.‘md_r:;apome trunsformed into its oppou.’.‘ée. As it wag, he always

spoke of tihe recesslon as ;nmathlng tha£ m hapuen, or as somethiny that viould
happer, but not as a process evolving before his very.ey’eu. Alt};owi‘: io 1924,
when the NEP was in ferce, he warned covrectly thet an unbriéled developmont of

the NEP would result in the Soviet Unlon's acquiring "capiiaiism on ths instnll-
ment plnn,‘" he had reverted to his old fatisgh of workers statlsm when the Tprincipl?
of industrialization and collectivizetion vas é.dopted. Now the fetish, viorkers
sife.te, bacame eguated to ste.t.ilf.ied propefty. Trotsky did not sez where iihe fetish
could lead to, He mercllessly criticizfzd the Lef.t Gpposii_ionista who were led to

capituletion through such an squation, s mbacrib«_ad to Raleovaley's correct aﬁalysia

!

-of the capitulaiors: ";l'ha baliitu:l.a;torg refuse to consider whit steps must be

adopted tn order that indusirieiization and collsctivisation do not bring ebout

results opposite Lo Lhoge expecied... They lsave oub of cous

question: what changes will the Iive Yéur Plan bring about in the glans rolations.

in the country,® (47) . B . ‘

Trotsky could approve .;Iaklovaky's n‘ri“nings bocauoe he Iﬂ.m_'sal;‘ had also

, written of dwélop_;gg elas.s t-elation;. But he alv.'a:'rs ;:urote in the future senss.
it sucix and such a course were not tollowed a cfc.ass‘ oi.-.hér j‘:lmn bhe prolet.‘ariut'
xould come to the helm of the siate. The course was not folloved; most slgnifi-
@bb £he proletariat was not the victor in the conflicting class interests. But’
Trobeky concluded i'.hu.i',_ iv was ;ﬁ.mply'a’ oage of the heaucrasy ra'plreaentix.:g the

workers Rbadly® —by methoda of. its own,

(47) Qpposition Balletin #7, L1-12/2% (Hussian)
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Ralovasky, on the other hand, profonndly undsrstoed t-.;.=.t- the conavents of
Octobor would wot remsin intact if economic lavie aro poraitted to develop "apon—
taneously®, without the conscious @idmce of the vanc‘;lurd into & direction advan-
tageoxta to the proletarint., That is why he warned prophetie.lly that & ruling class

other thsn the proletariat wes. erystullizing "before our very eyes'. "The mot%ve‘
48}
farece of thiarsimgtﬂ.ar clags is’ tne singular form of privaie property, state pover.”

That Trotsky did not fuily understand the implications ol this é.ualysis ‘
published in the Left Op,a‘osition Bullr;tin is clear from_ the foct that when Trotsky -
wes asked, bub in what direction is t‘ne class mature of tie Soviet Union evolying
ke referred im the queatioﬁer to etory ﬁhic_h 39_11;15_ ﬁe;ide the class nature of

the Scrviat,u_nion. Then the rudnoua "Sheory® of zocialism in'one ccnii‘r.ry"-rvbrought

‘Russie to the brink of disagter iz 1952, and the international reflsction of that

. . ) ‘l ,
Stalinist podley Mocieliswm and fasclsm.sre hot entipodes, but tﬁing") in 1855

" paved the way for Hitler in G'emanjr, e correctiy called for ths creablon of a

o

ho\v, I‘ourth Inbernativnal and new comzuni par‘bzl.es éverywhero, including Tuesia.

However, when whsn i;;.zés%ioned as to what the fight for power in Russia meant, =

¢ !

Trotsky once again'-;sought reguga in equating the workers state with statified-
preoperty, - That entirely sbatic view of statified proparby led him to qua.J,ify
fight for -

our/power in Russia by affirping that the road to pover there \-.'oulu not take the

path of soclial févélution, as in capitalist lands, bui would be a political revo~

-Jution. PFor 4o ’Tro‘tal«:y, "the gooial content of -i-.hé diotatorsiip of the buvesucracy

is detarmineﬂ by thosa gr uctiva relntions which are created by the proletarian

rwolution," (49)

Ibiq, #1.7-18, 11-12/50.
4'1 The_New ;nterg_gtiog,a; 7/55+ Emphasis in eriginal
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Bub wiwd iy so imoutuble either about the social conuvent ol the bUreaRITEEY

or of gtatified properby? It is a fetishism which disoriented the movementl
Twenby years after bhe trsde upion diapute when the Soviet Urlon was participeting
in an impsrlndist vwap s oo integrul part ol 1%, znd, vith the help of Fascist

Jernany, woo ¢.rving wp Polend, tussia e irobaly ves sHILT a tworkers! stote which

neeGec to be unconditionmily defendec!l
4 was this fetishiswe of statified properiy thut Blinded Trotsky frar see-

ing &kuk the real content of the counbter~rovoluticn when i come.

the Moscow Trials the "prefuction relations established by October” were stdl1l in

exisbence! Fe sawr the Trials perely as & gory xpolitical spectacle, ut' & sort of

oot, an exnreacence of the rotten politlcé.

paiace ceunter-revolulicn ¥ without so

.wuparstructuve buh one that lacked en economic base nevertheless . It seeus pre-

posterous to have to do so, ut it is pecess ery to remind a greab }&an:iat of & ive'ry
famous quotation oy Marx: ®- In the estimation of ovs DY View “thot each specie.l

mode of proa.uction and the social Teinblions correspont ing to it, in sha‘t, the ,
-scononic structure or gociety is the real baais on which the ju'*idic . and poli+ical -
supsrstructurg is vaised and to which definite social forms es-—soeia&q pﬂzhtcﬂ:

W@Mﬂwm thought carraspond, that the mode of
{:roduc‘bioﬁ determines the characver of the social, politlcal and intellectusl 1ife *
generslly, all this is very true for our own times, 1p whick m;':.‘i:e't.'iul jntevests
preponderate but not for the middle ages, in which Cath:.l..c:i.sm, vor for Abtnens

and Remo, fheré politics reignod supreme....JThis much,howsver, is clesr that +he
middle ezes could mot live on Catholicism, nor tho anclent world ‘on politics, on

| the contrary, it is the mode in whieh they gained a livelihood that axplains why :

here politics and there Catholicism played the chief part,” (50)

(50) Capitel, Vol.l, 2.94, footuote.
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How could ths aubbor of Lhe permanent reveluiion whe md so brilliantly

foretold tie proloterisn dictatorsilp veveal aso fundementaily a falue concept of
the cosence of un g_gg_.gtigg; workers stale? Trotoky's grroneous characterization
of the Stalinlst Ruessia of 1240 as e vorkers stete appeaved comwpletely inexpli-

ceble at firgt, That was biccuge wuntdl 1920 the ideus and motes of expresaion

rere
of the "Trotulyiet® movenent mx/completely dominated by Trotsky. In 1540 we

broke with Trobsky on the question of the unconditionel defense of the Soviet
Union. This brisk csused s to reconsider the cusestion of the fundamentol nature

-of the Sovict state and logically forced us 4o drace to their orixin the postulates
which bave previously govermad our thought., This prdcesa lod to the diécoiary ’

of Trolsky's error at ils reot. I ie meccssdry lo overcoms aws and gain convie— -

tion...‘ A reexamiiietion of the trade union dispute was indispensable to a co:'ff:ct

. revolutionary orienta:bion 'bowafc} that sixth of the world whose simgular foram of

ccabined development hag v':rought such confusion in our movement. - In order now is

sn analysis of the cagntarﬂrevolixbi_nn.. I% wos not mevely a political’ counter-

revclution in whiclh socisl foundshiome. were left intact.* No, it was a counbar-
7

ravolubion in the relstions of production,

*hpropog of "purely" pnlitical revolutions we must not forged larx's emphasis that
they have mevely perfected the exisiing state machincry. ZIn'other words, since
Lhey iuvolved a change of political rulers, and not a mem sceial change, the
bowrgeois pulitdes) vevelubdcas psrfscted, nob distoisd, the bourgeols stais
machine and thus the domination of the bourgeoisie as a class . Surely that
cannot be szid of the relubicn of the Staiinist "politiedl® revolution in ita
relation to the social foundations of October., Thus the analogy does not hold,




Tt was difficult to recognize the counter-revolution because it did net
meke & "formal apjcerence on the historic sreni. Lbs armed garb vwas obacured
by its "chial_cuntant". Moveover, tha gocinl concuests of Qoteber wers zﬁthout
ariss toe juell toe revolt. At fivust, chipges in the relatisns of preduction ap-
pearsad iﬁperceptibly, and ofteh ugaingt thp "plansl" of those wio decresd the
changes. The accumilative effect of the laws, bearing withess to the accumulation
of .changea in the role of labor. in t_ha Soviet state and in the process of gfcduc-
fion and bearing witness as well to r.ha uec;eao., not soclally stebilized, rule
of the bureavcruet gave the latler sbcit;l‘ consciousness, The course of 'hh_e deve;
,':‘Lop'mant of the Ihmsia::.:‘ecénbm-y., in the emf:!_.rdnmen%:- of thne ca.pita.l‘.ia'b world e'conomy.
.impéged a differont, than plenned, coirse ug:d;_;: _th@.‘i‘.-:.r.talitafiaﬁ‘ cligue. By 1'955_'

the pianners, aiming to resolve the contradiction between plan und uctual course
) , .
of events, between labor 2nd thi stals, bstwesn the consumpticn needs of the

¢

masses and the production nesgds of tl;e econony, declded “i‘irst of all up;:n the ‘
necessity of stnfalizing its rule, j'l‘ha process of tra.naformation of the nresucracy

into an mcploitat:.vs claas had begun. It is not the conat.lousness of men that
determines their be...ng, but s on the contrary, their soclul being, vhat determines

their consclousnoss." (Murx).

Vaen in Part I of this study we examine the anti-lubor legisliion
enncted in }-iuasia. we suw thub as uobn ag the workers lost enthuslesw [ar tlhe plan,
the State kit out againat the proleturiat. The proletrrist had lost ie best
revoluationary repreaentitive whew the Left Oppogition was expéilec: but the fact

vas net fully apprecisted by it.  The worker Siret rualized the situaton when
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" his economic cunditions grew worpe, despite the adoption of the Five’ -fear Plan,

A change in the production rolatioms extent in the Soviet Union was gradually evolv—
2.8, Both his ration card and his right %o litring spacé wog placed in tha'hands

of the factory divector., His trade unions vere made part of the administrative

muchinery of the ctate und, long uvelore the Tvianglo wos sbolished by A decree in‘

1957, the worker kmew thei in fact hoth the repuesentstive of the commniat perty
and the representative of his irade union bowed to the one-man mapagement inatli-
tuted in the factory in 1934, 1He worker realized then thet the jo;t: of factory

director vas not, es the Russiens pub it, merely tfuncticnsl". If not in appear-

ance tien in famct the factory dlrector behaved like a boss, ones who, through bis

role in the process of pl'oducti:oxi, could tell the ‘wiorker how long end how hard to

. -

vork and could pay hip for his lobor ho more than, end very often leas than, & bere

aubaiéfsnce. The lews did ﬁbt,' efter s1l, appear out of nowhore —w they arose out

of “hs

1

Stelin saw early that the. dusl nature oi’ ths economy viclentlyshook his

rule now to one extreme, now 0 the other. It is tvus that in 1000 hs isaued Lhe

brazen slogan ."Sté.tiafics'on the class front, ". whersupon The independent status_éi‘.
the Cenbral Stautisticel Bouzrd wvus liguidated  into the Gosplen. That could hide
"'_ifigures“ from the outside -qorla‘.'" The worker, however, didﬁ't. hmré to mugter

statistics 1n order to collect his pay envelope and with its contents try to "‘\\
. AN

Ths workers dissatisfaction had Lo be guppressed, Lawe were enpcted 7’

purchase focd.
' ointe but it

to do o, The act of .suppreasing mass dissatisfaction hu.rl‘ita P

mEukd was lnoupable of manu.fa.gj:giring any gort of propr for the ruling burezucrsacy.

3talin got out in seacrch of a prop. In his address to the directors of industry

on June 2%, 1931, Stalin issusd the élqgan "Let there ba an end to depersonalisza-

$iaon,". "Dotter pay for botser workh, however, needed a foundation, & pacework
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systen of work and pay and thet could gain :qg;.antum only with 'such e mwmenﬁ as
Stakhanovism, This "wlsdom™ Stalin l:,d ;;ot yet-:squired.... The slogan was a step
in the #righth dirvection. So was the"grineiﬁla"of ong-zon mansgement €laborated
in 195¢, It ma;' huve been a prépr but it wes no steble bese, Buw that was pre-
cisely miat it lacked and wiat ii alwed Lo achieve: sbablliiy of iis ric. Thet &
why by 1955 it decided upon the creation of Stekhanovism.
1.Stakhanovisn
The Nay 4, 19:55lsp_asck of Stalin, "the keynote of which way thecare of the
: llmma.n being® (Mrzhlauk), was not é:!.ssimilgr to his 1901 speach. But now Stalin
was & wiser man. Hé now knew how to concretize hfls ;ioge.n. "Gurg of the humah.

be}ﬁng" become the predecessor of Stukhe.nmr.ism.' In 1931 "ending depersaali.zation’

' wag a mere Geivs.. In 1935 1% wes an.aciusl accomplishment. Fith Staichancvism

it

s Ain pf;‘sgjb, feading déparéonalizatioﬁ" had a iuost practicel meaning for Stai:hanq':iam_" .

bad achieved a twemiy-fold diffevemtiation in payl

. Gnz Trotsky, in his analysis of Stakhsnoviem in The Revolutdon Betrayed

po.i;lcluded th.a.t‘ the Stakbaxovilte syst%,ln' of p&ecgwor].;c‘fpayinept xas inot & -rjgtreed_;,
%o cgpiﬁa}?ét relations" but merely a matter of 'réﬁouncix.lg i;luéﬁ.ans. ‘“Tl-m foxﬁ
of wage payment,® he w:;ote, "is simply brought. into bét-_‘_oer corresponﬂencé.with
ths reai resources of the cmmt?y.'l' gft.af thic broa!d staﬁamen’;, T'rotulqr' quoﬁea"'
Marx "Law can never be higher than the economic structure.®  Most px;ofuun;ily truse
uut that is the Veconom:l.u gtructure; §r whot Trotsky calla the “feal TeIUTes Vo.f.‘
the c@t@' ? |

At the endwof the First Five Year Plan production oi‘ th§ means ¢ 'pfoduc-—

tion constituted 55.5% of the total economy ard production of the means of con=

sumpidon comprised 46.7%. The rovarse had been plumed., The Second Five Year

128 "
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Plun was t§ have achieved a ;yat better improvement in the condiiisns of lubor®,
That 1s, it was once again planned that there should be a great incraaaéin the
produciion of artivles of rﬁaas conuumption, in which task thay utﬁerly falled
in the Hirel Plan‘, and that super-itenzification of labor was Lo receia sethsck
{The awnual increase in procuctlon wis set at 143, contravtcd to some 3%% ﬁed
at in the First Plan.) Howev.r, the procuctivity of lussian labor was& low that
such anbitions contradicted the orim.ry ceal of the Second Plan: “to caten up with
&end dutdisfance production in capita]ist lanas,"
Under the given bage® ;nd with the given aim, it was imposs%.ble simu;_l.za-
I néc;usly ‘to e;\.:"te:.zd'preduc biog of 'bhe means of 1:?oductiou am prokiuc’-o.gmqﬁci‘ the mégﬁé.
of cunslumpli“‘.ion’. On;a‘ or- the obher had to .be suci:ific_'éd. .Tﬁo course. gi‘. dev’eldl;me_nt
1.:.1“ the::;taté%;;me;li. mga’u's of prodﬁétion, th.e_ -coggtnht nanegsi _, ‘s a.xghui-—thauﬁ-#

:in order'to Neateh up with the capi‘b&iigf. 1;:1@;.“ , the high organic compoaitiqn; of

"7 advanced ) : . , a i
capital in the/eapitalict world which imposed thd genme technicel composition of
. e . ’ ' .

the same techniﬁ:hl cmpoéitiqn of the economy upbrg.f:he rest of ﬁha'worid, do~

nended the saorifice to be in the proauection of .j;i-hicles of mwass consumption.

Sacrifice in thet already sacrificial sphere meant that not the whole ﬁopulation
could be égtisfied. Distribution of articles of muss consumption had b be brought
inte conformity with the veality of.‘l;.he state of production., Such werathe Hraal

#iith a amuch nighsr techmolegical basu, the luw of ecapitalist productiam likewisa
excludes production of means of consumption running neck and nheck withths ’
production of means of preduction, (Of. section on "Law of Velne®)

##The heavy demands upon the nascent stewl lndusiry alone were ao high (stesl
being nacess aty both for industry and for defense) that for the whol® period
195%-7 they were able to lay only 1.5 thousand Idlometers of rallroads. At
tio outbreak of the prasent war the railroads wers the weakest link % the
Soviet economy, The 18th party conference in February 1941 ornce again put
ths dewelopment of the wailroads as the fivat polnt on the order of the day.
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rogources of the country.® It was a quegtion, =g Trobsky put At, of "bourgecis

norps of digtribution® hut of bogrgaois mi_o;wm.

The piecework sysiem was declared by Murx to be beat suited to the capital-
isb system of productior. The Stakbanovite piccework system wins best xysk sulted
to tho mode of produsiion expant in Russia. It grew out of the ueeds of produc-
tion and in turm infiuepced the type of production. %hib the Stekhanovitest
overwﬁelming rise in pdy me.y hove compensating cdventages in th_e kind £ things
they wished to buy, vhere {ollowed in those years an increa;e in lwnury gobds.
contras{; tha 2,400;‘5. i,ncreé.se in the i:roduction of silk +to thegéfﬁi increase in
the'prbducficm of cottongoods, . -

The swivel cheir soon replaced "éha‘ hammer as t.he'z'-agl,.l'embl'.cr;n" o:it't}:@é Sta-
khanovite:s. Thee-e." rgqnifd-bﬁsaké;'a'—for;.g.fdug’ no_:longei' entered thefacu:‘?'?nraugn :
* ths Ps‘l.ck dgg;'j;_ Tlfl@)r"f_ﬁ.l_aﬁt.; gtf_aight i:;_to_.th,g front .pfj,‘i;e c;f the fdéto:y_,_@i;;ec£é;;';; |
who ware they'.thsmselye-g.! lJ_L fevé Eh!%'l-.;f :mbzlztln-aAaI't.er Stajshﬁhov hewgéi mscoal
(a.uguét 5}) ‘there took piace e first c}ﬁ'zjferén;:a of- tha 'Stai:lmgvites. ‘ On'Noﬁ'em;
ber 15, 1935 Pravda; ;_g;;r_aﬂig_ and _1_"1'_1;_@ greebed the convention of S%.akh;nov'ités
by loud editorials which toldlth,e DASSES they v;-era to -look up to, fo'rupec;t and '
%o .obe‘yl'bhis new "olagélsss f.nteliigen@sia“. On that da% the_i:hrase, “iea.dara )
of ths ';':aolp;:'.g" . wag made aﬁo@ms with S'l;_-akha.no;vite.s wﬁo,_l in turn, wae equated
to “pi‘:oductic;n i.’it.‘x—ljtelligantsia“.u ‘ﬂ;‘he polj.tlciin—buraaucrat found an "heir 8ppa~—
vent® in the Mproduction intellié;;ltsii.’a.“. |

Stokhanovisn wede possibles ﬂ};a davlopment of a labor ;riS'bo{éraca‘. Bub |
not merely that, A 1n_bo¥" aristocracy moont a .bettqr prepr for 'bhelz-u.'g.ing ‘cl.iqua. "

But not merely that, No, as wastaera over the productive process, with -

Stakhanovisn as a bese and nourishing oozl for "heilr:S'_‘.' to bureauorats, the bﬁf@?‘-?"-'."-. )

125
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craoy began to fanl bLiw phubllity of a ‘claxm. Feelin: the atabliity da class and
baving a source of reinforcewonts from thd m.una[;urh of 1ndua'brjf, ‘G}‘@ burcaucracy

- moved hendlely; toword the juridiesl lijuidation of the dictatorship of the prols-
tariat, The stute vemsined the o ner of ths meaﬁu of production tut tle prolet'e.\.'im
was ne longer its mannger. To legitlmise tha counter-revolubtlon prainst October,

the new tluss needed s nrw consbliution. In 19556 ths Sovi:t comgress "unelumously

approved® the elestion of o comiittes which vould "insert some changes into the

present constitution,” O5talin headsd this compittes. On June 11,‘ 1Ci8 the C.E.C.
_e.pprov'cd: the draft of whe consvitution, 01-1 Decenber 5, 1955_ the Stalinist Gdnsti—ls;:
tution bacame the Jdaw of 'bhé.'lland,.,

.2, The 'I_A‘_u's'sian G;nstitution ‘

, The October Revolution had raised the proleturlat to powsr. The firss

Constitution bore wliness both to the prolsturiat!e dictatorship and %o its

4

transitional character: “The principal object of the constitution of the R.9,Fi8.R
-wihich is é.dapted\to the present transitional period,“ﬂraad tae constitution of the
First Soviat Republiél,l' a.doptgd but 8 m.o:rbhs'gi"her the qonqt;eqt of pawm._'," co'n__sis‘asz ‘
ir the estallishont of the dictatorsidp of the urban and rursl proletariat’ and
the poorest peasantry in the form of the strong, All-Kussian Fower, wihthe aim

of pocuring the cumplet.a st;ppr;aﬁion of thes pmlrgeoiaie, the a.bolit'l.onaf eEplolbe~
tion of man by man and the establishment of soclalisw under which there shall be

neither ckass division nor state authority." (Bmphasis in original),

The New Stelinist Consbitution, on the other hand, sivengthened state
authorlty in the form of complete toi;;ilitnrioxxiam and decrand the protection of
gtate and persvnul prﬁperty from "thisves and miua;:yropriu.tors". It established

ploce wiork as biw relgnlng sys tomt FFrom each accordiny to hic abilities to cech

according to his work.® It abolished tho syaten of election uocording to class




Pasn BE

aad inaustrial groups. in favor of the pystcm of bourgeolz democracy "universal,

froe wnd ogqual suflvage", The voice uaccorded to the prolshariat during its rule
#ng %0 b drowmed within the overtbslming prasant mass. Thab would have been Lias
case that is if the Lotalitoriun rule hnd nol seen bo it {that"bourgoois democracy!
too gnould be a dscl letier,
Tuscian
Trotsky analyzed the new/Constitution snd cencluded thut "it cverted the

political premise for the bivhh of o new pos ::es.aing elage." Thot isn't o very
sarxist interpretition of the legsd superstructure of & society.® It is not &

yuestion of a pelitical premige for the birth of a mew possessicg class It is.the

juridicul acknowlodgment of the sxistence of o new possessing clasé.%ﬁf By 1236

that ﬁsiné'uis.r‘ Cclass® ﬁﬁich'ﬂakovsl& had fereaseer back in 1850, had Iagy_néd -{n"usé

~with ue.x.uavi"' tnat "<-‘M|.uar form of Pr:i.vate vroget *t}', state Power." Trotsky,

however, still thovght thut Stelin was Ycompellsd frox tiue to tlme to Gake the -
side 'of tghe people!1(51) BHe inherprets Article X of the Conssitution 2s one

'gua..ru_xrbeeing‘,'ﬁlié protzction of persomsl property "against the invasion of the. ;

hur:aueracy itself“u{saj He told the Leflt O}_Jgosi't-ionis'bs':i..u fussia tlat the "new

coustitution- crsates a sebi-legai eover Jov givizile oith 1tw, B:tae an tha m,ea.r-.
ance of the draft of tha Constitution, June 1656, when Trotsky wrobe thﬁse \;rords,
ond the fingd doption of the Constitution in lecember 19:6, bhe state staged the
macabre hmust Zinoviev#Kmnenev Triall

#iorw in Criticism nf Hegel's Sinbts Rizbha:®It is btrus that ihe striciue of a
sorlea of states ohanged in’'such & maniur that gradually tbave arosemy demands
and tha old wus disintegrated, eta. tub for the egtublishment of o nicw consti-
tution there was always nesued un achbual ravolution,” {(bmphusis in ordginal)

##Have 48 how Lenin explained the constitution of the workers etate: "After it

haa seized pawer, ths workingolass maintains it, proserves it and consolidates
it, like eveiy closs, by means of a chunge in properby reletions and a new
congbltution,” (Seloctod Wkge,Vol.8, p.220)

(51} lhe Revolutdon Retraved . paitfl  (52) Ibid, p.88
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5, The poscow Trinls

Thin blindness &5 to tho real nature of ths "mrciueracy" was vhut wade
Trabuly accept at faco valus tho ascoveations agninst the Denchevilk- in the Trial
of 18531, It was only whun the Russivn Stute most ruthlessly elimimted The

greabest rovolublomists, vhooe chiraeter und vole in the Gusiion Hevoiutlon he knew,

thet Troboly orkd: Hulidl  ¥ou the burciuersey wre the counter-ruvelutienlsts, But

-l
PRRET
even heve, accoraing to Troiulg, tuc burcsuersey hod pevwebrabed u politicud, not

soginl, counber-revolution. .And so ix his anlysis of the infumous iio:cow Trials

.

5 exclusively political, exposiug the {rawe-ups, iracin: the reflectin of 3talin-
ist internationsld policics in the criminal charges ngainst Zinoviev-Kamimev,

" pPiatakov-Redex and thio other Old Bolshsviks, And do charyis of vreckin: vefiact

" only n mams of finding seapezoats fov failures t Athe Plans? But what
dees such an internal policy mean?: Where have the Plans lsd to? Peoliika ares in-

sufficient to sxpladn bhese vitelicralt triuls.

The Hoscow Trials vere the culninnbing point to the counter-revolution.

The-Octobar Revolution was axberminsted nob only by the execution of the 0ld Bol-

sheviks who led it but by clearing a place £mt in the proc:ess of prociﬁction for

'bhe‘new claéa. .'.L‘ha'b place could lhave bét.h clearcd {or the "clussi’éss id'uallig,entsj.u..'I
only when there was stch a class and unlf after it haé alvewdy :‘.rﬁ.‘ilt.rdad‘intu
industry end into politics. The infiltration was too o7 w & Lrocess == it needed
wrme in hend (& hangmwan's noose sufficied only because but ohg of whe gtta to

this conflict was armed) to =xteruinate the remnant of the conguests of Octobcr,‘
evaen though it be only in ihe memory of some indivlduals. Troisly, because ha:

still considerad Tussia a"sorkers stute® goid the Trials wenkensd tha Soviet Union

Astually —-becange Stalinist liwasia was pot o workevrs atate ——the Trials ebrongthend
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- 1he new counter-rovolutionary state for it mude possible ths full comssildaticn. sl

the new posgesasing class.

4. Production Relations in the Soviet Unlen
Botb when the Left Opeosition stood for the reform of the Party and when 1t

already called for a politicel revolution Trotsky rapoated his contention that the
usurpution of pover by the bureaucracy wes due to the fect that "the social content
of the buresucracy was determine by the production relations which the proleterian
revolution hud forwed." Perhups. Bul the buresucreey Wi not *frozen" afier it
‘usurped-poweT. IV WAS 2 group that updervent transformetion along v.i'§h the econnmic

structure It haa&sc_i. As the ageni of the stete cepital, the "hureaveracy™ evolwed

its mission of the development of state property by bowing to Lhe law of motion

i

of 'ﬁh'é.world marked: econcmy. Producticn for the sake of produchion, expension of

the vonstant cap_;Ltgi at ‘e e:qn'aﬁse-ofl varinble cupital anﬁ,tpe ‘poncomitént polar:.-
zetion of vealth. Tne qggimof .v.-_aalth by the S’Ir.-a.t_e follews on the hesls of'
the e;tpahsio:i of the .produc%ive forces aud the pauperization of iho mags'es. in
"Russia this was true even to the point when, when the s_w..eiqd.'.'_- a;".'dlbloocli & Lhe wor-
kers at the pbint of prodﬂction did not produce su’.‘.‘i‘icie;zi: wsalth for "the gocd
of the stfa.ts" , the ungocial,exploitative turnover tax was ‘:'anent‘ed to b:_ciilg in_
fuz*‘aher assured wealth en mzsse, so to sPéuk, te thé cofiers of the State Tfenaury.
The Russian proletariat Kiows that the producgion reiutions exilirg now

in the Soviet Union are the opposlte of those formed by the October ﬁevolution-
when be was mester in his om state, and parallel those mgting in capbalist
cou;tries. Boilad down %o itas essence, the "mocis)l rule® of the pro]:eis&a‘b,

= o
ths sbate-owned mesns of prodmt.;ag, weans, that, in practlics, tha meane gf

production, no longer owmed by the p.iolataria'h, confront bim in the shcﬁ of aa.p:l't.el_ '
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that is, as somethiug ai‘,l.enata@ trom hip and cubjugating him, Tha proper Heorrastm

iven 1‘5 not a political revolution to overthrow "the bad bureaucracy" in favor of

the "goor_‘q;;'ositiom!.ate“ but & social revolution in the relations of iroduction.

Trotsky's mechanical conception of a workers state wé.s evidence in the
trade union dispute of 1920, Lemdin reminded him then %hat "the renliiy oi the
transition® wms thﬁt they had a burenucraticclly deformed workers sitate and thet
ve ghould net forget that "every political superstr';;cture in th;a last anelysis
slerves production and in the last analysis is deternined by the piaduciien relations
preveilingin the given saciety.® 1t is noi the "s;t.a.t.e" that should ma:m'tge préduc_-
tién but the masses. "i‘a’orke.rs a.nd paasar.n‘:s,‘ toilers and e:q:loi‘ggdl The land, t];e
‘be.ﬁl#é, 'l;,he fgctorié_é, e.nd Vworks novw-belong te thé \:hf)le of the ;;eoplel Toun
Yourgelves must set te work to take ‘accouhlt of and conﬁrol p_roéuction and d:!..st_;ri]f:u-

tion ——this &6 tha. only rosd to the victory of Socialism, bthe odly guaraniee of

- ' ) . : {s2)
its victory, the guarantee of victory over all expllitation over poverty and wantl?

The sooper we geb over the ides that that is just an agitational artiecle and .

realizs that ;.t deals with thc hard facts of the only way of achieving transition

to socialism instead of trengition buckward teo capitalism, the svoner we will
underetand the nature of the Russian economy, FEnough of being"tnken in® by the

connter-revalution becauss it was not in usual attirel

The buresucreaticelly deformed workevs state of Lenin was « vecognizable

workers state. In that workers state tho workera‘had ‘eooncplic and pélitical
power. They could exeroize their power through their vanmguard political party,
through aotively functioning trade unions and soviets. In that workers state the

workers did not merely execute the planej they bad a say over the production

(s8) Sleatad Yiorka, VoL.IX(Articks on ow %o Quganise Gometitien,) . 130
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and the resulis.®

From Troteky's fetishisp of stube property it followe that Sinlinist
Russia, in which the tobalitarian rulers lovd over tke productive process, where
the proletarint is a wago slave deprivec of ull économic povier aua of any political
volce, iz s workers state, though degenerutac’zl. But in aectuslity that stete bears
no more resenblace to a workers state than the presicdent of the United States Stesl
‘does to a steel worker mérel;" boeouze they avrs beth Wemployesa® oi" the sare corpore-
ticnl

01:1:' movemant no longer consi:ders th.e Soviet Union & "dege:;nrateﬁ 'wcrkar-s
statshs Bafica;ly, ho-.»;e"yar,_ Trétsky‘s-l'bhasis, that the produgbiva relations

H

15 & part of Mhs collectivist epoéh of bunan history™ are ideutiesl.  ¥sch makes:

a fetish out of stubified property, One concludes that Rugsia should bherefore

be unconditiohally defended; the othér leaves tie doér open for such defense,

- - '

Thus the perty merely disagrees with %ha}\gg}._itica_l conclusion and glves the state
‘& new npame,, That is all. Bub in giving the state a new name, a pervers:loh of

Mardsm bas been committed; en error of éreater dimensicas than Trotskyts., ILet

us pause on this new name, this phenomensn "unforeseen® by Marx o lLenin, this
new aoéiet’,' dooped to downfall bafora maturity — Bureaucratic Collsctivism.

[

#The Xi%® nev program of the W.C.P. adopted in 1919 reads: "The varticipation of
the trade unicns in the mansgement of aconomy is at the same time the chiaf
means of atruggle egainst the bureaucratization of goonic apparatus of the
Sovlet power and croates the possibility of a roal control over ths re-
sults of production/® . :




D - SIALIMIST RUSSIA: 4 BURFAUCRATIC COLLECTIVIST
OR_STATE GAPITALIST SOCIATY

Skhositnnongixg ey Comrades Shachtman and Carter havs discovered a new‘
society and have bamed the new sccial ovder “buruauera’r.irc collectivism', Nedther
haa subjected this new social ovder to a serious study. ﬁacll hus deseribad tho
ney soclety in o differemt ws.:} and drawn conflicting political conclueions. e
w:Ll_l deal_ with each interpretution separately. Since Shachtwen's position is the
| first
officinl Purly position, lebt us/eemuise Lhe spedles of buvesucrublc callectivisn
hle' describes,
1, Burecucrstic Gollechivigy -jr Shachemon ‘;zp_e.._g_igg_l,
Com. Shachtman thinks that 'bece.y.se the lrorc:is of ,th; new‘ societ;rr_c';.c.v"'t_noﬁ ib:.

~Gividually own Lhe means or'p-rbduct;ion, bli.:'.t, T'I:-hu*i-_':i:'_'art?‘r"‘.\".i',"a.'l.rl classes are aqual in

-

a propeTsy sense sud. only poiitlies =n di-* des cxpleiters from tha

' a:f;loitéﬁ.. 4nd from what ;idé's waldist;ibutioﬁ‘ariaelf
1. Proingtion end disietiubion; Srofit ond emsrsis

"le;dc-r’ a sgcial.‘ Bygtgxd'-of bure_s.u‘_c:;a:ticg ’colJ.acjhifiam,“A si::t_xts the Partyls
-Rusﬁie.xi theols,"yeedn the field of property owne;:_'ship 8l clasass ave equdi —_—

none of them o ns socixl property." (Huphnsis in original). ﬁut_ whether or net

all _i':ﬁssjes are fequal® in a property sense (in bourg‘eo:i.s soclety all classss

.

are egual *in the oyea of ths lew¥) no ona--wnathgr proletariat, collectivist
political comblssars or capitalist ccupon clipgers — can gain a livelihood ex-
cept out of the procands of producticns Henoe it is the relatinnahips ol pReiic-

- C e i il mabris
iion, not merely in its legel aspect of property relations but in uhﬁ‘:(:‘ :Ouﬂﬂ-l

] il
productive procens, thut ls of tho assence of things. To say ths.t in *.aa.‘..e

all clusses aro augal beckuse nona owna ia tu take the legal fiutd.on of ownership
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at face value., In her polemic aga‘inst reformism, Hosa Luxembourg deals meost

profounily and sugccinctly with tle property wersus the production theory: "B?
capliielist, Bernstein doss not mean a category of ‘production bt the right td
preoperty. To kim, capitelist dc not an cconomic undt but o fisenl unik, And

Agapital? 1s for him not & factor of productiin buv slwply o certuin wantity of

money."
When Xerx analysed the vrocess of capitalist production, ha locked deeper
than its legal ouder covering. Thut is why he concludel that it was not ths ovmer-

ship, but the funciion, of ca_ital that ceded profit to the capitalist. ILven when

one analyzea & "new® order one shpuld not forget our ABCs which tell a Merxdst th_at

3t dis tae pro&:}ctive process, wherein labor is exploited, thai is creative of gur-

‘- 1.31us wi'&_fali-ze, of profit. VIf theréfore_ the cepitalist is the ormer of tle capital
ﬁhicnfi':a-employs,-u -ms ﬁaim‘s Gggita;,{'ss), “he pockebs the whole pralt or énrpz_.im"_,-
im.lua. It is immaterial to the laborer whetber r.na cal..l.tnlist. pocketa the whols |
proftt or wn.euhar e has to pey over a par'b of it to some other person who has a
legal clalm to it, Ths veasois mx- axvn.uue the pro:::u-. cuong two kinds of caplial-
ists +hus ..urns snrrep‘bitiously into rea.:ona for the ex:l.stem.e of ‘bhe aurplus volue
to ‘be divided which 'bha canital;gdz as euch dra.wa out of the proress of prodnction,

quita npart from any aubse uen'b- divialon," Does this oot Ayply to a bureauq-at.ic
collelctivis_t socle¥? What then is}biw functign of capital MPHRCTIREATIX (or
?iha.fevaf you cell the means of pr&duction alienated -{rom tllla direct producers

and exploiting them) in that society? Again we must cite from Luxemb'ourg'é

“Reform and Revo].ution“: "By -transferring the concept oi‘ sapitalisd from produc-

relations to propeviy rslahicns, ani by spoakiny of cimple indiwiduels i °tcad of
spealdng of eutreprsneurs, he /&%veg{i%%en&uestion of pocialism from tha domeka of
production imto the domain of relstions of forthns; vhet ia, {rom the relation

batweon capital and labos to the relution between vich ani poor !

(63) Vol III, p.448
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Luxembourg was polemicizing against reformlsts who did not accept Marxtls

deczeription of gapitalist production, We are dealing with comrades who accept
Man:'s snalysis of capitalist production — then apply noner of his genefal eriteria
to the Ynew" social order just bacause they have given it & new name. Look at
Russia and tell me what the proletariat lecks in order fo be ruler in-tha.t wtate,
1t iz not the title of ovnership. On the conbrary, the Constitution of thet country
dafines stete progertyl ag property “belongir;s to the wholo people?, The legel
t.:i.'t;.le notwitfls‘ocnciing, the irrofits tiat come out of Soviet industr:; 0 purtly to'
the enterprises and ptrt‘]-.y’ to t.hs_- _;ta‘c.a. 'l‘hs_ worker does nqt share in it gqt
becauge .h-l& does not '[léga.lly" omm iil'. but becéﬁse hig rcle in the process of pradﬁ;:—
Vt::i.oﬁ ic guch the:t he -;:.‘:;o;‘;ﬂ. ang gaﬁs peid fo.:- .his lnbor pov:;ar é.t'its value = Jiq ‘
__rubles a'moﬁiﬁh. The w_c_oi'kgr c‘.mt_as not “;shar_e',_'_tﬁa__p;ofita“ becauge s rela.'l?ionr to
the msans of produci:;ion is sueh bhab when he bas ﬁaﬁsr;ad using bhe ins{:me’n‘bs, :
the commodity c.rca.ted through the u.uion of th.e;t 1lubor power with the ;es.n_a of .
;r:?ductfl.qﬁ, belonga n;ot to himself, bt to the antaz_'prlise i;or; which he ‘works.‘

1

Now keep in mizd the Russia of Lenin when the legsl %itle rraqr-thé same

" tut the production relations different, In Lenin's time befors the worker entered

_.the f;s.ctory, he hag his I?roduction o;nfaréx.me_ ) where he .decided u;?op.tlg_:plan.
While be applied his labor power o the inatruﬁ:an;;a of production.in the factory,
thera was his t;:-ade tmf.on and part:y‘ represantatives to contest mny hosgy conduct
on the part of the fectory director., Wher he got his pzy envelops, bhe once agaln
had reg¢ourse to hip {rade unions mird once again disousned pmﬁuc‘bion regultc,

He migbt buve been told that he cannot get a further rioe in pay beesuss although

Wl industry cads a "profith, s$41) *Le whole busnefit shouid uot revert to him.
B . 11
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zg?::ugg his stabe ulso needed o prodﬁce steel and that didn'f-irced; & profit yet.
He would Enov (ikmaocmx then thet he Gid not directly vsnefit by his industryts
growth but that his 'élass d:l.d. Does Sl:achtma.n. know what the railroad worker did,
wken he wes dissatisfizd with tI'._ regiﬁ:a? Why, the rank and tile workers, in onws
gingle year, brought pressure o bear co that the Gilavpolitput {ihe political
auperintendsnce over the eccnonic prograns) was cbolishad; the qomposiuion of the
Cectran was changed; ali went bzck to their reupective trzde uplons and functioned
throuzh notmal denocratie procedures. Ies, Com. Shaehiuar, the renk and file

(vbich he likewiss hes now)
workers had that powor not becouse he hid the ...egtu. title/but because of the

production relstiens {(vhich were tie opposite of what they are '_uow). In this cage

the vanguerd politicol party followed the lead of $he workers. !Every‘politiée.ln.

-

suverstructure in the la.at.' analysis sew‘e‘_s prdduetion and .in the 15513 and.l}ai's is

:l_eter;ninad by the production relations prevailing in the given society,.” (Lunin)

"In all of Mz sritings Marx never tired of emphasizing ttat it vas. the

process of production which defincd an eccnomy and that a élg.ss wes ‘detcrmined -
by its rol= in “he process of rroducilon, that is, by prodﬁction relations, .In
Iis Criticue of the Gobha Prégram Marx emphssised that The distribution of the
means of consumptlon ai any period is merely the consequenc: of the distribution

f tha peang of production themselves. But this secondary distribution is,

charactara.s‘bic of the metheds of production themselvaa...But if the muter:l.n.l con- -

ditions of production are the collective property of the work Ayl thamsves s than,
mturnlly, e diffevent d.'l.a‘bributian of the means of production from the present
will rosult.n

The Party thesis on Russia parverts this busic Marxist concept in order
. to ley the basis for a rathor orlgindl (for a Marxist) position on Seviet economye

wirith the new mods of dietribution,! reads g",hv thesls, "tie buveaueracy davolopsd
& new wode of productlon, preduction for thé’f‘swelling necds, of the bureu.ucmoy.

Thareby we veveal that we have forgobten our mrxist ABCs that (1) uiatribu’d.oa

e o rain— 8 o et = R T | i A i Y i el
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i mrely the "expression of the hisborically deterniiod condits ."a'ns of zroduction®

(54) end (2) that before distribution cun becime distribution of productémm, it

———— ——

1s the distribation of the merns of production and that is determined by class
reletionship. Ia::'bx stated mogt gmphs-.tically that "The rusl neisnce of modarn
economf does not begin until theoretical annlysis passcs frow the process of c¢ir-
culation to the proﬁesc oj: production.’ {35} onin wwierlined She fact thats

"Marx contrasted vulgar socialism to scientific socialism, which does not
nRgfn mttach greet importance te éistribution =nd wlidch explaing the social systen
by the organization of reletions of prodiciion ani: which considors that the given

system of relations of production includes a definite system of ‘distribution, Thiz

iden runs like a thraad tht-ough tile whole of larx:ts teachings."’ {38)
The confusion thet Shachbian dicplays cannot be attributed to Ners vho exprassed
pimgelf most nnenuiveoslly on the muhject,

(Paranthatically let it be state that Shachtman —-see the N.I, for 12/40—
was not the firgl to widen the meening of class and thon try to ativilh e his dig-
tribution theory to Fngels., Udultsov, ome of the four musociates of Miazanov,
chief editor of the Archives of Karl Maix and Friedfich Ynrels, deals with precize-
1y tbab porversion'in his article "On Zocizl Clagges! ineluded in the 1924 issue
of, the Archivas. An article on the seme subject eppenved zlso in the 8/9/23 igsus
of Under the Bunner of Murxism. Both in Russian,

It wes not;, 28 élm.chtmnn im‘d :i.t; "the equality of poverty”® v:hi‘;h wes I'SE—
ponaitle :i‘or the type of digtribution prévailing dut-.’;ng the' period (:Jf the. workers
smﬁ.aﬂoi‘ Lapin and Trobsky but the fact 'tha%. tha workers wove the rulers of,
mﬁstcrs over, Lhe produc‘t.fi.ve process. "Having overturown the bovrgeolsie ard con- .

.f-‘;g‘i.a.':r_e_:_d politieal power, "'.‘rr:;.‘;_e Lonin (57)-., “tho.prolut..ariat. hag beco?ne the rﬁing

class; it holdn tho power of-tho state; 1t has the disposal of tie means of produc-

tion which heve now hocome socinlf, Tn bbher wards wiwn the means of production

are the c¢ullective proporty of the workers there wxmx "naturally" (Marx) roeults

Qs

[} d;ffé?ént ‘d'ial{ii‘_ributlon, not mevely of connoditias,proiuced but, primavdily,

‘ A P " Tel,8,p.11
B4, Told, p.10R85 (SR)Ibid, p.s90. (55)m.ﬂm_m§.gm;mm(5?) 01.5,p
‘ ’ © 1386
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of the meanc of produciion. -For what is crucial; vegarding the subject of dis-

tributicn is: phich c¢lass determings production,

warx defined the Comsune &z "the product of ztmigzle of the prauelng
sgent against the ajpropriating class, the political forn. at lust discovered undor
shieh to work out the economic emaneipation of labor®, Thag wouid bs a new soclety
2nd its law of motion would not lead %o %he polarization of wealth. Céntrnsting

Soviet Russia to caplialict lands, Lenin wrote:(558) "But ses huw things have
changed since the political power ig in the hands of the working class, since the

the poiitical power kscoodkdwoshom® of le exploiters is ovarthromwm and since

all. the means of production (excapt thoae;ﬁhich +the workers stete volunberily gives
1o tic exploiters for s time, in the Zorm of concessions) are grned by the worklng

clags,® ThHQ wvhen the proletarizt omed tha meens of producticn,,tbq“?élationship

of tha means of production to the means of consuuption was 44.6% to 55.4%, and

'by the time industry reached ita prewar level, the . standard of living'éf Shach&ﬁﬁ?'é

propersyless prb}etar}aﬁ_huh Lenin's property~owning sroletariat was 125% of that

level, But when the appropr&iting clacs diffared from the & irect producers,”ﬁhan

the relationshlp of moeans of production te weuns ol concumption moved in such a

r

divection thnd by‘1940-tha means of production constituted 61%. of the total eConoRy

and the mewns of cansumption but 59% and, most important of all, the stardard of

of "the whole people" jumped from 6 billion to 178 nilllonl The distrbpntion of

the meana of sunusumption was duz,in the firat instance, not to the fect thab one

class had the wherewithul to tuy these products and the otber did not, but

beonuse ono class, ua the ownsr of the means of productiom, or. wore sorantly; the

_agent of o definlte mode of oroduction, doternined the diregtion of tho atate

Vi
N
~

:58.'31coted works, Vol,I&, p.408. My crphasis.

-




sconomye "It is only the domination of & class thib deteimines the relatiméhip;
of rroparty." (b)

Shachbman looks at the deterioration of the workery standard of living and
geys that bureaucrat;.c coliectivisn iy naar;-er to capitalisn than to socialism.
Then he locks at tie collectivist forms of property and the "ecuality" of all
classes in a property sanse ond those tvio words so overave him that he awpnes tz tha
cenclusion that the 178 billions of "ecollectivist! weslbh is worbthy of beipg calld .

a burerucratic coliectivist socioty and that Yburesucratie colleciivisn iz part --

an unfo'reéeen, mongrelized, reactionary part bub & part nevertheless — of the

colleétiviaf. epbch of wman Matory,® That is melding a'fet‘._ssh offeolletiviat

i(»that is gtafified) praperty'fams even &3 Trotgly dic, That is wknt we mesnt

by suying their positions were_'_. identical;' In T'rotsld:?g cage it led hip to call

for the unconditionel defense of his "morkers state" thab was playing an lutegral

role in an imperislist war, And we recoiled buck. In Shachtments 'cq.éa it led =

to 1ao.vin§ ibe way open. for 2 conditionel defense of that same Stalinist state

nov salled "bureaucratic collectivizt® and because the defense is in %he iheoretic

realw only, ths Party accepted this stra .Gdling position




II Burenufzratic Collectivism (Carter sjecles)

Com, Carter grenbs that the Stalinist 'Durea_»uura.cy collectlively ovas the
means of production but asserts that the ruling clamsc is formsd by NON=SCONOWAL,
prinarily political factors. - Thet deparbure from ilarxliss \7:1:11 be dealt withk in
the section on tho intevplay of politics and economics. Here .I wish Lo lipit
wyseld to a dlscussion of Carter vs.gus lerx's conceplium of the difierantis
specilfica of capitalist pr;’aductian, & phrase rendered pepuler in our movement by
Caricr and Kent.

;._,_gi;‘.'i‘erant.it._ goeeifice of cam itaiist _l_g_odubt;lon

Ca.rter and Kent agiume & EOS ot superior a attitude e_a;s 'b_o Liaair quite original

underatanding of the sjecific features of capitalist production. #aay accuse those’

- who do not agree with them of obtuseness and of ‘identifyingz every form of exploita- .

tion as ca.pi‘f.a]ist.-. Such an ideﬁﬂflcation.wauld, of couras, be no rinor ercor

" for a Marxisi sincs o call every form nof economic sxploitation capliialist BJEI-)J..Oi—'

-

tation is to obliterate the specific mathod of exploitation and tims obliterate
the type of clmss aoc:i.aty. Precisoiy tor such confusion Lenin qriticiied ths
Nerodniks who felt satisfled meraly to pobnt to exploitetion. "The Merxisi,

hr%mvér," wrétg Lenin,im fthinks it nécss-aqry to explain and also to link logether
the phenomana of exploita®ion ns a sysiem of specific relatlons 1\ production, as

a gpuclal social and e:opomio form, the laws of the functioning and development of
which have to be Jubjected %o an objective sutdy... It must be show... tbat“'tha
i‘reeing of the produc-r from the means of productivn and the appropriation of the
product of hie labor by the ovmer of money both in the factory and in the communal
village io not to ba axplained by polltics nov by diatribution ut by those produs- v
tion relations which necqsar.rily Locome formad in o commndity acoucwy by tho forma~
tion of .6lasuas, antugonlstic in tholr intarosts, which is eharacteriatic of

eupitali’t. aooiaty." (89) ,
(8 ) o3n ‘Rus, Alac tranplated into Eng.Seleoted Yka.T
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“After stating that "frec labor is the difforentia specifica of capitalist

productlon, Garter end Kent procesd to Fxeedthoghesamar distor fhe meaning of

“fres lebor'. This specific feature of eapitalist production is worbh examinin

(ad
(=3

in detnil,

{a) RFroelator®

*Tho ecoromlc subjection of the worker to the
monopolist of the ingbruments of labse, whish ars 2z sowrce of
life, lies at the root of slavery in =11 its forms, of all
social misery and intelleclual degradation and political depen-
dece,F--Statutes of the First Internaticnel written by Marx.

It ic neecsozry te restats comc Marsdst fundamentels: Tebor and ha woans
of producticn are the basic elcments of any soeial Corw of produciion, It is the
mpanner in which they unite that digtinguishes differant econcmic gpochs £rom one

.- anothar, ‘Where the isborer is an integral psrt of-the means of production, the

sconomy is a slave ecomomy. Where the laborer is "fres? Tin the doubls: _sanse'_thé,t', .

néither thoy t@aelves fﬂl;.‘l;l part and pg'rbel of the meang of pro@ucfiop, 28 in the _
. c'e.ie‘ of slava:s, boz;idsmlen, &c.,.por_ do the maanf; of‘prnc‘.uction‘__}:_»elong t:th.em,'aa‘

- ip the cape -of pee.aanﬁ p:"oprietora“ (Gi) » i'b is a"i‘r.aei" economy, "chamc‘:i}.e‘:.'isf;i“c '
of an industrialized civilization where the monopolist of the in:;'brumen.t;sh of labor
necds ,th.e labor.:‘:r not "once for allm but for the time p‘ar.'l.ods :;?c_ess;tatad by tha 5
production needs of an exchange sconomy, |

The whola discussion regardirg #frea® laber has bean given. a putridly

libaral tinge by the exponents of "blxraauératic collsctivian® » both of the Shacht.mﬁn

ond Carber species. Most unathlenlly thin was done by Rent (6R), wio Halicized

21l references ts ths :iﬁ—t-ké-x#-;baing "the actual* owmer of his capacity for labor®

(81)CaoitalVol,l, p.785 (A1l r;feron::as 'Eé--cagital in this article are to the
. Kexr sdition unleoss otherwise noted,)
(62),0f+ Now Intersutdonal, Avgust 1941 wgeo note next pago , 140
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abd to the laber power beiny the laborer's ®orn property", without informing the
Isader bhat the italics sre his, Kent's, not Marxts, Teke the passage abaut ;.abor
being'ifree_":i.n & doubls svnge™®, The Kerr edition has no underscores. The
Gorman edition®#% vnderscores not merely the words Miras laborer" hus also the
words, (not urderscored by Kent but underscorcd by Marx) “go_n_ex“,"ggi_ﬁglﬁand

eonmodity market®, Or tz_ake the pascage regarding the owner of money meetinz the

"definite tima™, in ths ewatement, that the contimuance of the reletionship betwasn

the orner of .the. win { i the poasseasor of lzbor power dependn-.updn the fact that

v

#h6 omur of labor, pover should gell his labor pes only Mfor o dafinlte timg

and no longar.t #ete : L

o

e

.In the battle of quotations it is not g quesﬁion of any singla“word which.
Marx may or msy not have enphasized (alt?;ough no one should presume.tp undsrscora.
: - o R ; '

wh&tjsuits‘ his purpoées, \:-:i.thout gtating that the aﬁhpliasié ig his owm) but of
hs spirit and brue meaving of Mari's teachings as a whole. Tt will suffice bo

contrast Kentls interpretation of "free" lakor to Engels restutement of Marx te -

¥Keut does not inform us woat trenslation——which is nore tco mecurade-—hich he'

is using and which cause hin ‘to translate er “actual owner? what both the Kerr
editior und tho Internationsl Pyblishers edition translate ag "untrammaled ownert,
##ot the passage quoted by me sbove but the ons on PP.187-8,"
##4HThe German editlon issued by Marx-Engels Inptitute,1932, p.175
\65) pp.188-187 (64)p.178 S B ‘
*umitlha sentence in that parugraph that Kent left out is lik.=lge characterigtic
of tha basic ona.gided approach of Kent, Thedxktxmnooockex senbancs readss
"The exchange of camedities of itsslf implies no obhey relations of dapendence
than those which rosult from its own nature." In the Gere ed, the words,rela.-
tions of dependence, are underlined. However, sinca to have smphesizod, %rela-
tions of dependence, would have upwet the "schema® of Kent, tha suntence waa laft:
cut aitogether, . .

e T
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mnkﬁ incontestebly clear the true mesting of Maix: (65):"...it is onlywhen the pro-’
duct of this surplus labour assumes the form of surplus vrlue, when the owner of the
meuns of production finds the free labourars—-frec irom sod:‘l.al' fettersand freo from
possessicns of his onn-——as an objeet of exploitation, and exploits himfor the pur-
pose of the production of gomsodities, it is only then,. according to Marx, that

the means of production agsume the spacific characher of cawital.?

Gnece more it becowmes necessayy to rac..pituluta song M&r.ﬁ;st funflzmentals.
It is o price neceszity to cositalist ;n‘ociuction tzat the vorker be "free" for where
he hes not basen enilrely separated frcow his means of pfoductj on,. he does not readily -
offer his la.bor. power for sale ‘lacli the ormer ui‘. the mgana of production, e had en
exﬁmp‘:‘.e ef that in ths 1oth century when ths 'R“ss_ie-.n se:'- wes first 1“med but was
‘not fully sega.ra.ted from bis meuns of productlon, with ‘c.ne result that hg 'z"ei‘used

to gall his labor pnwar. Hrare is %iarx'a cnm-nent: (65 J "The Rusaian ‘farm la‘borar, ,'

owing to the commumal property in lend,has not been fully separated from his mesns

of pro@ucﬁion and hence is not yet a 'free wage worker! in the full capltalist

in.eam‘.‘ns;_ of the word."
" In the 20t;1_1 century hlstory remmacted an anslagous sgecene in R{zssia:

Afver the State granted ths kolkhoznild certain prJ.vh.'be propscty rights, it found

that thepe was not sufficlert labor for Ludugtry, The k_c.)ll_chozuj_gj"not ﬂhaﬁna baen
fu‘Lly goparated from his meens of “)ro'duction 'mid hence not baing & 'f;-ae wage wor—
ker! in the full V_f:apit&liat-;,-mnnn;ng of the word®" refused to offer_.his labor power
to ity 1nd1{s‘;§';'}'j. In order to have a constant reserve army of HEreeh l;bsr the
State degrasd f.ho creation of Statv Labor Resarves,

Tha worker must be "{ree® for capitalist production to be a fact, not

in the sonse that Kent iuteppreta 1t of bsing "parsonally froen but in the ;é'néa-w.

' o!' bain.g freo from the instruments which would put hig labor power into action.
)Mm: PernT (GG)UQ}'ital, II p_ll
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the word, :
That is why Marx xanococily pleced/Miras? mors ofton in Quotetion marks than in

1taling, Or he vovld refer Te the free worler a3 a voge slave -- and at other
times simply speek of ell forms of slavery, "direct and indieect® {(67)» That is

why }..erx consiently veiterated the ides that "rhe contrzet by which he(the laborer.
351d to the cepitalist his labor powar proved, so to say, in bleck and white, that
be disposed of himself freely. The bargain concluded, it is discovervd tlai hLa
w&5 5o 'free agent!, bkat the time for which he is frae to gell hLis lebor power
is-the time for vhich he is forced to sell it.n(08)

vi1l Jarter end Zeat please tell me yhep slave labork became en inherend
fe‘a.tur:e of the 'tuss:.an econopy? Wus it in 1952 when both his retion card and hlg
r:l.e;h.. to living spe.ce was given over into the h:mds of the factory ciirec:uor who
.hao. the 1ight to f.s.re him and ev:.ct him fro the premiaes he occupipd EE Ziiving
snaoe, fo'r a aingla day's absence'z But in 1952 we T.ei‘t «pposi.tionists not. only

FT \_ .

st';.u. ~led Russia & wovkers state lmt ulwught :Lt poss:l.bla to rei‘orm the cammunist-

'pai-ty, and hﬁve; the‘ ?:n.Lreaﬁcracy thrown out bff "po‘lice mchsurea"l }{?Zve_you re-jected ‘

that position? “‘}gr”npt say §07 If you bave not rejacted that poéﬁ.tion, pré.y. teil

‘how 't.he 1aw, which geems o have such nn:dpatence iu your eyes, cmu:l.d not ma.kc
- of the ‘worker g- glave in 1922 but could do.so in 1938 Wh"‘ﬂ the same 1a.w wag rogtatdl-

with mch graatér putlicity attending tlo decree? Or wos it in 1940 when crimj.nal

peneltlies were attoched to the law? Bul orimincl penaltiss wers atiachod to the

Order regorting the restoration of railvond trinsportation back in 182014 i‘hey

{6'7) e are not dealing with indirect alavery, the slavery of the proletardat
tut vri.'bh direct alavery, the slavery ci‘ “the black Taces. v Mcgrregagndenae,p 135
{68)Capital, I,p.550, '
#Ths ;quastion apol:!.?s with sgual. force .o Shachtman who uploys the phrnso
"foroed labor®y
##Tha law in 1920, admittedly anvura, wap undertakon as a temporary measure in
exztraordinary olroumstancasa and orased off the stotute books within the year.
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_might;. ungwer: it is not in the la.r; out in the econqmic conditic.ms. Wa will agres
that it is tho econom.’lt_c situa.;hicn, net. the law, that cs;rries tha (:reuter‘ weight,
but it is preecicgely wien you veight the economic condition thet you see _1'.1131;
Russian wage slaval is at least as "free" as the Gerpan vage sleve whers the eco-
newy is still cepitelist, not tureaucratic cellecitiviut, Any serieus study of
German economy will reveal that the lebor marlcet.'i:. more efficientiy controlled

in Germanir than in Russie, ‘uhat r.ha laborer iz lesz aule to brezk through the anti.
labor lg,_-,‘islatioi: becauée, aoong sbher things, there is no exfaensive qgrilcultural
industry whers the laborer can keep fron being "fvee" by niding himself on his #
acé‘a plot of lend. That, -.honfe-ver, is nob-f.he iéjsue; the 'dispﬁte is '_ab'au.t_ @"i‘tme

when he is "freev, free of land and free of instruments of labor. The Rassian

[

worker bap bagn so ingenious in ci,:cum&enting the anti-lebor leglslutim which

tri6d to harness him to a single snterorige, thaft' the letest pre-war conference

.

atreaaed the i‘s.ctr.'bh&.t Ltssentee-ism a.pgi tr'ua.n.cy wore in many insiences more ps.;ev'a; -
1ent than bafl‘ora th‘e‘_erl.l;;:tment.‘ of phgae'decreeé; : chﬁéaaagalry corgplaineﬁ Ii;l.‘x,’f, " '
the Russian v}:nrker, alae., 91;111_ a;bsep'-;,ed bimgelf '"part;ict};.arly after pa.y‘ day.“ ..It‘ '
takes wore than leglslation to mn.ke of the wege slave a alm'e of old, a slave in
sn :.ntegra.l
body, £ part of the means of produetionl
I+ is a sad comuwntary : on our movement that we have suddenly skmookioky

donomborgac ot -cRasThaooek "discoverod” that when Engels used the expression that
the prluletariut is a "glave of n;:; particuler person but of the whole preperty.
ovnx.'l.ng'clasa“ ho used it "m.ataphoriuallyﬂ(eﬂ)/. Eﬁﬁenﬁﬁ what ;eed_s. emplﬁlali;_
{(in this perlod of the faselgation o.f the ata.tel*;‘, aosurding te oﬁi" bureauora.t%_-c‘

callsctivist exponents, is that the wogs slevo ia “persomlly fraa“ in a.ll
(sa‘mf. M,mm
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W

countri=s (where, in Germanmy?l) but Russia where he iz "literally", not "meta.pho-ﬂ;.‘.::
' vically®, a slave, Since "I;‘rea labor® is the differeutic-. spaci fica ;f cq:ital:ls:t-
production and since it is non—existent in Russia, it is in Bussia, sny S.‘nachtman
end Carter whsre forced (¢leve) lebor is un inherent feature of the Ruasian economy
and where we huve a new, nen—cupltaliist pocinl order, ihay are adamant on the
point of slave labor, though they hove failed to prover Lhat the Tuscian worker
" hes s0ld hinself "rump and stuwp® (70) - Turthersore, Shacituon thinks tiet the
coiiietivist epoch 3n Ruscia bas crecis = superier forg, higher rate; o produe-
_'t'{ion Wn under capi*.:aliém.
Wlﬁt.dangerpus cousradiciionsl Force Xaboer vxdsis, is an 11:.11&r§nt i‘g_a:ﬁﬁré
of the nav order; a.lozgsid'e‘o-f it exdsts & superioé fovm éi‘ ﬁ;oduction;" ‘The idea
that a superj.or"form of praductiori can ccaad.a‘g'..vd-:'.h forced.‘le.bcr.- dortroys the sn— - oL

tive Harxdst conception—uf the development of labor in scciet:_r. If Shachtman hea
" nob found -out yét, Stalin les: forced labor is not conducive 4o $he ﬁi@‘ product-

.ivity necessitated Yy & highh"indﬁstrialized ac':ono:py. 'i'he.s‘hata-eépnomy ‘llllruat
- have highly productive lahor "to catch up with capitalist lands® and tints the
managements of the plants have found thet they have to bid against each other for

labor power of ths worker. Tha worker comtinues to be "fros"', that iz te '.%ago

slave contimued to be obligod to sell his labor power én the lebor warket, and,

being "peracﬁlly freo™, he finds be can force a few co?:.lceaaiona wiile indt.:stry.
néeda his labor p&wer. That is why the atzate found that the .workgr %EB noﬁ ni‘mid.
of being fired. That is why, the statae, r:aa:ll.izing that ke could now ‘straight.jaeket.
labor 'w threaterdng te fire him, thoughtdt could force him to work through enacte

ing eriminal statutes, foreing the laborer to work at 25% reduction in pay. But,




Poge 104
contrary to the conipstonce the "free labor protagonists sttribute to lagisle-

tion, the kusslan state found that whereas 1t had the power to ensmct lgiglation

either
tylng the vorker to u vlngle enterprise it could not decreec the economic resulti:/sk

mzke of the vege slave a slave of old or enforce e high productivity of labor,

The state found that the legislation conmtrrdicted the primary goal: to eateh up

and ontstrip the capitalist lunds. That is why, but iwo shovl montbs = fors it
invaded by Germany, the fuszian state decided that the bast mathod of eikract~

surpius labor, better than asti-labor lajislation dsereeins forced hl-?pr',.

iR
i

{ through pisne .ﬂork, which Herx h.d declered to be so ideally suit'éd to capital~
proéuction, BHemcs tbe creation of the Slogan: ‘nLiquidate. squalitefianien to

“ie,

end.2

. 7 : . ;'r'- f .:‘: ‘ :
Free labor must be considered ih its historile’, ‘ant, Harx criticimed =
" . T ‘ )
-the classicel economists for trying +to puri-fy" econouic ralestiens £riz the feudal

_ biemiahas".(?l) Harx labored to show that whereas the proletarist thinks he 1s

free because he 1s free freo foudsl fettsrs, he is in reality & slave % cepital.

It is completely illogical and unhistorical to Interpret Merx to mean b hat in‘bf::

had to be free from the very person axplo:l.ting bim. Marx would havaridiouled ths
buresucratic-collectivist exponenta.who think that necause ihe laborercwns his -

labor power, Lbat therefors he is free, even as he ridiculed the wvulgar economists

(70}, for If he were to sell it (lubor power--FF) rump and gtump, ouce for all,
v ha would bo selling himself, con¥orting himself from 2 free wan into a slave.®

('71)01‘. Poverty of Philosoohy, p.1854
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who considered 1ab9r gower t.o be the laborer'!s "capltal® gince it was his ¢wn
conmodity.® The exislence of frec labor is umong the specific features of cap-
itaelist producticen, But it is high time t.a ewphasize, as irue Marxists should,
that free labor's Menglavement o capitel is only zoncealed by the variety of

individual capitalists to whom it sells ltself." (72)

2, The Law of Value »nd the Rode of Pricos
The lMarxist-law of value iy still the bagic regulator of capitelist seci-

e‘};y. TI:!sz'e are those in our ranks.who think that the lax does not apply to the
. |\\‘\ 'l)l, . :
Ruas.mn econony and, as proni‘ of tnat, they cite the fact that prices iary wide.-ly

'i‘rém value, Prices are fixed, kent assuréa'us, ."no‘t.p.ccordinrg‘{:« “the law of value
bui acccrding to the government decision on 'plamned production.'® (73) It is trwe
t_hat' prices are i‘:ﬁu:_ti by tke govermmens, Bub since gwarnmeﬁt ‘decisions ave a_rri;jd

~at peither by nor for psople living on the planet of Mars, -Ehe_(iosplan from- th_a. '

first held as its eim "tp brins indusirial prices by dexres to the lewvel prevail-

ing in more sdvanced countries."(74) The Gosplan hes not sacceeded in this aim;
the productivity of the Russlan ~vorker is too low for its comwoditles to bo nbla
to stond up egalnst the ixbrpdmnm¥ty socislly necessary labor time on ihe

world merket. Bub that surely does not invalidate the law of velue, which asearte

TD)CQE L I’ PQGI‘D
Hew Internstiopn],August 1941
'I'ha Soviet Union Lookg Ahead, The Five Year Plan for Eeconomio Re..onatructiun
of the Nationsl Hconoxy, issusd by the Gosplan, Emphasis in original,




itself "like an over-riding lew of nnture just urf the law of grevity ‘Idoea when a
houﬁe :E‘e.ila about cur ears," Marx said that "Vclue does net si-1lk atout with a
1{11:;*1 €eseribing what it 1z, It i3 value, rvather, thad converts every product
into a social hierogzlyphic.? After mastering that bit of Harxism, will we now

let the Stalinist price fixers convert the prices of their products into en enigma?

Or will wm understant vhet "greut asz mey be the divergences between prices and the
valueg oi“ commoclities-in ingividuel instances, the sur of all prices is equal %o
the sum o al?. ‘values, for .a the finsl reckoning only the values that have been
created by uman lazbor ave at the disposal of sociéty, end prices cannot break
through this limitation, including eveu the ‘monopoly prices of trusts; where labor

‘heg creeted no new velue, there even Ruckefeller c=n 'ge'b nathing .7 (75)

then comrades ronstontly pbin% tr: the fact that price deviates '.‘.‘i;om falué;" o

by government riéciaion, tn proof that the law of velue does not hald, they i‘e.ll

T

R/ T
. b :
same pheromenon

into the empiric thinking of bourgeois economizts who point to the

‘of price deviating from value 3n tlic case of-monopoly prices, rs proef thst econcaic

"power®, not socially neca_ss&ry labor time, determines the bagis of exchange:” The .
pere fact that fhe labor tb.aory‘o‘f va.lué does not in this stage of sutarebic rule

bave a prograssive miss.’gaﬁ"ﬁq perforn does not disprove this lem, Again we turm
,,7/’1"

to Trotsky who, in s already guoted popular version of iarxist doctrines, put’

this tiought most suvoinctly:"Empicic thinking limited to the s_olution of lmnedinte

tasks from ﬂme te time, gsomsd adequate enough in labor as well as in boui-gaoia

cirolea as long as Marx's law of value did everyboedy's thinding, But today that

vary law produces opposibe offects. Insiczd:of urging economy fovwerd, it under-

i

mines ius foundutions,"

In n footnota#in the third velume of Marx's Caplta). Engels made tha follow= .

ing comment ag to tha ohanged charactar of comrercial crlusws:®,..competition in

(76)Trotaiyt LivApg Thushts of Nars *p/676 .
o . . 148
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v
"

ths intermal warket racedes before Kartels and trusts, whila it is restricted in
the intarnational mavket by protectivs tn.riﬁ‘a.-.Bu‘t these protective {ariffs are
nothing bub preperationsg for the ultimate genersl indusirisl war, which shall de-
'cide the supremacy of the world market, Tims every element, which works ageinst
& repetition of the old crises, carries the germ of a far mors tremendous future

crisis in itgelf." So long as the cepitalist world. muvket oxicts, the law of
value would epsert itself Mlike an &ver-riding lew of nature,? That vias true ns
well when the workers stade of Lenin-Troteky exisied. Homopoly of i‘oreig‘n‘trade,
for a workers state, .coulc't. accomplish no mere than the protective tarifi did for
t‘:.,-:’.cap-italists ~—put off the dny of rockoning. TA.‘:,:"' iz wiy our revolutionary‘

internatichrlists worked for the world revoluticn and considered the Russian Rero-

Lt

lu‘.'.:i.;:n as the starter for the internetional ravolution, It vias not because taey -

‘ ﬁaﬁ;ﬁdealists""th&h-‘thejr espoused the parmanan"b,ravolution; f('.'i@%i.ﬁécéusé they
: : : O R

v:eije Merxict: mafarialis‘dc, vith & complete understanding ‘of the 'c;-,-?r'ei'.cp':usnt of tha

productive forces and the international merket. It was to escape belng subj sotmk

.

to the laws of tiw capiizlist world surrounding thom that Tenin goid that intoren-
- N . . - Al .

tione)len demanded the subordinatlon of the lagh intevests of the prolebariat of-

one!;;‘ country to t;:at on.an_internut_ional seale. If the r:apite.;l.ists were not to

' dei'f:;.‘jf'_‘.iB' the magteéry pi‘ the wof}ﬁ zarket a.x‘niv weke ﬁhe proletariab state bow to their
law of motion, 1t ;araa 5.41 urgeht nar;-.assity 'bo‘ 4ransfer the dictn..’;-.ﬁrship to an inter=.
nationsl ba‘sis. And vhen the you!g-m;i;i.:ara state had to hegin "to pay tritute to
‘ca.p?.taiiat,* as Lenin phrased the nscessity fﬁr the NEP, it wms atﬂl to gain- time
-.'.'hile. tour forsign cm-arades are prepari.g thoroughly their revolution,”(76) I

can!t underatand what othor interpretation than thut of escaping being ruled by

the laws of the onpitalist world, and that of valus being the foromoat of thene

i,
P

{iv}gmlected viorks, IX, 288
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' lawp, &xkxx the comrades give to the internationalism of the October leaders. It

i

wasntt Hegelian ldealismi

The Russian state pust, if it is to survive, bring industrial prices to

Py

the leovel preveiling in advanced indusuiial ceuntfiaa. Hedther vhe inventors of
fzoclalism in one country" nor the builders of a gelf-sufficlont ersats economy
heve besn eble to, nor cowuld possibly, succeed in tearing thelr respectlve count-
rias ::;u.f. ot t!.-; vortex of world economy. And since_ths .-‘.larxiét law of 1-mlue is
still the basic regulator of the.worldﬂ markst e(-:onomy, neither the comissars in

Russia nor the lisutenents in Cermany bave been able o escape being govern'ga" by

t_l;is law. Internal compr.titﬁ.pg_{had-not abolighed it_scji; when it.turned‘intof.mopo-

poly and the law of value stiil Tules when 6‘:.3 ternal competitlon te.]cas_mﬁé form. of'

i . T . . |

totel war,

Be The creation of surplug ﬁl‘aa; or ;ﬁro&ucéion for
: the sake of production, (Accumulation) |

Firally, the absolute law and compelling motive of cepitalist production

is thé production of surplus value, Lest anybody inte-rpzc_:tf__ this 6#1}' :é‘rom the
aubJective point 6i‘_view of the ':l'ndiﬁ.;‘.ual capifali_at'e gearch for pro.i_.‘iﬁs, Rarx

_ .made it clear that just as uge values are not to be conéidare‘d‘tﬁa real aim of
the capitakist ﬂneithar'muat the prefit on‘ a aingle transaction. The r-e‘st;a.sg._ '
naver-ending process of profit-making alone i? wha'ﬁl he aims at"(77) ‘I'I.\a coursef‘- .
of developuwent of depitclist producilon uacesalitates a constant increase in the
amouut of canlial expanditurus‘ for heuvy industry, & constont ond absoluté :anreg.sa

in ccnstant cepitai, MQompetition mukes the immansnt laws of capitaiist production -
to be felt by sach individual czpital ap elxtérnnl-- goaraive lawg,twroto ﬂnrx,(?&)
(PMgspttal, g, 34270 (16}, p.04D S
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#It compels hinm to lkeep ﬁonstzmtly expunding his capibal in order to preserve

it but to éﬁ:ﬁend it he cunnet except by progressive ascumulatien." And thia
accumulation "is a law of capitalist production inposed by inceacaot revolutions
'ig iha wethods of prodvction themselves, the rvesulting depreciation of existing
cupital, the gemeral cempsbitive strug;le and the necassity of impfov:i.ng the
product and expanding the scale of production, -for ths sake of self-preservation

and on penelty of f=ilurc,m
%-—Since the capitallst is werely capital personified, vrote Marx, "it is

‘not valuss in use and 1ts a.ugmantﬁtion that spur hin into action, F‘a.hatically_

bent on making value expnﬁd itself, he ruthlessly forces the Imman raze to pro-

duce for production’s seke,”

- {Permit ma to divert from Russiun economy for a momsub te, consider
 tais much langhed at "Johnsenisn® phrase, "production for producticils sekel.
Rosa Luxemburg likewise took issue with thed "Johnsonian® phrase —-'only she
a.ttrib}ttgdtizl to Igam.T To prove her noint she ﬁogl’rgnly“%!ﬁoteg Ji"r]c?i;gar,;? am
Capital bu so frow ggr;fﬂ of Surplug Valuase 83 ¢ whole 8 jie
gupposed “th=t & commodity sold at f!.-'ls- Tulue. Gompetiiion of za 'tul&"wés not- - ‘
exam:“ed, relther were credit end the actual structure)of sociegl wkdeh does . . 4.
- not at’aﬁ consist only of workers and incdustrisl capiviiists and where tha-con-.:‘f"‘"
sumars thus do not coincide with the producers; the fi:st (the cat:gory of con-
sumers, whose inéome in pert is noh wages) is hare copciderably broader than the
geconddry calegory of producers snd tierafore tha mewbods of expenditure of its
income anc tha extent th : .
of the latter brings sbout greant nodifications in the
sconomy, particularly in the prosess of cirveulation and reproduction of capital,®
Lixepbourg then conpents, (79) "Consaquently, even here when Marx s ecks absut )
"bhc.acﬁual structure of soclaty! he peys e ettention exclﬁuivelyponly go-ltlha
gartzciptmtf_s .’_t.n the censumption of surglus velue and wages, consequently, only
© the meekkeipmmiy strate clinging o the bagic capitalist cajegorios of produc
. Lion®,. whereupon shs drace this conclusion: Mthus there ig no doubs at sll that
Merx wished to Gescribe the process: of accwmulation in e goclety exclugively of
E:ap:;:talistgﬁ and worliers under ‘.‘.hr'.-_general and exclusive deminction of Hhe ch;ba:L—
ist asthod . of production, But under these circumstances his forgula dam not per- . .

nit-any. °t3§}‘ interpretati_on than ‘production for procustion's soke,n) -

In R’uusia acclmmlatian. of capital, or as Marx called'it, M"aetual capitalist
.. productionncao), follows the law of development in ‘Cepitalist lends. The rapid
strides made in the production of the meana of production, which so far -outdistance
the tortoise pace of the production of crticlos of consmnptioﬁ, Tollows the line
of developmunt of the capitalist warket, That 13 to suy, incofar us mems of
production oxchunge for other mesnz of production (way, the producer of tractar

buys ateel, the producer of gtesl buys pig diron, eto. ete,) the realication of

{79} Luxembourgs upulation of Gapitnl, from Russlsn translation
* - L v t
under the ediforahip of Fufurin, 1621,  (80)Capital, Vod.Trop a0n !
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the production and hence the development of the internel market proceeds "inde-—
pg'ﬂdan‘blﬂf“ of ihe growitn of the production of zcticles of consumption. spoowirakx

atProduction for the suke of production! is extended proﬁucti'nn without 2 corres-

A

3 e s 2 B 3 et mbm ¥ omeedan fam
ponCINg expunslion of co "umpulu..," STOLS. uBliii Al

in Russis. %Bubt this contradiction is not a dectrine but a reality... It is

precisely this expansion of production viithout a correspouding expansion of con-
‘sumpt.iop vhieh corvesponds to the historicsl mission of cuplialisw wund its social
structure: the first consists in the developmenti of the proeductive forces of so-
clety; the second excludes usilization of this techrienl contliest by the mesc of

population,® Thase iwo postuwlates of capiteiist development was evident thruout

our study of Russian econowmy and wars epito:hized in the Statistical Abstract which
‘revenled the sum toitel of_productiop (1) in the rela’tidﬁni‘ip ‘of means of 'prod{ic
o T ’ i 75 . o

© tion to meuns of consumption; and (2} in the simultenecus virsening of the condie

.

tions vof %he prolétariat. The Ruasisn workera! standard of living, let us not
..‘ . . .- st s .‘ ‘7 “ . : e _ ‘ '.:_: . : : '-“ Do - -
forget, is 60% of Tsarist times whereas the growsth of hsavy industry is some -

2607 of Taarigt times.* _ '

-

Bbd.stengé datermiiies consciousness. The alogan f;to catch up and oﬁtdj.s--'

tance™ capitalist lands is only a reflection of tha compélﬁné‘béﬁf’g:ﬁifés_éﬁ""'—'-'*:'-'—‘-‘-:"' -

siordd aconomys who will rulz over ‘e world parket? Therein liea the secret far
D : - o : .

the means of production grewing at the expense of the mezns of consumption.. Therein

"2ies the remson for attempting to bring irduatrial prices to the level prevalling

in advanced industrial countries. Therain lies the cause for the livirg atandards

i
.

growlng conutantly worss, depile the state's "desire” for the "gtill better Juprove-
ment of the conditions of the working olass,® Etouewls lawe have a logic inde-

pendent of the luman will, even &{zlin's will, Ulntever tho idese 5f the bureauc-

.
o

Tayy, thiz courss of devlopment is forced upon it by the course of world daveop~

-

'z sstizats; Pugsian stats clalua over LOOGH growsh,. . - 152
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SRSPAN NP




Page 111
ment of an exchange economy. Thait course will contimie so long as there is no
| revolutionary chamge of class rule which would alter the raelationshlip of tha ap-

propriating class to the direct producers and thus the whole law of motion of me-

But when the giate iz tha sole ovmer o peens of produetion

end the workers have no say over prﬁduc;tion plans or results, of how the surplus
value created by it shell be uéed, tﬁe economy mugy XEFR of necessity contime

to be the kind v.'hﬂre. an ever greater 51131;& of the surplus value is reinwested in
the me&.ns.ox'.‘ production at the expense of the means of conaumptién, in éonsf;tmf
-cepital over variable ; resultiag in a .n.gn- crganic comnnsit1o-1 of cspital with e;c-

cuptdation leading tv vealith nt one pole and poverty at the other. . The chair'nan -\
of thp Gosplen, xpr sssed-most cleariy tne compeliing mative of Fussién'prodntien ~

" . . - 1
o -

' : v S o Lt ;. -
wha_u he dacla:-ed that the plan for 1941 "provides for a 12§ iucrease in product~ - -
' ‘.*_.fvity' «nil 8 6.5% increasa in BVATage Wege pér'\mrker.'.; This proportion b‘etm'a'n“_r

S

labor productivity and u;erage vege furnishes o basis for lowering production

-

coats and inereasing socinlist (1) a._écmnuln.tiop and censtitutes bhe moathl:'npq_r._ﬁhﬁnt;.

condition.for the reelimation of & nigh rete of extended preduction.t

Is this l;unt. 'i‘or surplus velue necessitated by the "swelling neesds of tha
bﬂreauérucy" s a5 Shachtman puts i, or in order to "increase tho revenus, power

and pregtige of the buraaucracy* ) 68 Carter pubs 142 Thire 1s xo doudt at all

© that a good ﬁart of thu surplus valus gotten out of the sweat and .bleod of the

toiling m' 588 goes for Liw luxuries of the rulirg class, But if ve giop to re-

asonsider we oun seg that no mattor how gr&'at_tho sha.re of ths means of consunp-

tion the rulim clasg ab:orhn, ths & __g;; produotion of thoze oommidditfm ( and

masas still take the larger share mm,though by no weans relati?aly' of

[/’:f - 775;”7T_‘_ J Tﬁ7J“;$; :u'Q ) 153
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course) awonts to 39% o:l‘.the ximd= national economy in 'éﬁ;‘sia, whereas produc—
tion of tke meuns of production accownts for 61% of the totel value of the natlonal
oconomy. If there is anything new at 21l in the' old cupitali;t drive for sur-
JIRRTE] “v'a},'-.'-.-.- which izkes the foin of procuciien fov productionds sake, it is that,
like in 11 cupi-'balist landa, an ever greater sortion of the netionel income 1g
surk io armamept and production .i‘or production bscomes production for war. Onu
third of the tocal budget in 194511 .v:ent. to cefense end a good portion ;:f the

K“io CQ.I“'.OJ Wzﬁ

third that went to- heavy industry includas 'implemanus oF wilitirization,

arvicle does not cbncarn itgelf . h 'I;he effects o‘i_‘i the pregent waf upon the ‘scow
, .‘; . )

\\

nowy; our study is .‘.'Lmi'had to a develonmant oi’ ’ohe Ru"'::ien ooonomy up 'bo tha cu*

braak of wmr, What a st.:dy of tha econom up to"thq ar dia :z"oygal was that tho ‘
econeny, being an a'*;cch.ar.ge e_éonlnlmy_ and e?.;sti"" in the environment af the world

\\

market had to bor o the law of mm.:.on oi' capitnl.L.,t society rl:d.ch J.eads to the'

.

,\

polari..ation oi‘ wealith, MBut ha.t. ava_leth lamenta.t.ion in tnal{‘ece of nsceﬂaity.

R

Inr _STALIHIST RUSSTA IS A STATE CAPITALIST SOUIEY

1. State Cepitalism

’Y
o 1’.'

" Marx divided ai:. cless aocieti;ev inte thrue seonomic epocks: slavery,
sudalism, capitellon, The many different combina.tions of slavery, feudslism
and capltalism and the variega.tad political regimes. e::isting un:ier any of these
esonomies makes the political tasks of tio praletarian vanguard none toe aasy.
Nevertheless, the guide h{arx?igér:in provided for us is not only !;;.waluqbla but

sufficlent. Shuchtiwsn and Qartar, bowavsr, insist that the Russion soclety is a .

_now soalal ordar and thai Napx nu.a not romsaan it.
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Marx was a 9611+-ice.1 sciantict, not a'proplmt, mt so profo;.md wala his
anelysis of the inharon‘.b laws of eapitniist develovment thnt he was able » in brosd
cutlines, to prediect the further developrent of thut society; out of free competi-
tion there would develop monopnly; plan ou: of plunieocness; privats production
would develop wlthout cnntrﬂ of private propsciy. To understend the 11 signifi-
cance of this scientific analysls is bo underctund Russien state cupiialism.

Whet is prijrzate rreductlon without the control of privatr; *“oye; ty? T
is eapitelist production ir a mew -form. The developm:nt of the pre:.'-uctive forces
demands their Bocializa*-c.ion. The capitslist cless, seeing the randiriting on the
.wali, ‘7‘*&5 .meet:i.ng thig dc:z..r'apa “nsg'ati."éell.y“,(sl)tbrouéh the formajbilm of sto-cit ‘
c_qmpanies; ,amuﬁg othér *';h:i:nigf:, r-iﬁarx ;;aid that; ;as the."abt;lition of canital‘r as
private pro*‘qrty within 'bhe 'boumaries of capital_st production itseL R 82)

K

But 'bhe a.holit.i.on of cap:.tal "z\s privn.te propert,.r" is not the abolitian of cap:.tal
and it is the exi.stence of caui'bal .,hich is the fotier upon the 1imi'blesa,63 walop—.

mant of the producti‘re for ces. "The z'aa.l barw.er of cam.to.hst Droduc'birm m 15 .

‘capital :.tsalf It is the fact 'the.t capitel aud :Lts self—expansion apenyr L.s the

star‘bmg and closing point, ag the motive and elm of prodeétion; that production

is merely production mfor cag_i_.;ta] and no‘b vige verse, the means of production

'.\me:e m"ana for an aver eXpanding syst em of the 1ife pracess for the benafit of ® the

society 'f produsers,”(83) It is nacess ary to solve the contradictimnot In a
try to

naga.tive pener, &g the uapitnliats employ tofavoid their doom, but in a positive

o
||

menner, The revolutlonary, positive so.:.utiﬂn 1s the only aulution and ﬁ'e pr-.le-

h
1
variz! the only class dian cun employ :'LI Thacreticully what darx elmya poaad

i ;

was the abo ition or bhe capltulist mode t o{' produgtion. h‘.Lstory hns ax wn that

(01} Ivid,IIT, p.5215 {82)_Ibig, p.,J.e (35) I ; » P.292, ;mph__,h in ordginal
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copltalist private properbty can be 'ubélishad and the cupitulist mode of production

can continue,i revoluticuary solutlon mesns a transformation of glass relationships.
Capital, Merx teaches us in the three volumes ¢f Dapitel, is not o Lhing but a

social relation. Honey or owmersbip of th: means of production do not stoop man

a8 a capitalist if there be wanting the correlative $he wege worker. It is the.
Trae reletionsaiv between wage lebor end eapitcl thet determines the epntirs cha-

rocter of the modo of production. Thot is “he crux of the retter,y, It is the domi-

nation of a class vhich determines production, Ths form of its vule is subordinste

to its aim; privaie property is whe "preferred? form btut to aveid another class

. g - . . - -
i

ruling production, the ‘r':épitgli's‘a‘ copﬁ:c.t‘.'.'s to foregd thet form For the "cbllecf}-
o . o : :
}

ivist® form “of pfépei'ty. The v:'urk:ﬁzg clacs must therefore he la the Tookout and”

'

. .

see tha'b"éoopqrpti‘lﬁ prt;tii;cti;on does not become a snare by baving it under their -

own_control, Some members of the ruliré:"éié.as, Marx told the Genaral Council of

the Intarz'i.u.tional,' wera beginnling ‘o "perceive the impossibility of'continuing'tlha_

present g;step™ and have therefore "become the obtrusive and .i‘ull—‘mput'had apostles

t
\

of coq;;;em'i;.ive ‘production.“ nif. cé‘opera.ti.vé production is not ‘to remain aﬁ sham

e

. a ‘ ‘ . . ST

‘ and/snare; if it is to supersede ths capitulist system; if united cooperative so- .
cleting are'to'"reg\;.]:ate netional ﬁi'&ductiun upon a cousob plan, thus teking it
uxder their own control eud putting an end 40 the coustant azarchy and periodical

convulslons which are ths fatelity of capitalist production, —what elpe, gentle-

i

ment, %i7ld it but communism, 'possible’ communiam?® - Unfortunately, way fallen
inte this snare of Bp-oslled cooporative production,

This wurning regarding “cdopura.ﬁivs"’ producticn did not, necdleas to

gny woul, that Merx who so i‘u.'i.ly axpogad the law of motion of capitalist soclaty .

- -

414 not fully spgrealote the svils of oaplbalist private property. As a matben ' -

\

a
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of fact, it was he who had broadened that anderstanding of " rivate property®.
Lonz before the Paris Commune —when he firat cnalyzed Hegel'; concep'biop o;‘ tha
d.!.vine 1‘1511tu of the state — Marw had wrltten that "A bureaucracy posseases tiwe
gtate as its private -propgrty."(&-i) The Sgalinist bureaucracy uses the pover in..
Russig es its private progerty.

The If.ia.r:: of the Civil ’.‘Jaf in Frz—.nc; contresbed this featurz of bourgeo.is
scciety to Thot of the Commure where "Public functions cezse to be Lhe private pro-

perty of the tools of the fentral Government.® Tt was preclsely this thorough

understanding of contemporary soCidty, the ;7o mpd anc ".,ra.n.:. of ite law of motion,:
NE

! v
|

. s i
$hat enskled Marx pot only to fovesee bub wern egainst being teken in by a mere

charge. in form of rule or ov%hership,si:aéiﬁcally,' of the -'staiﬂll:ﬁcatidn of ‘the meens
. : . . . R [ ]

of production. Tdsten to the continuator of Msrx in u book resd by Marx before .

its yublication. Pngds in ﬁ.nﬁiemﬂming'*'straased that the statifid=iion oi‘_fhe
means of . production “does not deprive tis. pfoduct;lve furcas‘ of thsi'r ‘ch'ara.c'ber as
clmital... The mog i3 < g R modern stu‘be, ma‘bevar

its form, ia an eacen'b_ally cs.y.ta]ist machine, it is tha state of tha t“.pi'ba.lis'bs

tha idsal.callective body of all cepitalisis. T"xa more yroduct:we forces it takes -

over, the more it becomas ths real collectiva body of &1 the cayita_hists, the
~mere citizens it expleits, The worker: ra_main VAZ0-8RTNCTS, prolatarians. The
| capltalist relationship is net abolished; 1% i.s rether 'pualhed t7 an extrema., Bﬁt‘
at this extreme it 'changeé into 1lts opgsosita, Stute owmership of the r cauctive
forces ia nob the solution of the conflict, but it contains within it""f the
formal mesns, the huindle o the solution,"”
The differsntia sgecii‘ie a of capltelist production iu not/:i:tmeans of

productioﬁ ave pri'._rat.e property ~-under feudalism and slevery there was likew

wise private yroperty—but thet 4% 15 gaital,
(84) ri’c.:lgum of ﬁg ; g S+,§ua M g *pp.SL.-SlS
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of Engela Lenln said‘ that he had bezan abie "ln a measurs to foresee ?hﬂ
p:'ob],gms of our ovm, the imperinlist evoch." ;,\‘Jhexs‘flf_snin wrote that he vag re-
ferring to Engels! criticiswm of the dref% of Keabsley'a Erfurt Prograorme in vhich

ths word,plenlessnese, vas used to characterize capitalism, EFngels had written:
n'hen we rdas from joint-gtock componies to'tmsts which conirel and moncpolise
whole branches of indGualry, roft only privaite production comss to an ond at theb
point but plonlessness.Y Lenin then comrents: "lere we have what is ms® cssex-

tial in +the theoretical apirceiation of the labtest phase of ecopitalinm, L.e.

"imperiulism, viz., tkat empiinlism become monopoly cupitsiigm, This fact nust be

emphasized becruse the bourgeois reformist view thot monopoly easpitelism or state-
monopely caplialisp is po longer eruitalisn but cun slready be terped "state

Socizlisu®, or sopebhing of thet Sort, 1s a very videsyresd crror," (85)

| In theebkwboimo bis article in the Decembsr 1940 issue of the New Inbors

. national Merx calied the -~uté.te-capitaliam of Russia precisely that - stete social-

igm.

tried to mi;i:_l#:ize tka ervor of calliny that mons'hrona sc;ciet-y ."eocis_iism".'
by spooifying that lie me’ant- “bui-eaucratig:' stats suclalisnm,. Carter from the first

!

stuck to a rame 3 "something of that sort" by eslling Russia horeancratic collect-. .

1= !

ivies., Whether the term, buresucratic is used complimentarily, as Shachtmen doeg,

or as equally r‘e&c‘biomry' with capitalism, as Corter doss, “their theory of = new

sociel order conflicts sharply with the fundamontal Marxist concept of what

constitubes e clacs and what determinzs tha 's;ﬁ;ﬁéhu:‘e of an sconomy. Our fight

with them ¢*er tho name to be applied to describing Russia is not a polewic over

U\ DU

woras;y 1t is a question of defining the gontent or economic stiuature -nd wovement

of that seciety. HecemiermmmmxmiTHAm), ORI IOECaApd iAok waeX X «

i b
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Sholictmun and Carter have hamed the wage lubor in Russia slave(forced) labor, the

cepital they cull stete preperty, and the ggeh‘iss of the mode of productioh slaves

and collectivist buresucrats but they hove friled to shiow whevedin the mode of
productiop differs frow that in ceplialist lands spd how its luw of wmolon differs
from that of world capitalisw, Ve mush remdnd them that "The exictence of clesses

(e}
is only bound up with particulzr historie phnges in the develcoment of vroduction®

Whet is the purticuler historic shase in the development of Tuasisn praduction that
has called forth a new cless 5o rule? Whot i3 the very heavt of Varxist teachings

the pyrocess of profuction ~nd the glags relotions corresperding te

it that determines the political stperstructura of any cless 'socie'by. Thet, for

Marxipts, should 1ikewise epply to in_g{exploitafi-fe:or.ier, even: one ca‘_llad'fbureauc -
ratic collectiviem. . But our protagonists of the bureaucratic cbllgéf-.iviet 'sﬁciety

o
v

sey that, in the cace of Russia, ‘pol'itics is e’'detersinant factor of the cless
structura of that society, .Shacl‘ﬂ;me.n and Garier have thus perverted & basic

benent of Marxiem not only in its particvlar application Yo capitalist soclety.

put also in the generel dialéectic application to gll class socleties. They have

completedy departed feom the Marxisi myterislist mebthod of aporoech,

&, Politics and TFconomios

while ‘
Com. Shechtuen seys: "The social Tule of the vroletariat of yunlike all

preceding classcs, is and must remain a propertyless cle.aa,—hes in its polltical
Tile and can lie only in ite po‘litical rile," Lenin on the other hind sald:
tUnder ¢apitaiism tha prc&atat‘iat was an oppresged class. o oclass deprived of

all. ownerslip in tie mowns of product.ion, m:thnmﬁpuh...ﬂaving ovarthrown
the bourzenipile and conquersd polibticul power, ths prolstariat has bocoms the
ruling cless; it holds tha powar of the state  hes the dirapoéal of the ma&pns

) of production, which hove naw_ bscone uooiai."gl/Further: Ayith the trandt:l.on of
‘6}5& “Ergels Correspondancs.p57)¢ 3}20 2 1 509, g‘;,‘ E.-/
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al;“i‘: pover —this time not only political and not even meinly political but economk
power, that is power that effects the wost Ceep-seated foundations of e#eryday
humen exdistence—to & new closs...our ixioeks tesks bacome mors somplicated.* (88)

And asain %o are the ovaers of industry, we are the owners of grein, we are the
. (80)
omers of all Lhe wealth in the country."/Or, "ifter it hor seiszs powier, .the work

ingeclass meintains ib, preserves it and consoliGates it like very cless by moons

of & change in property relations,"{20)
ComCarter seys that the manser in whieh the Tuling eloes dn Rucsia 13 foemed

is deterninzd by "non-ecomowic, urimcrily veliticsl factors.n Fowever, even in
®purely" poliiicel revolutinns where one clique of rulers repleced anothsr and the
- production rolations rapeined the same (21l of which is not true in Russia), the

f

detarming fgctor in the lust enalysis of who _Iv:as o rule wag who ser red best the Y

.

_{hs"acénomic tycoons, that ié, the production ﬁaeds of ths ﬁéonomya; Do ¥arxists

' rei)g.a"; time _nnéi again thut $be cconomio structure is the ali-irportant foundation. -

cy T

upon which the political éug)erstmc-'bure rosts merély "for propsganda"tPEvery

political superstructure in the last analysla serves production and inthe last

&nalygis is determine by the pr'f.duction relﬁtiohs‘prevailintg in the given soclety."

A% the Toot of both Gomredes Sheohiman's and Carbor’s mistakes is the shift
' awhylfrom economlcs- to politics. The oppecite deviatien, shii‘t.from politics %o
economics, wes o brilliantly analysed by Bukharin that it applies here with equel

force. "Some sey; Novertholess there is a functional division == polit:l.csris)one
) \91 .
thinz -econcnics another...” Bukharin vas cddressing the 9th Congress of the R,C.P,

(8B)VOL.7, 11587 (89)Tbid, p.422 (90)Vol.B,p.320
'! .

(91) The reader is cautioned against confusing Lonin's criticism of Bukharin's
position at ths 20th congreas with Bukharin's position at thié preceding
conzyess. AL the 9th sorgress Dukharin was the officiul reporturcn ths
trade unlon yuestlon and spoke for the whole (.C. :

Cf. Himites of 9th Gonzress R.C.F.,pp.250253. Russisa
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"To counterpose politics to oconomic:s\i.s iinposeible and theoreﬂeally lends to an

absurdityl If we toke the epoch of state cupitalism during a war, then even within

the frame of the bourgeois systew of’ economy, economics ﬁnd politica merge..What
was the syetem of siate capitulism? It was this, that the conomic oz anizations,
bowyecliy syndicrtes, trusts, tremendous undert \kz.nts » vwere subordincted to the
bourgéois stata; they beo-me the organizstions - thisz bourgesis stote. Ths bour-
geols atate used to be the chzin dog of capito’.lst property. The zploitation of the
workers w:s cerried thyough in the factories. Thoe shete hod bracileslly no produge
tion econazic functicns. ,Bui during the time of waor £hd bourgeoic atats wes forced
‘o militerize the vhole industry, 1.c. subordin-te it to its state ondihis state
boccwe the coliecliive ‘capitalist. Tie copitelist state it tsalf Jbegan tnrun

indusiry, began directly t.o enecute economic functions..In the uerio:l of t.ae dic-

sh.‘:.p of the proletariat the stme thing occurss.. The peculls.nty':i‘ the pras nh,, :

epoch, thz epoch o" the dic'be.'bor'.hip of the proletariat, ome o*‘ its msaor peculia.—

rlt.uea, ;.TOID ths v‘ :point oi 'hhe oxhaniaatzcnal form, consists ,Jrecise..y in the

- fact tnr 3 ‘.canomms nerges with pol:.t.;.cs mm that st.ate po'vor, former:l,v e:.cl.xsively"*

a Pﬂlitiuﬁl ore,an, now becomes a most impcrtan’h economic orga.n...Thzre are some

'bnings which are so a..l-abligatory thrn'. they are usﬂi‘ul to eve*-y olus

It i3 such underste.ndizfg of ths iute'rgation _of.‘ politics and écnqom:l_c'e that.

Shachbman and Corter lack and thus fail to apply in th: prosent dispute. .Politics -

:

_ &ppears of "Ibrax.x.sce;.\nd,&mt :i.m;:aorte.x‘:ca over economiecs only S;cau;sé tha‘l.politic:i..ani
'a.nd boss ave one, or rather we EL‘.;‘; nﬁj{;_gatﬂ..i.r_g kr.'.i.‘th a'politicianb“of old but o new
one, one fr.'hé-execﬁtes economic "i‘imct:i.lims", manazes ;.ndustry. Totaiitarian
éoliti_cs, of cours, brc;jks ng oppoaifion el:-Lth:;‘r in Russia or in 69rman,v, but wé
have v_-a.st.ly ovarestimeted the pol;l.fc.icnl faes df, as if ii weve ihdgp?::i_r.‘i'.c'oz_?- eco~
_nom:lcs. - Tho' macabra Hoscow Triuls were ntaged not only to get rid ;)’ politiosl

opponents ov any ons capabls of dhal;enging the tobtelitarian rule of Stilin, They-

werg staged also In m:-l;iar to choar tihe way for the consolidation of ths.new

ruling cless, which vac gatiding impatiunt with the necessity of slowly infiltrat-.

ing into the production process. Violenoo was necassary to complete the couni'._g:"-;-‘ “.‘,‘:’_"'

o S N U S
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revolutionary process of changed sroduction ralatio;s.

in the study of the sorial classes revealed by tis populstion census of
1759 we have seen Lhat the:'politicians constituted but a spell part ofthe already
smelil top Mintellizentsie": il‘actary' directors, sovkhoz and kolkhoz preldents,
urpy and politi@ chiefa, all of vhou constituted ‘a were 2.05% of the total po-
pulation. To try to subdivide the 2.05% of ‘the vopulation corstituting the top
ru;ing class into trose \'-ﬁo are politici’:ins wnéd those v.‘izo are the bosesand
-to sy bhat the 1o t’rjsr ‘are giueeze out of the rdirg clasz "hy r.rorlu-mmic;‘
prim:;.ril;.v political® Vfac‘ho‘:js,:a.s -Ca_m{:er says, reve-ﬁl'a boiii & failure to_ylniersi';é.ﬁd

.~ the integretion of politics and econopics =23 ths nctual zuncticning e ‘I_iussiia\a.n;i_ '

s

ts subordinate aspect of the type of people who rele the - . .

RSl N L

) countrﬁ}._ Gérﬁér_[ﬁ‘amly&#.é- dees ~i~.qtr}ibl_d, At the last giariy c'onfaréppgsi, of*hhe

Sy

. delagates wors 'dggiﬁccrs. ‘Ohus.engineérs were not merely". economic lmss but - L

party secretarigs{.m Taka _up'any"-ismxe of any official papat or maga'z:}mi;__.}piﬁy_é;ial.f .
" and see Vt.he'. fa.ée o:.’me iﬂte];ﬁglc;nt;ia 'an;i see vfha‘r;mﬁ tho.t fua!;oln of ecquumit:;;
" and politicel functions im:mbdmm is not the Qemty of the' sitxﬂgp. "

It _:}.s because Carter has hi:.s. cyos glued on Stalla and vhe :rar.:,' top of 'bﬂ.:r.e;.ﬁor.ac}'ﬂi;‘

Stalin, it is trus, coulc‘; have no more power if he dsclavred himself :'f;!'m:

ovmer of She éta]in_grad Tractor 'ﬁ:orks “hah now when he ig ."propertyilsas-“.

Stalin seea to it that Smetaning the factory diractor of.'.t‘he factory Sl}cqrokho‘d!-‘-,‘

16 pornitbad inbo bhe party.mm? That 4s e seos to 4t tm_it the party mtutgﬁ |

erags 1) diatinotioh‘- ‘of olags oré;ix}, the batter to permit the class Q};H._t__gp to

fuie that party, gesing bo it ab the gsame Linag: that ths faotory wo:f.:a::gaith;ar

in the factory ner in the party "preon himsslf of hig proletariasi origint, bub
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must sweab und toil and ¥respect" the intellizentsia. Vhat tho bursaucratic

RN A

collectivigts fail to show is wha.t. a ¥arxist should hsave set himself us the lJirst

X

ow evlav®; the producidoi selubivas, Uow Lhey affer fron

those in espivalist lands, not by assertisns, tub throwh & study of tle aconony.

SUNPPEIE LA TS NS & P

Shechloon agraes with Carter in calling hwussic new exploitotive zocioty,
bureaucratic collecvivisi, In foct, ho goes cne batter; he rejects the idea that

the order is ejually recehionury with enpitclism. Instead he sayz: "Bureaucratic

collzctirviso is part —an uaforeseen, mwon rolized, rezcticnary pert but a nart

ﬁuﬁid;u.xam_m.;.-:-_. A s ™

nevertagiess —pf Fhe esllectivist epoch of humun Mstory,” To caii_i Stalinj.a‘b‘
Ruésia. in which an infinitessimal 2,05% of the. popnletion constitute the ez,;loi'térs

oi‘ labor, a part of the. “c-,ollect vist epoch of Imann historv" is the B, as to gay:

L} 1.

o
E
i
Ef
-

a.

]

T e

61‘ Baéial- conflict end it is there"-where"thel'maét. baé:_\.‘c of .a.ll“'rque's‘tiun will"b,e_;‘
deciéeds WEICH CLASS FILL RULE PRODUGTION, When the class that detemifisg prodic~+

tion will be the direct producers and not the appropriators of surpluaiabor, .-f-':-i. '
. ‘ . . ! - ;/: -
tljmn wa will first have an aconomy,whoae sotive force will not be fhe af—aqua.na.’l_._bn'

T

naec_lg.-- Only toen @m melcind Tige $oite Ml g.mm. Only. then will 'igé,-,am'éf'_ ]

ta spaa.k of truly Lroy La.uor 60:- it will :I.n.i.tiahe "tha loap t‘rom tha kigdom of -

" necessity to #ha ldngdora of freadon®. To ba in the vauguard of tlmt "muamsn'b of
nhﬁration Ab ia"imperativa toak: we-re!"ain ﬁ.r-};- on; th:i a.r:d.s.. ‘ 'f, Pl




