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• 1 \Vorld. War II took a heavy toll of. men ami nmtcrialS. · title, Pvlitical Eco11omy if! the 'Scn:icl Ui1io11 .. · l.nt•ematioun:tl'· .. ,,,,, .. , 

iil the Sl"wift Union. Exacting inh"Jicrab!e sacridccs from Pubiishcrs.) This article initiated a . c)•dc 
.the Russian proletarint in order to rebuild the dc\';1stntcd Stalinist revision :md falsificatiOn of · 

... ·the I( rem lin hureaucra..::y seeks through. terror The. :~rticJe·· caused ~ sensation in 'the 
:,·:and· persecution to maint:tin its J-"'Wcr. It must do so Amcric:m press bccimse. reversing' the 

without bringing dmm upon itself thc \\'fJth of thc Rus. ·conception that lht! law of value is in the last 
sian'. masses. This is J constant ni:;htmarc to the hun•:tu- dominant economic law of capitalist society . 

. cracy. It is in dt>sperNe lll'Cd of an idcology that will hl'ip· that the law of value :tlso functioned "Undcr·so,:ia.li.<n .. i.' 
kt:eP the masses in submiso;ion. l·lcnc~: it hm> been system- Tu support this new ;mti~J\l:uxist thc'ory, the' 

-aticall}' SCl~king to f31sify and undermine cwry tenet of driven inesc:1p:tbly to undermine the old fou1ndatioJn, 
~loirxism, th~: theordic:tl weapon for rc\'olutionary prac- the structure and content of .\la.rx's 

(·tU:e.' Tht! basis of thi::. was laid lmig :~go with St':11in's i!' unsigned, but h bc:tr"i the stylistic imprint·of 
promUlgation of thf! theory of "sOcialism in· one <muHry." tiev. one of the editors ()f Lhrder lbe Bam""'~'~:.orl'~.1·[~;;~\!i~?: 

But until 19H, the year the Scwict preSs hailed :~s This g:tins further confirmation with the P 
"the ,ye:tr of the great con\'crsion to the conwyor-bclt new p:mtphlct by A. Leontiev, entitled 

. s~tem," not evCn the totalitarian Stalinist burcaucr:tcy whi.:h repeats, pi'.-.ctically word for' word, 
dared Jay hands openly on 1\l:trx's Capital. In that ycnr, the stnrcturc of Capital contained in the articlt.!' :;['1i,t'~fi;ii~;'g 
h0\\'Cver. there was published .in the country's chief thcor~ cl!ssioll. The cstnhlishment of the aiJthorship 

"":\- etiQI jOurriill an Obscu.-ely entitled article. "Some Qucs. tide is, howcvtr, an cntirdy ~~;::~~~f~~~:~i~u{~~~j 
doris or Teaching Political Econllmy." (UIIder the Ramler \'it::WS 't.•xprcs~ed nrc not those 

Mar.tism, Nos. 7-8, 1943. All quotations in the text the .viewpoint of the 1\rcmlin 
no sout·ce is citrd :~rc taken from this article. its head. 

~~~j:·;,:<.'!~;::;~J~l~zii~~ has since ce~scd publication, but;Jri 19.J.I Lconticv asserts that ,;.~~~\i,,~~~~~~~~~~i~i~j 
~ · iss·uc·d .. aS it ·sera rate pamphlet under:" the .. ~on~~ructin~ t~;ir coUrses On p 
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\ .. :_ copy CJf the structur~ t)f Cttildl." Thi~. :rccordin,.; to Leon· 
··~-~~tie\', (I) \'iolatcd ''the historical principle," and (2) w;Js 

.. "harmful pc,i:mtry." Obvinu~ly, iL w:t~ not the h",lt:biug, 
·' hut :hL· political amwmy t:w;;hl. !h.11 w;Js undt·r :ttl:h:k 

hcrl'. 

1. 

I. The Structure of Capital 
'"The 1listoricnf f'rim•itlft>H 

To justify this I:Lte~t :t:-.~ignnll'nl tn So\'i1.·t te;t,·h•·r .. to 
\'iol:llt: till' ~tructurc of .\br•::- C1pital, th·~ Krt·mlin tht·o· 
rdici:~n d:dwratt·s the follnwin~-: tlu:~i:-: 

The sequence thai .\l:trx fcJ!low:. in hi:-. t'XPCJ~ition of 
i•roblt..'I11S in Ctpilill •:> :1 n;llur.al t"Ottst·q:tt'llCl' oi the f:tct 
that he \\as hl;r:dng rww tr:tils in .1 scicnct· in ''hid1 his 
aim W;<s to rn:on:.t!u.::t till' ~.::it·ntL' of pc·liti.::d (•.:onomy. 
,But it b wholly olwioth th;ll in ~tudying thL' fund;mwnLl.ls 
(•f this scienc~· ~nd p:trti.:ularl\' ~l in m:tsluing :m L"!L'men­
t:try coursc. it i~ impo.,sibll' ;.ntiJL·lr tn prl'~t·rn: a lngic:tl 
order: tl•i:. would bl.' h:mnful pt·d:mtrv and oppo~t·d to 
the ncc~5Sity uf teaching pnlitk:t! L'.:Otlomy as :t ~encr:ll 
l!islln k<.tl :.dcm:c. 

Prcwmably ;\l:_trx wrote Capi1t1f :ts he did hcC,l.l\Sc 
Mars was just a lmil·hl:tzt·r. :tnli not lh~.::au:.l' capil11!i.o11 
was as it \y:~s and continues ltl he. a cl:bs society. Pn~sum­
otbly ,\tux wrote Capital 1\•ll :ts :. critique. of pnlilkal 
economy bill :ts a contribution tn a "rt•cml:>tru'ch.'d" polit- -
irnl .. e.:onomy. 

. Lc.'Ontic\' dates tO b:t~c hi~ cun.:eptiun of :t pulitic:tl 
eccnom); as :t "gt•uaal" histork;1j :;ci~·nce. on :t st:llcmcnt 
from En~ch:, to the effect thitt "in tilL' 1i.:idest sense" (my 
emphasis - 1:.F.) pulitic:ll e.:onomy is "the !'Cit'ncc of thl' 
la\\'S •which go\'ern the pnlJuctiun :md cxch:mgc of tlw 
material mt·ans of li\"clihood in human sudety.'' LL'Ontie\', 
however. has evaded the t'.N.·ncc of the qw..,•t:ltion on th:H 
\'cry page whir;h Engel!: aini~~d pn·d~dy :tg:tin!'t th<.• Ll'<lll·. 

tiCvs of his own day: 

WhCic\'CI' wb:h{'R h• lJI'iiiJ! lhc political 'econc··ny of Patn­
gonin ur.dt•r the slnne laws us tho~e of modern En~ltuul 
would, in I!O dulnJr, oln-iuusly bring tu light nothing but the 
most bunal COIIlii!Oilpl:u~cl'l. rnerr Eu~:cn Du{'hrinJ:'H UC\'0• 
lutlun In Seicncr, Anti·Dul•hrlng)' Chns. It. Ke:rr & Cc., 
19115, p. t·li:I.J 

In an); c:1Sc, J\larx':. Capital is nut :1 study of politicat" 
economy "in the wiJcst :'l.'llSc." It is :ttl an:tl)'sis of the 
capitalist mod!! of Jl((ldttction :tnd its mode nf thuu~ht. It 
is :m an:tlysis of nil other system. M:trx. in a !lingle 
phrase, scpar:lted him:.clf frum :ill political economy b) 
J<ubtitling Capital, "A Critique uf Politk;ll Economy.'' 
M:trx demonstrated thcrcb\' his dctcrmin:lliun to dl'~tr«•\' 
th'• very found:uinns of p;•litic:tl ccolwmy-thl' c:tpit:lli~t 
mode of production. L<.·untic\'·~ :lltempl to tramfurm 
polilical economy into a "gcncr;ll histori.: science," on the 
other hand, compels him tu pl~tce upon the pmlct:ui;m 
'n'\'o!utionist ;\larx !he brmrgt.:oh 1:1~1\ "It• rl·Construct the 

_science of politic:ll economy." 

' 2. Tire Conrmotlity 
Leontic\' cannot hut conccd1.• the indbputable f:tct that 

M:ux begins his work with an an:~ly~is of :t commmlity. 
Out, argues Lconticv, "if we tc01ch politk:tl l'COIWI11Y w:· 

cnrdin~ to the hbtorical priudpiL•, if is necessary tO:~ri .. -··· ,'.lJ 

l'idt•r such Cittcgoric!o a~ commoditiC~ and money not onlY 
in the Sl'l~tiun dc\'uh·d tn c:tpitalism, hut also in thc prCo;d• 
in~ p:uh of the cour~t·." And. of t:um~e. if a commodity 
.:.m he "con:.idcrcd" in couro:;es dealing with pre-capitalist 
'ucit'til·s, why not for po~t·Ctpitali-;t sodcties? In brief, by 
nwan~ nf hi~ twwJy.wnditiorwd "historical principle," the·' 
St:dini~t f:il~ifil'r st·di~ \(• din·st the commodity oi wh:1t 
hl~l·J, ctll~·d it:. "partkular distin.:mc:.s," and. to trans­
ft.rm it from :t .-fan phcntlmt·nun tu a phenomenon com­
lll!Jil to :tl! ~o.:ictiL·s. Thereby Lconticv ha~ nncc again 
l'll!lmm..:d thl· commodity :n1d with it the fetishism whereby 
lht· rl'latinn~ bct•.wcn h111n:m hcinAS "ns~umc the fant:tstic 
furm of rd:ttiuns bt'lwt·t'n things." The relation between 
\lnT~t'r:- :md c:•pitali~b C:tll 11111~ be made to 2ppe.ar :ts the 

· tm·rc e\.-hanJ.w nf oill' ~·nmmudity-mom•y, for anothc:i-,.;.... 
bhor prJ\\'t•r. :IJlll m;t :t~ it i't';tlly i~-:1 social relation~bt~ 

1\\t't'll cla~.:-cs. 

:\lan:. on the other hnnd. hy h~ginning his 
Clf c;Ipitalist prodt;ction \\·ith an analy!>is of what :·;;i;;:;:,;:; .. '.o' 
··uw cwnomic cell-lorm" of (.:tpitalist Wt>:tltb;. · 
!:ring om must cl~·:trly the fetishism inherent in. 
modity: 

A cummoditr is thc1·cfore .n 
b{'c:IUH· in it tlH~ j;Ocilll dtnrnctcr 
to them us an objecth•c chnrnct~i· 

of thut l:abur; tit·c&ullc the l't'lntiun.~:;·~~·~~:~~t~~:fjr~~~-~~ sum tut;•l of their own labor Is 
.!lot·iul rclution, existing not between 
tween the pr3dUels of their b.bor, ({'api(~l, '"'"''• J>•:'~'''·:•.: 

1\larx prol,ccds, first, tu· rc\'t.•al that the~~~;i~~l;iB.~~~t!J :~dcr uf I he r.ommodity-its use i:alue·and 
-:~rises from the n:tture of tht hum;m 
;tbstr::ct l:thnr and concn:tc l<tbC'r. 
c:ttegvrk:ll!y. "is the pi\'ot oit. which a clear ·'"·~;;;~·j,~~ii~':0~Jz,i1 
uf puhtir.:tl t•con~my turns." (Ibid, p. 
bru:td hh.tork strokes, · ,\tarx tr:tcl!s the 
thl! 'ommudity from the stage when it 

l'l':lr;mce~thc surplus of primitive_ c~~:~~~~:,~[~,;~~~ii''(!IT~ 
highc~t stage, its "classic form," undCr c 
lie mah:es :tbundantly clear that the law of 

otpply until :~hstr:tct labor has been d'~~~~lot:'~~;,~,~~.~~l 
proCcs-; of c:tpllal, whcrcin surplus -value ·: •. ·.c·' ,,.,,, 

uf 'uur~c. the <.•sscncc of r.apitalist production, 

,\l:trx·~ work. But c:tpit:tlist pro><c:l:u::'~:•,ii;o~n~m~t~i,'~ri:;~:~,~{ 
thl'ory is !':•sed upon the historical t 
into :t commodity. 

ThcrL•fnrc. \\·hen L.euntie\' says_ that 'This e.•,P••ilic>n 
(the cxpo:.ition of a commodity) serves him ( 
the nL•cessary pren:qubitc for the discovcryy ,;o~11f:,~.~;,n~~~~~·jl c:! surplus value, whkh is involved in the t 1 
c1f l;~bnr puwcr intu a commodity,'' he i:-
his lwad. II w:ts the tr:tnsform:ttion of Jabnr­
cumrillldity :mll into ab~tract Jahor which mad.e f.~~~~1,'j:;~r;~~ 
tlte production of surplus value. Marx'S' exposition 
l'p<m this historic dcwiCJpment. ~ut vice versa, 

.~. lli•tory and Logic 
It is gl·ncrotlly known that the structure of Mari:'s~,'i.\•1/fl 

grt:~lt.•st wurk wots not fi~~t! rrom 
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,:the pUblication o'r the Critique of Polilical b'corwmy, the 
first-version of Capital, in 1859, to the French edition of 
Ca"pital in 1875, Marx had many times, as he put it, "to 
turn everything around.'' i\tarx continued to work flll 

C.apiral till his death .and the fou~rh. the Gcrm;m edition, 
include:. changes he made in IS83, Out no major modifk:t-­
tion:; were introduced in the rirst \·olumc :tftcr thc French 
Cdition. And the unc thin,.; that rcm:tincd unchanged in 
all versions of Capital is this, th:tl they all began with thr. 
analysis of th~ commodity. 

Eight years after the death of Marx, Enscls :tnalylcd 
what t\doratsl•y called "that furm of prl·scntation which 
most dearlv reflected the diall·ctical wntent of this. the 
chief work ·or Al::lrxism." (Tbc Com:s('oude11a of Mao: 
tmd E<Jgd~. t•d. by Adnrabky, lnternation;1l PubliS-ht•rs, 
19.3-1-, P• 110.) 1-lcrc: is huw En~cls tlll'n cxpl:lincd the 
structure of Capita!: 

Jf you just compnre the dl•\·elopment o! the· commndity 
inttJ cnpital, In Marx, with the developmeut fr,lm Being to 
Essence in Hegel, you will get quite a gnod purullel !or the 
.~oncrt:tG dc\'clvprnnnt which rc;;ult.;; rrum liu.! fad~. (ibid. 
p. 495,) 

f:,.-. . . T,hus,· .far frum breaking with history, the struc.ture ur 
l(<<-~~·- Capital. is dt.oeply rooted in history. In thl! dialc.:ticill 
[·;-;~:·:;~·: ,~/m·,·a_l_~fi~~is·m· . of Alan; ~here is· no contr:1dktion betwtcn. the 
t,~\:,<! .\,historical. and logical method of trc:ltment. In the struL­
f.;;!~;:;\: . .'.:..turt or Ca/>ittll is- refleCted 01 histo"rkal development, a 
1;\\~:::r.'~::?specific historic cl'xh. Capital is the product ol historical 
~i</;·~;;.: .. :_eVolution; and, whcnt~\·cr ,\tar:-;; \·icwcJ al}y aspect of 
~_;S~_;>7 C~p'italism ils ·a Jogicai :thstraaion .. he constantly checked 
Ci~tr.'::·~·- .. :. :1,i~d 'i,eCheclted ·<!.nd illustrated the corresponding economic 

· r(:::7~.:--rCategory" by the factS of its historkal· dc\'clqpmcnt. 
-~t~i\.·:.\ ·~:;· .-~~:on~ie"v, On. the oth~r hand, intrqduces :·the h!storkal 
C'~;;:::-.::~:::~ppncJplc'. only m or.J\.•r to rob the commodity of lis. class 
~::J~'/.":,~iitent ~nd clothe it in "gCncml historic" garb. ThC com­
}.~>~~/(" 'pclling:·fOrce here h; the need to f;1lsify the 1\lurxist 
r~);Q:··:~~J,Ysis ~( the ~aw. of votl~e. Since 1\larx'.s entire ana!y~is 
~-c.-·:~·-~~:lS.rootcd m Cilpltahst rel:llmns of productiOn, !he St;~hmst 
~t.-"//.theOretician. would hi!. unahle to -mainiain that the law 

P 
... _::,~.:-: ·.l'." ... f .value functions in the Soviet Union without "revising" 
~::/:/:~)he 'kremlin'S claim. that the So\'iet Union is a l;:md 
'";.:.~.~.= . <: wher~ .socialism is "irrc\·ocably ~·stablishcd." · lie must 
r.,~:- .. :_~_.either do this or else he must rc\'i:c the concept that the . 

f\;_.-.'-:. ::Jaw of vitlue is domimmt in c:tpit:tlist wdety alone. There 
t.~~~~-~>:. ::::-·~·re: goo. ". and suffici~:nt r~::tsons why the S!nlinis! hack 
~-:· -:-:~ preferred the latter course. But to accomph!'h tlus feott 
~\:.::~-· .'of di~torlion. A·t;m(s analy_sis of a commodity- h:td to be 
~r:f'~- :· ;:ure.vised," and with it the structure of c,1pital, 

f;e::> II. The Law of Value 
r;,,•''·'' .'j,. Tile Dual Cl~aracter of Labor 

of the Rus:;ian Communist Part)·--could mer~:Y 
vent what Marx called ·his miljor original,,, :ontribut 
the :~n3lysi,) of the twofold- character of labor. 
1 he Stalinist hCnchman, lconticv, reconcile his •,•:~•;:~~~~ ; 
th•a labor in the Soviet Union bears a llu:~l c 
with the d:1im that all capitalist relatiOllS it::td b~cii, 
eradicated in the USSR. The central point Df Mil'rx's · 
critique of political economy is contained precisely' in 
1\\:trx's exposure of its failure to sec exploitation, i!l­
though it hitd discovered that Jr~bor was the source of all 
v:tluc. Rkardu. Marx hr~d written, 

· ••• flees only the qunntilafivt" determination (Jr cxch&ngc 
\'alue, that ifl, that. it is equul to a definite quantity of · 
labor time; hut he forgeL1 the QUalitative delerminatioil, 
that individual labor must by means of ita alienation be." 
pr~scntecl in the forn1 of ab!iiracl, universal, 110dal labor. 
(Thf'oriell of Surplu11 Value, Rus. ed., Vol. IJ, 2, pp, 183-4.) ; 

The <JII:t~it~lti\'c cleicrminat_ion ol ln~or is the c.~plo/Jt~·-/: · 
th:c relation. By laying this bare, Mars. rewnlcd_:d.~ how 
the l~w of value is, in r.caliry, the l;:m· or .~u_rpl_u_s '. 
Th..: LL'Untic\' oi the prc·l9~3 l'intaSe, summed· 
well enough whcil he, wrote: ·' 

The Marxist ductrir.e of surph:s \'Blue Is 
have seen, on this teuching o! v~lue •. _. Tbilt. n. w•<Y .'.t<. 

iinportant -to keep. the- ienehing Of value ·~~t;~\l~t~~~~~ distortions J:leeause the theol'Y of exploitation 
(Political Eeunomy, ·.\ IJt'1dnner'11 Courst', 
Publi:!hers, l!t:J!i, p. 88.) 

2. Leontiev Discovers· a ~ew ·oualitY. 
NOt even the• Lconticv of 194) t:nn deny _thc:,c>iplt>Hi'},~~<(' 

natllfe of the dual character uf labor. Bm· 
tr. argue thut whcrea!l this is true "under ca'J pit;di>m 
docs not hold "under sociali~m," \\·here: 

•· •• this duul churiletP.r of labor iA no longer Jil:.ked 
tht': contradict.ion between private and soclnJ. ·.--:·: ,, ... ., •• 
is dmracteristic of eo.nmodlty pr-Oduction O"n the 

"pri\'ate property. Under eapitnlism the right·. 
produrer to 11ropert)' In the )lroducts ot hls-._l;lbor is re~ 
placed, 118 lL l'e8t!Jt of the ·force o£ ,the J&WB/Of·CloPibi)ist · 
production, by tho· right of the. cupltulist to ·appropriate.'·· 
the product o£ alien, unpaid labor. Iu socialist society, nil ' 
lubor· u:wtul to society is rcwnrdcd by soCiet)'• · ~ ' . · 

.It is c<t:;y to liCe why L·.'Ontie\' woult! like to:hidc··r·ar·t'· I 
of Ct~pilal from the eyes- or the Hussi<tli \WJrki!r:;._,. He 
wishes to .)C:recn social relations behind the. ictishism of­
ct:mmoJities. It is thus that he ~'lliscowrs" ih3t~ rcBard- , 
less of the duill character of labor, all htbor "useful'.' -to . 
.)ocicty is properly "rewarded.'' This quagmire_ of ~talinist" 
f::lsifications becomes the basis for im·cnting a "du31ity" 
between "labor useful tu sudety" as opp~'ll to labor 
"useless to society.'' ,. . 

It is dear that Lcontie\' :lt:tl.:d ils he did not' becaUse 
~~;J¥-.:·,:~·~:/r: The brCo!k wilh the .)lructurc of .\larx's Ct1pilt1f l:tys 
toif~·~>::· .. thC theoretical groundwork for a complt•tl' rc\'ision of 

he "willed": it. As a ser.,.ant of the Kremlin bufC_au-cruCy~· .-, ,c,'~"ii":i 
fearful of th~: wrath of the Russian workers, he .. : · 

~
f~~~-~· ... (:,~:~·.1:ii-'x_ist-cconumic tht.•ory, but the new edifice still rcnmins 
f'£{~-':·.-~.:~1:'. be ..:ont'tructed. It is no simple matter to t•s.tend the 

.. ~~rz-jt~·~~Q~r~tion of tht_• law of \'alue t:J a "rocialist" society. So 
~~~·.f.;?.SOlid. \\·as the structure l\1ars. had built to pro\'c th~: 
:tl::~:~-:.1.~' 11(ljlposite ttat no ont:-not t:ven the uU-pOwc:rful 11alburo 
g;·;,~:·.~:---~~i"~,·,.-,', ' . ' ~I 

~~ii~1~~~~;~./". .:-:, ;~: 
~~1.'~.~;:~-~~~;: .. ~_:::··:' .. , -·- ~ 

clo ots Mnrx dili-le:wc the m:trk~:t and · , · - ' 

into the f:tctory. 1 t wus there that ~::1l:~~~~~~:r~t~~W~]~ :trc the commodities the laborer pr<i<luces 
him, but so is his very activity. 
basis of 1\tarx's orisinal contri!>ution. 'to ~'""'"'!·'""!~ 

·- .. ~'.:.: ... -.. 

• 
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I 
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tlw analr:;is of the dual ch:m11:tcr of labor, whkh arises 
in the sPhere of production, nut in the ~phen~ of distribtt~ 
~ion. Lcontit•v, tlll the other h:md, who has rcmodncd in the 
'm:1rket not hr :tcddcnt, i~ now pn~parcd tu n~pl;tcc the 
riteality between concrl'le ami ;J.bstr:tct labor by another: 
the "duality" bl'lwccn "labor U~'.'rul to $0ddy" :ts oppu~ed 
tt; labor "u~clcss to scciet\'," The St~linis: hack tries to 
tell us that bt•c,wst• "all !:tl~nr useful to sudcly b n•ward~·d 
by society," it thcrl'fnre follow~ that: 

Hence th1·n.• is nholi11hed thnt ch~•rarteri:~tic of commotlity 
production by which laboll' 11pcnl on the production of usP.ful 
objects may pro\'C U!!clcsll tn socicl~·, labor which find;; no 
sr.dal rcc(lgnitiun hl'Nl.UIW tlw cnmmotlily it produced m­
rnniM unsold. 

Leontic\''s tortuou:-. :11tcmpts to resol\'c the irre~ol\'­
able contrmlktinn betwel'll his ;u.fmi~sinn that· !:thor in till' 
So\'iet Utiion be:trs :t dual char:1cter :uid hb daim that· 
:1!1 Capitalist rei:ltiuns h:t\'e been t:r~dkated. h:b ended. of 
necessity, in his ab:mdonmcnt o.f the :\\otrxist :lt~:tlysis nf 
the duitl .character of labor. 

3. "Distribution AcCording to Labor" 

I 
j.'·l 

The. method b)• which Lcontic\' seeks to revise the 
Marxist analysis of the dual character of labor is the same 
method by ,\·hich Stalin, as far back as 1930, sought to 
fnlsify the Marxian analysis of expanded rcp'ri>duction. (C/. 

':' 
I 

I 
i 
!· 

i. ,. 

. Trotsky'S "Stalin as ~ TheOretician." 1-!is new "rc\•ision· 
J __ .,.ism,'' Looritie\'. clothes in a formula culled from thC Stalin-
. r ist Constitution of 1936: '"dislributitm acco-idiug to labor." 

'""·;·•CLcontiev app.arcntly believes that by employing "this phrase· 
he has succeeded in transJ:iting the !Jw of \',liUe into a 
fun"ction of socialism. 

At the Same time this Stalinist "tht•oretici:m'' rejects 
the formula th~t has alway:; :;tood in MarXist thl'Ory for 
sod:ilism and the ahrog:ttion of the Jaw of v:tluc: "From 
e'i,ch ·according tO his ahility, to each according to his 
nerd.'' Moreover, U11der t/u /Jmmer of A/ar:~ism also re­
jt•cts :ts inapplici-ihle to the J:md whCrc socialism has "been 
''frrevocably established" the i\larxist ·formula applicable 
to countries ''just emergi11g from tbe u.·omb of. capitalism:" 
payment according to "the natural mcnsurc of Jabor"-
time. Finall\', the author makes clear that the mom~y 
\Vhich is th~ m.edium of payment for labor is not some 
scrip Ootes, but money as the measure of \'alue: "labor 
continueS to be the mt.•asure in ecOnomic life." Thus. by 
the timC l.t.."'nticv lms wound up the argument lor the 
Stalinist "socialist principle" of "distribution accordin~ 
t,> labOr," ihat formula .Jms every oulward appcarnncc 
ol payment of labor--as of any other commmlity--:lt 
value, a basic manife~t:~tion of the domin:mce of tht.• l:tw 
of value under cnpit:tlism. 

Lconticv's attempt to extricate himself from what 
logicallY (lows from his riwri argumentation further deep· 
ens the self-i::ontrndictions in which he is immersed. Just 

.... ·as previously hr tried to smooth his path toward brc:1k· 
., ·. · · r-.•' ing with the structure of Capital by derining politicOtl 

economy as a "general hhtoric sdcnce," so now Lcontiev 
.trieS to erect a brillgc toward tluo St;~tinist falsehood con· 
tained 'in the· otssertion that -the'law of \•alue· functions 

"under sod;llism." He begins with a broad i;cncraliz~titi~';·::';'~:W·-~ 
tn -the effect that "there can be no sckmtific kn'owJedge:· ": ·. :r~J 
if one rc,ognil.c!' no Jaw:.." lie then 1-:flCS on: "In realitY"·_;· ~·.' 
il is an clcmcnt:lry truth that a :.odcty, whatever its form,·: 
dcn·lups in accordance with definite laws whkh arc ba!led 
on ohjL•ctin- necessity. This ohjc.:tiH! m•ccs!'ity manifests 
ihl'lf differently under different foims o( Mlcicty." From 
this J.;cm•r:llizatiun Leon tiL'\' then leaps tr1 tlv~ fcllowin~ · 
:mti-.\l:m:bt Ctlndu:;ion: 

'rlnu~ wr. !'C<'C• thui llwrc 111 no lm!'Cis fot• conalclering that: 
the )U'A' or \"ll)Ut• ifl ulJi•ogU\Cd Jn the BOcllliJat SYlllCnl O{ 

pocicty. On the contral'y, It functions under ~;ocinH!lm, bul 
it .functions in u trnm~formcd maflner. Under capl~.alhnn 
th!! lnw o! vnlue lead!.l inr.vit.ubly to the' rise and dovelop­
incvitably linked with 1he destructiml of productive furcen, 
wilh crhu·s, with nnnrrhy or :wor\uctiur.. Ul\dcr aocial!am 
it acts all n lnw consciously upplietl by the Soviet 
nndcl' conditions of thl• plunnf'd · ndminlsttntion 
natiouul .;!cnnomy, under the conditions of 
or nn econotn)' fi"CI! fr?m crl~c!l .•• Under 
pri\'nte pr(l)lerty in the 111eanfl oi 
the law of value lends nievitnbly to 
ment of cupitnliat eX:ploitution; in n 
riSC o£ CXJI\Oitation is blocked by the dOillin'ntlon.u·.,,,,,~,~:.,(;:.;,;Ci~ 

. aocinliHt property in the meuns of )lrQ~u~tion. 

Ll.'Onticv aP.ran~ntly bcJie,·cs .t.h;tt the 
socialism,'' ~ufficl! to clothe in :.od:Jlbt r3imeitt· 
h1:1nt economic law of c:tpit:tlism. 

4. Tl1eories of J' al!lP-
In .his 3.ttempt to lift thl•, tht'Ory'o(value out o( 

tali~n:ontext and transfCJrm it into "a "univerSal tncor:~·,<ll.''"' 
value" Lconticv at one :~.nd the same· t,ime 
Jaw of" value" functions "undl!r sOcialism" and al~;.::[~;ti;~;z~ 
functioned in pn:.·capita.lis~ societies. A br~sis f 

.l::id by Leonticv not Ot~ly' in his· article, ;;~"'~: ~;~~~~~~~-'f 
of Teaching Political Economy." but also.·in. 
phlet. ·Mar,\·'s CQpital, where he tries to proVe 
torical emergence of value in deep antiquity." -The iulihdr"':·!:c'.'! 
shiP· of- this new· theory leon tic\' modestly ' 
Engels. 

In the book, Hngt:Ts 011 Capital, nu,~~~~;:~, 
there is a little essay in which Engel; 
ment of 1\tarx. This is to tl1c eff~ct that ncp~~;~~~.~t~~~i 
stage of civiliz:ttion thp closer· Jo prices a 
values, tlw high.cr the st:Jge, the mote indirect 
m:~tion. In that limited sense• of the relationship 
ro price. Engels shows how cffecth•cly the law o,f, v:li~:~.<f~ 
functioned ·in the pre-c:tpitalist p~riod. LL'Oiltiev is 
denly full of pr:dse fnr Engels: 

Engel!!' nrtlcle on thu lnw or valuo o.nd the 
hi!sl;lc& heing nn important sup)llemcnl to tho 
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,_'1-: 

]:ouR'rH: INTE.RN'ATIONA-L· 

' of Capllal, is 17Jf J..'"l'<:nt \'alue Jor. the understanding of the 
~ori.omlc theory .of Marxism ns n whole. 

This "Marxism as a whole" the Leon tic\' of the prc-
1943 vintage interpreted \'ery diifenmtly, and precisely 
ia his own introduction to thb same essay of Engt•ls: 

Wherens ut thu lmnds ol th~ Social-Democratic theoreti­
cians of the cporh c.! the Secund Jntcnmtirmnl, the cutcgor­
ie~-: of value, mono~·. surplus value, etc., ha\'C a fatnl tend­
ency to become transformed into disemLodicd abstractions 
inhabiting the SJ!hcrr tl( exchange and Ia.r rcnwvcd from 
the conditions of the n!\'fllutionnry struggles cof the prole­
tariat, Engel~ shows the m~st in!.imntc, jndis!!olublc:> con­
nection the~c rntcgorics hnw! with the J"clation lwtwecn 
el8.ss~s h! the process of mnterhd production, with the 
aggr;\\'ntiton of dans conlrudictlons, with the inc\·itnbility 
of the Jltolctarinn rc,·olution. (This introduction Uy Lcon­
tiev appctar!t in the Russinr. edition r,nly, 0 Knpltalc 1\Iari:Ka, 
pu1JliHhed br the Marx-Engelfl~Lc:>nin In11titute unaler thP. 
supt•rvio;i,n o! the Ccnlral Committ.ce or the Russian Com-
munist 'Party, 19:i7.) · · 

Now the Stalinists w~:rc nul the fir~t to lr\" to extend 
tht! opr.ratiun of the l:tw or vallic to "the snCialist ~t::tte 

;;: ·.or. Marx." The bourgcob t•cunomist, Adolph \\':tgner, 
•... ;~ _t.~it•JI'.to doth.-- o,;amt• thinn in 18H_l, In no unct>rtnin terms. tr\; ... ·J\.'l;rrx castig:llcd "the p1csupposition th::tt the ·theory of 
~--'~;.;~-:.:: __ .. \·ah~e· dc\'clopetl for th~ cxplan:ttinn of hourgcuis sodety, 
f~1i~':C: . .-,·~as··\'~lidity for tliC 'socialist state OJ ,\iarx'.'' ,\larx rciter­
;,!::·J:·;1>;.<atcd_: ·"·.~.in tht~ aual.l'sis .of \'<Jlue I h:ul in \'icw bmirgcois 
lft:f·:~:;;,i_rd;ttions and not ,the application ur· this theory of 'L'dlllC 

l1~'!$:-":.~;?::t.0:·3'JsociUlist st:tte"." (..-lrdJit·t•s tJ[ .Hm:~:-l:'ugels. Rus. cd., 
-~~f_;)~,'{QI• ·-V,_p.·~-~~.} . .· . , 
·::::.;::-~'~-~~'7::_-.:!rhis is _the last writin1! we have from ~tars's pen. 
j ··-~~.1.;~.-~--~-.En&i:..ls ·-~ontinuctl. ,\larx·~ work. critid:ting the then .\tarxi::t 
~.-<~~·-(disdJ_>~e 1\autsk~· for uc:11ing \':title i•r:r"l\antian m:mner": 

/~-~·):.· .. :.··.:;_-Value i~> 11 cnteKo'ry. chnructcrist~c onl_y (lf commodity 
;>i.~. , ·. , . · ,productlo,n, nnd just· a:~ 1t did not cxu1t prwr to commodity 
~t ~-. · · t)i'oductlon, so it will disnppcm· with the abolition of cor.l-
~~--~ J11odity prilducticm. (Collc.ctt!d Wud!N of :\larx-Engels. Rus.' 
fj ~-- ed., Vol. XXVII, p. aS6. ~o English lrnnslntion Is u,•all-
tc·~·- :;:~ .,._:. nbl~.)· · 

'·'· ' . . V-';~: Pt~dsely. :\:o mlc wuld pussibl~· :mribute to Engds 
·g.~:::.:::· A view·oli \':1l:1c other th;:n tllill held b\' M.1r:o.:. In Auti­

r, .. ·.;~ .• -.. ~~-· ·_ph·.:t_eb~illg, wr
1 
i
1
t!cb'.n ill collaboration with ~-litr."\, Engels ;~rgucd 

. .t nt ·n, \you c e sh_eer ;1Lsurdit)' "to s~.:t up a society in 
l,.·.~.:;.;y ~\'hich at last the producers control their products by the 

Jo@ical application of ;m economic category (\'aluc) which 
c.~---,.~·:~ is,.thC most COillprchen:.i\·e c:o.:pres~ion of the subjection of 

the producers by their own prudu~·t." (Vp. cit., p.347) 
.J'. The whoie elabomtc structure th:U the St:tlinio;t bench· 

mtiri_ tties to erect aumbles under the_ imp:1ct of the 
heaVy blows Marx and Engels dealt' in their own d:~y to 
ali·otlier. tlworil's of valm·. 
' ·'Of cour~c it would be an :1hsunl and schula~tk a:)· 

-~·.proach," Leuntic\' st;nes suddenly, ';to pr~sume that i\\:lrx 
··arid'Engds cuultl fureScl' :md fnrctcll the concrete, prm.:tic:tl 

<':''·';:.-~···> .:'". employ the law of \':tluc in the intere~ts uf sod:ll· 
It OJuld ha\'c bl'cn forcSl'en "ltdtbl!r ''/ Mt~r,.,. 1wr 

b;1• Lc!1i11." (My emphasis- P.F.) 
Only "th"•.gcnius of Stalin," continues the- Stalinist hire· 

~";;··,.;·,, ... c~uhl wurk uut the ll)lplkation uf thc law or valut 

,._. 

! ,: ,-. · ..•.. · 

to:a "sociaiist soc·rCtY." .'i'his, ._w() .~r~ .. told~,;~i;,~~~~~~~~t·:1.'~~~~~ 
opens a new stage or ''Marxist-Leninist ;! 

'tho nsscrtions of Stullh on thr. !nto ~f 
iea of cripitnli1un under conditiOns 'oi sOC'Ialist .. 
theoretic g.:!JLernlh:otionH irom the mraghlficent expOJri.,nco 
of Rorit.list const:-uctio11 in thr. USSR and 'signify . 
stage in development ot the scletlfo of Marxlst-LOlilnist · 
economics. These :;tatcment.H arc among the rroost -bnpor- · 
tnnt principles of the pnlitlca.l eecmomy of socialism created 
by Comra.de Stalin. -

The only truth in this st:tlcmcnt ·is th;lt ''lhc political 
economy of socialism" is wholly :~n invention of Stalin, 
:md his corrupt henchmen. 

Ill. Dialectic:al Philosophy, Kremlin 
Style 

' I 

1. So11iel Reality ;) 
~N the niceties nf pedagogy hut the pressing nccJs ;. 

uf the Soviet economy made ncccss:try rile revision. of the ·} 
!:1w of \"~luc in the ,1\;\arsist sense. Not by :.,accident the 1 

• "· ] 

crowning nchie\'cment of this n::,·ision came whh the pro- . , I 
mulg:uion of the J:ourth f.i\'e-Y~:ar- Plnn.- which wils ,, 
opcniy ba:;cd on "the u~c of the Ia\\' of V:!:luC.'' _, --· _ ,k: ... __ ._ ,-, ~'·,~ 

To "make ~~~c of thl~ law of \•alue" me:lnfthe-r.OiiSdOus--:.~-~-~;~·i-~ 
':-:ubordin:nion to the force ur thhdaw. How scdou~IY~-lhi~ ·.·r::> .. -:, :,-::·: 
wsk wns executed by the So,.·ict intei.Ji,~cJ.1lsia ca'n .. :bc,SCc··.n'-'.) ,_:~ •. -- ... >~-~ 
fwm :t lcctun- on; "The Time Fa\tor in•. the f.fathif.rQr-.~~;·-~:·.','->.~-·: 
Capital ln\·c~tmcnt'' that Acilciemician Struillilin,;deliY.e~cd·;·-:t.~~·.V .. ~'(:~ 
Ia the lcnrned ~ou~cil of t~C- lnstit~t~ ,of. T,!cOr~~Jjli~:~~fltb-:.:.:_r~z-~ 
tht• AcJiicmv ol !'icten~cs ol th~ USSR. · _)r,:"a'. h1gh~!ratt1 . ..,1 
<11 sochllist :iccumul3tion" is to be achil:'.vc!d, ·staicS sfftini~\,"!l.-._,,.·"-~ 
ilin. il· will be nel'cssnry hl Lonshlc"r not_ ril::-relf~i--'P. ~i!n{ ~z··:~~<";\1 
cost" but "fu/1 cost'': ... _ · .. ~ -· .. -:i.·~-~_:_:!.7::,-;·.~~:;::·;_.~~:J 

Jn order to change- from "tJrimc cost.•:- to fttll cost._ p(_;lhe ·~-·~;:_:~~-; ·:•. ;~­
prujccle!l ;u·ticlcn nnd their production, .. it. ·-.i& ,: lle'-~.Mii:cy ·; .· -'·~:·;_ :; ~-.-~ 
thcrefoi'C first of nil to add to the paid r,hare·of Jn.bor.that;-", ".~- <·': .. 
flf i't~t l!hnrc which iR rt:-~crved 111~ .n mnttcr:•or J)JannciJ·_'·~t~:;--_::-:.:·_:r~l 
accun.mlation, (Bulle:in or the lmHitule .if .. E~~m!lmlcS.': >-=.i:~~~·.::.~l 
AcadCnl)' of the UdSR, No',:), 194«. Emphnsl&:in .titigln'al;)~~--~:~:~:.~::--~ 

With this' as " ba~is, Strumilin proCeeds: to.' cUkulnt'e.· , .- ::~.' :\·~~ 
tile rc1ationship or dead to li\·ing J:~bor, of G~pit~I_. invE:St· .. ,_-· ~_1_>~:!·~,;~.­
mcnt tQ r:tlc of profit; thus ;tchieving ::tatistical_;nlCasurc .. ;- _:. ·,-,.::\. J 
n1c?t for cakul:tting th.:! r;ltc of ''socialist acc~m·~,'!V~~"- _. ~r:}:i/~:~ 
wh1c~h cou!J be I he CI!''Y of :tny bourgL'Ois cCOt:lOil)IS~ •. : .'- . · · .f.:~·.{.3f\:j 

E\'er smcc th~· outore:tk of WoriJ War II· the· l<remhn ·,_~i)·~-:; 
bureau ewe)' hns tri!!d to raise per capita produciioil_·ttiTough ':-~-_.~~~'<~}\ 
the institution of what it has dared to call "socialist etnula- · :_.·;-.:?.'<;·. 
tion.'' This new competition between factories luis- ~Up... _:.: ;-·,_:;.::::..,_j• 
plementcd Staklmoovism, or competition betw~en. ilidivi,;, · ··'· ·. ·-=::~ .. ~ 
d1wl workers. Tht: iotnlitarian. burcaucrJcy is att~mptii1g .. ~.:':,···:·~~ 
t.·, m:1kc the mnsimum speed or production of an individual .. >::: ,_:i~··j 
Stakhano\'.i~c. int(> the norm for tlll workers,:. facl~r.y. by ~;:~,~·'·".·~;! 
fnctory. I h1s has only dt'Cpencd the confhct · between·. . · ',. ·~-1 
the St:~linist regime :mel the Russian mnssl's, --The nCcd· ·_.~~-·:_;:J 
mo~~ fur :t. ne\\ i~h!olo~· tn di:::dp.linc the Rus.sian ·pr~-· ··~~·:~:/:··~~~ 
lll:trmt. I he rrttempt to undcrmtnC :md falstfy :every. ., 
tenet nf Marxism w:u the result. 

/ 
I 

i 
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. )·-~h~ break .with--thr: strUcture of Capita~ comJ)clk'<!· the fat-· quote whitt Marx .s.aid or ·P-rOudhOil's 
\! s~f~cation of its 'content as well. The next inevitable stage a full century ago:· 

-·· - )s to distort 'the significance_ of Marx's immortal ·worlc. In plncc or th~ grcnt ·historic movement arising 
·f~ \vas no longer to be con5idl•rcd the basic woik of Mar'x- the conflict between the pioductive forces 
is_m, but ·only of Mar.\',' here "the hi5toric~tl principle" was by men und their &\lcial rolatlous, which no 
apPlied to show tha't Capital w:1s rhe gr.::atest w~rk up to pond to these productive forces; ••• in place 
U:nin and Stalin." (About Jilt! l'relimi11ary Varia 11t of nnd violent action of tho masses by· which alonP. eon-
Marx's Cr.pital, p. -t. My emphasis-E F.) This new pa.mpr- fllc~s cun be rcsoh•ed- in place or this ''ast prolon!Ctld a.ti.d;. 

complicnteU mo\'t:mPnt, Monsieur Proudhon &UJlptlea the. 
lt:i bY Leontiev was published in Ru~sian by the Academy cvncuating motion of his own head. (Marx-Engels Correa• 
of Sciences cf the USSR in 19·16, one year after the ar- pondencc, p. lG.) " 

Soviet l'ililo•oploy and Soviet Reality 
pearance of Lcontiev's pamphlet, Mar:•(s Capital, and three 
ye::~rs after the puhlic:Jtion of "Some Questions of Teach- 4. 
ing Political Economy." But th\! sequence did not reach The destruction of the warp and woof or historicnf 

m:tterialism was made- necessary by the very depth of the" 
So\'iel crisis. At the very time of Zhdanov's app~arar.ce' 
among the learned philosophers, there was pub!ishe<V in-. 
the Soviet Union a new book by the Chairman of' the 
St:lle Planning Commission, Vozncsscnsky, entitled· 

,. 
' ~-; 

its culminating point until the re\'ision h;Ld been extended 
to the_ philosophy of M<Jrxism its~lf. On.::e the Stalinist 
bure;tucracy laid its brutal hands on Capital, it r,f ncces· 
shy had tp intensify its falsifications of dialectical ma­
terialism itself. 

If a "revision'' u( Marxist ;maly:o:is (lf the Jaw of \'aiuc · 
was made imperative by the fun.:tionin:.; of the Soviet 
."~ialist" . ecoriomy, the arbitrarill\!SS of bureauCratic 

~~.. planning demanded as imperatively the discowry of a 
"'-··. · "rie''' dialcct~:al Jaw." There wa.,;. no way out of the 
~:~. j[npassc_ el\ccpt throush the cndowmcnt of ;.criticism and 
t>J· self-criticism" ·with supernatural pClwers. · This was the 
;':.~_; . com~-.el_ling icason why the Sl•.:rttary of the Central Com-
(·. :· milt~e dannCd the m:mlle nf philosopher. :md no Soviet 
~:. · philosOpher 'missed' the :;ignifk"omc\! tlf Zhdanov's ;.ppcar-
·~·· .;....,.cat their conference in june 19-li. 
" . . ~::>~.:\:•·. ::·: ·--~ . 

f.~ ..... ·3;· ·. ••A.-- Ne.w' Dialectical L<llrl" 
fr·." ~- · · . Zlidaria\' spoke· with the authorit\' of tlu: l'ollmro when 
t"~r.: .he. assigncd d1c "philowphk worker;". their new tn!ik."This 
~~ ·,,;ms_istcd in.asking them tu.find nothing ll•ss mir:H·ulous 
Pk .:. '- t!!a~· i,'a .n~~· diulcctic:LI l:n\','.' o~e tlmt ~Y:1s ''frcc .or nnt:l· 
~...- . gomsms. '. I he key pa~~;~,;e Ill Zh..tanm· s spccch IS worth 
~;; · .- tJUO_ting in, .fUll: ' 

f.i~.' In -uur Soviet soclc.ty whCL\! nnlugoni11llr chuc:~ hn,·c 

;.. ~=~:~~J~:~~~~~diJ1~LC :::~~~~~C~~l\\~~~~ 1th~h:~tlj:,~~l'thl~ tl~~~ 
, hljrher, tBkes pluce, not Jn the !ol'm of a sh·ugglc. or unla· 

• :' gonlstle classes ancl Cataclysms, ns it docs under cupltulism, 
but. Jn the frmn of critlclent and sclf·crltlclllm, which is tho 

." genuine motive fol'CC o! our de\•clopmcnt, the power!ul 
1 • .' Instrument in the hn~ds of tlLC purl)'. Thil~ Is without 
(~'.· .,doubt n new !orm of mo\'cmcnt, n new t)'PI!' uf de\'dripmcnt, 

~ 
u new dlalectlcnl lnw. (Pullli11hcd in RusRinn In Que11tlcns 

.~. · of PhUosophy, No. l, 194ii nlso In &1t~ht!Yik, No. HI, Aug. &/ · 301 1D4i. Englil;h ~rnnslntlon 18 11\'ttllublc In the Ap1·1l 
'!;'i~ 1948 Jaauo o! (»o1JUca1 Affairs.) · 

t~{ ·: '\Vith the demnnd for a theory of value 11\ilt was nut at 
(~~:. the same time a th1.·ory of surplus valuc, the Swlinists tried 
:-·· · to·Uivcst the labor tilcory of v;1luc uf its cl:~ss content. 

~·,:. · With. tJw ,li•m:md for a new di:llec."ticnl law fn.'t! of con~ 
t:,;.·_.~ ·. _tru,tiCtiuns, they !l-eek to make, not the masses, but the 

~·totsalitarian bureaucracy ("the critics"), the dri\'ing force 
_ _, .. _..,.history. IUeulism h.ts 1hus hecn •• mthr!Jned in the I<\ rem· 

~
~ 1.i.l. • l~n; und scicntiric socinlitm relluce~l to the pclly-bourgcois 

·'·, 1• socialism or a Praudhon. Perhnps the best way to describe 
.; the ~~ulaar thinkinr. uf the Stalinist bureaucracy hi to 

?5~;.- ', ~;\ 
JJ .. x~: ...IJ" 

~·.;z~.~~~~";~::g;=, 
U~:_·}~ .. :E'.,' , .. -· --· ,., ., .•; · .. ; ., 

War h'c01wmy b/ the U."i.\'R d11ri1Jg lbe Period of 
P.1triotic Jl!ar. · 

This work -is not. merely a de!icription of the 
w;Lr economy, but it is the legal code promulgated "'' "'"'"·'·'<" 
Stalinist bureaucracy fur"·li1e de\'elopmCin of' 

war ~~conomy. It i:. at the snmc time an ~:~r:~~;~~~~~~~~~[~~ -:-i01~ ti1:1l the burt:nucr:acy has faiiC'd to raise 
ity of lnbur.to the h:v~InCcdcd "to cat.:h up 
i~m. let ;Lione achieve the transition ..to ' 

The burc:1ucracy is attemPting to .resolve. file 

.:ontradktitms of the Soviet econority i::~it~:·~-;u~1s::u~•~:lj~J::~~~t~~ · through-huro•a.ua;•lic ~lifling of _m;L~5-, 
is a doublc-Cdgcd sword. lt' is true 
uow )in.:c the Ru)sian woi'kcrs haw 
thli Plan. But while this has increast;d, 
.stranglehold of the· worker, it. has · 
bureaucracy of' any t'f the pracrical 
workers a1 the pcinl of pi-o'duction. The 
executed without the benefit of the otd 
Cornmbsion, <~bollshed in 19-tO, but _in 

·previous limits oi al'bitrarine~s have br.!en 
top Planning Commission set~ up the 
hn\'t.' nothing 'to do but follow orders. 
l!h·orc:e between the masses ·ani.l Sto\Jinist 
by this st<~gt~ of burc:Lucr:ltic: planning 
.:mnplcte loss of objectivity_ for the pln.nncr~, 
Sm•iel economy kccps )taggering from on.e 

other. At the same time purg~s continue iinn~i~~~:'{;,:Ji:~;;~~:~~~b, 
ec:onomk. political, philosophic, literary, sc 
S,ogic ;md artistic. 

The cyde of falsificntion begun in 19·~3 
its culmimuing point. ,\-\arx used· to say of ;~:~~~;~~)~~ 
political economy: for it therq. u•aJ history, but-~· 
no history any longer. Of thc"Sovict bureaucracy 
be said: for il therc o11ce was re\·olutio11, but now 
only "cricitism and sclf.criiicism.'" Thb 
sl'if-cdticism tllilnife:-ot thl•msclvC!i' :LS 
:md still m1)re purges. In Jhis sense. 
ing of the Stalinist· bureaucracy hils be_en 
Trotsky once cotlled "the empiricism. of 

&plember 1948. 


