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Contribution ®o our Discussion from JRCL-NC, ZENSHIN

THE PRESENT SITUATION OF THE CLASS STRUGGLE IN JAPAN

Since the voncluslon of the Japan-Korvea Treaty las¢ December, the aggres-
sion of Japanese imperislism has reached a new stage both at home and over-
seas, in launching outer expansion and strengthening political resction,

' Planned reamendment of the Japan-U.S5,A. Mutual Security Treaty in 1970 will
inevitably occupy the essential position for future development of the class
struggle in Japan, and the Japanese working clasg will undergo a serjous trial
at that time,: .

Japancse imperialism, defeated in World War II, experienced & grave crisis,
faced as it was with a tremendous upheaval of workers?! struggles in the midst
of a political and economic catastrophe. .It had lost its colonial territory
completely and its imperialist army had been disbanded.

The elements that helped Japanese capitalism survive were: I:he i S. army
of occupation-and U.5. economic assistance. and the Japanege Comminist Party.
which defined the'U.S, troops as'a liberation army .and, because .they were in.
the leadership of the workers' movement at that time, were sble to suppress
the resxstance oE the Japaneae people .. . . .

I 1

The facts are, however, not peculiar, '.o Japan. They are. in fact.wa-'-:r
Japanese edition of theé Staliniet poiicy that divided the..! post-wnr world
between the world imperialists headed by U.S. capitalism and the.r -
Stalinists represented by the U.5.5.R, ruling class. Thilg occurred at the
Yalta talks. ) . v e B

. T
The U.S.A.-U.J.S.R. coalltlon turned into the cold war through the divlaion
of Germany, and was final.ly broken by the Chinese Revolut:lon and the Korean War. .
All these facts gave the American 1mper1alists an impel:us for aecur!ng
domination over the Faxr "ast. ] . . -
J’apanese it’apeﬂ.al.iam ‘was thus’ given ‘the necessary conditions for a .
revival, U.S. imperialism now expected Japanese imperiallsm to undertake the
task of being the anti~revelutionary stronghold in Aslas _l-loaeye;', the. Japanese
ruling clags still needed U.S5. aasistance, After the defeat of the workers' - -,
struggle in 1947-49, Japanese imperialism was sble to reawtablish Itself. through: ,
the Dodge Line (reduced and balancad budgetin) and by the speclal procurements
boom caused by the Korean War.

Thus -the post war development of Japaneneimper!alism, from t.he period of
U.5. occupation till the concluslon of the San Francisco Peace Treaty and the
U.5.A,= Japen Mutual Security Treaty of 1952, was possibie only in-the .
contempérary world in which the ruling classes of the U.S.A. .2nd the-U.5.5.R.
shared domlnation over the people of the whole world. :

The U. S.A.- Japan Mutus! Security Treaty wea simed at re-establishing
Japanese imperlalism as the strongest reactjonary partner ot U.S, jmperiatism
in the Aglan world, It is an anti-revoluticnary conlition of the U.S. .and
Japanese ruling classes,
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. Thiz traaty has gi¥eh the Japanege ruling class enough military, pelitical
! and economic aid to confront civil disorder, It has exempted Japanese capitalism
framconl:rlbuclns to the military expenditures in the budge: and has allowed
.7tit to aceumulate capital.very vapidly,
:;,-, The aim of the Japqgg;e ruling class.in amending the US=Japan Mutual
—-rSe"ur{ey Treaty in 1960 waa to raise its position in U.S.~Jspan relations
- as weIl as in Asion relaticns., It wag the result of the development of Jopanese
cap!talism which had suceded in restoring a financial monopely syatem @
L strongexy than that of the-gre-war perjod, And it had equipped itaself with
"Self-Defense-’l‘rcnps" (that is, an unpfficial, uvnauthorired army,)

Today, the U.S5.=Japan Treaty is functioning az "the alllisnce of robbers”
which allows the U.S. and Japanese imperislists to rely on each other in
realizing thelr aggressive policy in the Fsr Eaat, It i3 accelerated by
the following elementst

First, tha escaletion of U.5. imperialist aggression in Vietnem, American
imperialism, challenged by the development of both the EEC (Europecn Economic
Community} countries and Japan and afraid of lesing its domnating power
over the politics and economy of the world, is ot present putting its full
power Snl:o the Vietnamese war to secure U.S: control over Asia, -

U.S, aggression in Vietmm would not be possible without the support of
Japanese lmperlalism. The Japanese ruling class is in fact & most desirable
co-thinker and co-operator of the U.S. government 'in cerrying ot a rmc:iunary
policy agalnst the Asian people. The U.S.=Japen Treatyis nothing but a
legislative pretense for iz, _

Second, Japanese impsrialism has begun expansion through the conclusion
of the Japane-Korea Trgaty. Japsnese capitalism bas been undergoing depression.
This has Gean caused by ouer production in the course of rapid developmant ‘
since 1955, Now the outbresk of the inner conflict in the Japanese cconomy
cannot bte avoided without establishing its own econcmic Territory overseas
through exporting surplus espital, The Japansse ruling class feels it is
imperative for them to build up thelr own military power in order te défend ’
their interests slready gained and now being developed &n South Korea, Ine
donesia and other Asian countries, At the same time, they fesl themeelves:
closely tied to U.S. imperialism and its destiny <= that is, that retrest
and decllne .of U,5, impartslist power in the world will 1nw!nb1y be & ter-
rlble blov to Japanele impazrial iam,

The eacnlatlon of the sgaresesive war in Vietnam, as well as Chinese nuclear
srmement, both of which are carried out beyond the expectaticn or anticipa-
tion of t.hu Japarese ruling class, exercigse a grave influence cver it.

These factora make the Japanese ruling clags realize its reactionary role
in Asia ant force it to preparg for ths re-establishment of an imperilalist
army and to styengthen their Tuling system at homee

Thus far. ve have annlyzed the background of the imperuliat .wreaa!on

of the Japanese bourgeoicie, which took a new direction after the conclusion
of the Japan-Korea Treaty,. .

3733




-

The current policy of the Sato government against the Jepanese people
may be summarized as follows: . . . . : ) G, . ’

1) tofre!nﬁorce the competitive power of Jzpanese cepital through ra--
tionalizstion and the end of wage increases at home,.and to establish a.
powerful influence over the other Asian countries both economically and polie
tically, e.g. South East Asian Conference of Economic Development.

2) to develop the current Japan-U.S.A., Mutual Security Tresty into a
Japen-U.5.A. Nuclear Treaty in order to give 2id to the U.5, for the Vietnamese
War and to cope with Che Chinese nuclear armament, and, at the sume time to
establish their own military power strong enough to carry out limited war as

a military ally of the U;S, army through g Third Defense Plan and Secret Strae
tegic Plan in Asie, . T

3) to launch a complete reform of the post-war system of political con=. -
struction, which allowed the Japanese people e certain degree of democratic -
rights, and to amend the .Constitution (incliding smection 9, the Peace Article),
the election gystem, and the penalty code In order to establish atate-power - -
on an overvhelming scale.. .. . S o s

4) to embrace tﬁé.ﬁd;olugy of .mperialism and chsuvinistic naticnal unity -

in order to persuade the people to accept future imperlalist wars sbroad and
a suppressive regime atfhnmg, . ‘ . . .

The planned re-amendment of the Japan-U.5.A. Mutual Security Treaty in
1970 will be the culmination of theggression of Japanese imperlallsm, mene-
tioned above. The present Sate government is determined to carry.out these
plans until 1970 despite all the opposition of the Jepanese people, . ., .

The response of the present leadership of the workers' movement, the . .
Socialist and Communist ‘Parties, to such a situation has detariorated badly,
It seems that the more gritical the situation becomes, the less militant they
are, . . oL . . )

The main concern of the Soclalist Party is to asttain a majority in the
parliament -and to form a 'socialist’ cabinet, For this reason, it 1 crying -
to make its policy more 'realistic' (e.g., to transform the existing Selfe
Defense Troops into some kind of Feace Corps) and has bacone more .and more
tied to the present socisl system, The JSP dees not recognize the reactionary
intentions of the Sato govérmment and Japan’s development toward imperislism, ,

On the other hand, the Japaneée Communist Party is alsc rapidly turning: -~
reformistic, The JCP has a platform of ' independent, pzaceful, demogratic, “.
neutral Japan; selfw-dependent development of the Japanese economy'. . Needless
to may, it 1s based on a two-gtep strategy and parliamentarianism, and 15 -
nothing but a reformist idea to find some solution to the fundamentsl. problems

of Japan without overthrowing Japanese capitalism,

In spite of i&s emphasis on the aHti—D.S.A. strugglé; aucﬁ'a pblicy a3
the JCP's can never bring about the everthrown of .5, imperialism, either,
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The reformistic essence of the JCP platform has been exposed in the
course of the intensificetion of imperialiatic aggression. When the JCP
opposed the general strike of April 17, 1964, the excuse was "to retaln the
power of the Party and the--people for the ' 1970% revolution,” 1In May of

~~this year, however, it weg-ieported that a central committee member of the JCP
" eriticised their former policy, saying that they now must expand the Party and
prepare for the coming election, since the revolutionary situatlon ig not
coming. Some articles of the JCP publication have begun to rafer sven to the
strategy of “Peaceful Transitlon into Socialism', which had been repeatedly
attacked as the reformist view of Khrushchev and hia followers.

Recently, the JCP profeased a "melf-dependent” lina instead of 4ts former
subordination to the Chinese CP's line, as » result of the intensificiation of
the Russian-Cliinese conflict and the outburst of inner confiiet in the Chinege
Stalinist regime,

- The "self~dependent” line of the JCP never means creative development of
the movement in Japan, On the contrary, it is a very "pragmatic® response to
the international crisis of Steliniam, designed to meintain tha position of
the party bureaucrats within dnd outside the JCP, Now there remelns very little
to distinguish the JCP from the JSP, at least in its policicsl line, since the
essence of the CF line is reformist even though expresscd by the "“left wing”
Jargon. Actually, coalition with the SP s now serlously being discussed in
the CP. Moreover, tha recent Peace Conference in Hiroshima, sponsored by the
CP, excluded the pro-China foreign delegatea in order to accept the repre-
sentatives of the World Democratic Youth, which is controlled by the CP of the
USSR,

The recent situvation of the Japanese opposition forces may be summarizeﬂ
as follows:
] The Demperatic Sociali{sc Party {right-uing social demscrats) appruaches
the government party, the Liberal Democratic Party,

The Sohyo (Geoneral Council of Japen Trade Unlons) turns towsrds the
Trade union League (directed by the right-wing social democrais).

The JSP leses 1ts milivsncy as left-wing social demccrats.

With such a general trend toward the right=-wing, the SP«CP alliance
would play a very resctionary role.

The alternative has now become very clesr: opposicion to Japaneue tmperi-
" alism, or surrender to it.

Every aggresslon of the Japanesa government sgainst ths people is not
accidental, but shows the needs of a revived Japanage imperialism, - One who
cannot gee the roota of the current policy of the Japonese ruling claas will
inevitably be beaten violently by the intensified attack.

Now that the entlire astablished leadership of the workers® movement is
impotent to carry out the struggle against Imperialist aggression, we, the
revolutionary left.wing, must assume the very heavy task of making real the
workers' own atruggle.

The following two polnfn should be taken into ronsiderationt
The SP ac well as the CP has stoppsd veferring to the coming struggle in
1970 against the ro-amendment of the Japan-U.5. Mutual Security Treaty, Now
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the year 1970 only meens, for them, general elections which might, in their
optimiatic expectation, bring forth ' socialise! governmant,

If we let things go in the SP and CP direction, the struggles
of 1970 would not be a revivsl of the heroic struggle of 1960, On the con-
trary, the more the SP-CP coalition procedes, the more severe will the sup-
pression by the state power be, = The ruling class is now earnestly preparing
for such a thing.

It is the urgent task for the revolut ionary left-wing to present s clear
pelicy for the 1970 struggle -- a policy of oppasition to the re-agmendment of
the Japan-U.S.A. Mutual Securlty Treaty, and of appeal to the workers and
Japanese people to prepars for the struggle,

Second, 1t follows from this point that it Is necessary to draw lessons-
from the 1960 struggle against the first amendment of the Japan-U,5.A. Mutual
Security Treaty ln order to revive the power of the workers and students which
was then vigorously exerted, . .

- In fact, it was the struggle of the revolutionary left-wing that brought
forth the struggle of 1960 on a scele that. had never teen seen in the higtory
of the Japanese class struggle, end which saw the development of militant
mass power by the workers and students. '

.In the development of the: 1960 struggle, a harsh battle sgainst the CP .
and 5P was carried out in order to realize the mass milltant action of the
workers and students. Without such a struggle, initiated by the revolutionary
left-wing, the 1960 struggle would have taken quite a different form. The
struggle was based on the firm belief that the victory of the Jspandse workers
is imposgible without criticising and cvercoming the SP snd CP.

For the first time In the history of the Japanese class struggle, tre-
mendous mass action, completely independ2nt of the CP and SP, was undertaken .
by ZENGAKUREN, through the leadership of the revolutionary left-wing., We were
not afrald of being accused and attacked by the traditional left-wingers,

In preparing for the 1970 atruggle, we have the advantage of the experi-
ences since the 1960 struggle == .the struggle for the workers! own revolu.
tionary party against imperialism and Stalinism, instesd of the JCP snd the
J5P.  Our present abilities, however, ore quite insufficient for the tagk
we face now. : : .o

We must point out that ever among the militant left wingers who conperate .
with us, there are some groups that undermine the importance of building up
an independent party of workers, and hesitate to criticise the CP and SP,
which are gompromising with Japanese imperialiasm, It is therefore urgent for
us to strengthen theoretical diascussion among the militant left wing to overcome

this tendency in the course of the atruggle,

The years from now to 1970 will put us -- the revolutionary left-wing -
to a severe test.

== JRCL-NC
ZENSHIN
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Contribution to our Discussion from the JRCL-NC, ZENSHIN

THE VIETNAM WAR AMD THE WORLD TORAY
1

The U.S. agsression in Vietnam has entered ‘a new and decisive
stage by the bombardment of Hanol. The battle is sti]] golng to be
developed by U.S5. imperislism. Complete destructiocn of the industyisl
area in North Vietnam, demolition of dams, landing (of troops) in
North Vietnam, and the blockade of Helphong harbor are planned,

Russian as well as Chinese Stalinists, on the other hend, have
been deeponing their degenerastion. In Japan, the anti-war struggle
hes almost been abandoned due to the actlons of the Japsnese Socialist
Party and the Japanese Communist Party,

in this situatjon some groups, even among the militant left
wing in Japan, oppose open.ci:hicism of the existing leadership.
They are not ashamed of thelr inactivity during the struggle against
, the anchoring of U.S. nuclear submarines in Japan last June or
against the Hano! bombings. .

Here we have to clarify some point of the anti-Vietnam War struggle
. in order to overcome the difficult situation before us. . - :
: 1L ' . T
The aggressive war in Vietnam is an inevitahle outburst of the
Inner contradiction of world imperialism long developed 1n the poat- -
war system of world deminatjon. The present crisis of liperialism
1s clearly expressed in the Vietnamese war., And the war ig being
" accelerated by -the imporialist world system.

The contradiction of the post-wvar system of world domination
by imperialism has 1ts root in the relations that ‘gave birth ro
the post-war system, - : ' -

The resfioration of world imperialism after World War LT was the
result of the defeat of international proletarian revolution. This
wag due to the Stalinist suppression of the workers' uprising, especially
In seversal capitalist countries such as France, Italy, Japan, etc,
The world Imperialist system which survived had no country cther
than the USA to  rely upon in develop ihg ithe policy of world domination,
Thus the U.S. ruling class set itself in the central position of the
imperialist regime. It was a semi-colonial system and the U.S. began
to reign over the world as a 'despotic' dominator, Such an imperial-
ist system is essentially unstable and requires a political-military
system of suopression as part of its policy. Continuous tension between
the Stalinist regime and the imperialist regime was, in fact, an :
indispensable element in maintsining the post-war system of world domination,

The problém is that the maintenmae cf world domination in political
economic and military fields, in opposition to the Stalinist regime,
was destined to put heavy pressure on U.S. capitalism. In this
manner serlous contradictions accumulated with the aystem,

The contradictions burst out first in the wask point of U.S.
dominationa-the underdevaloped and semi-colonial countriea, '
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The.colonial system In its classical form cauld not survive
in the post~war world. The defeat of the proletariat or capitalist
countries and the restoration of imperialism prevented the complete
destruction of the colonial system itself. A new method of domlnatiug
underdeveloped and semi-colonial countries (so~called nec-colounialism)
w2g established. The U.S was its main bearer, with France and Britain
its subordinate force. .-

The U.S. domination which developed ocver the Agian, African and
Latin American countries had a very peculiar character. It lacked
the usual relationghip between the imperialist end colonial countries
that marked the pre~war classical system of dominstion, Its character
i#fmainlylmilitary, especially in the Asian countries. In South Vietnam,.
South Korea and Formosa, which are the unhsppy productsof the division
of one nation between the imperaligt and Stalinist powers, the

. contradictlon of the world. demination system wag culminated.

Crisls'burst'out in South Korea and South Vietnam.. The aggressive
war In Vietnam is-therefore very elosaly connected with mafntaﬁnlgg
the postwwar ‘system of dominatdag the #emi-colonjal covntries,

On the otheyr hand, ltonically enough, the more the economy of
the copitalist countries develops,supported by the owarwelaing pover
cof U.5, imperialism, the more the American supexiority is lost, and
the more the contradictions are accumilated wichin,the,uﬂs..economy.

Miraculously high.developmgnt of the EEC and Japonese sconcmy
can be contrasted to the stagnation of American capitalism, This
. has resulted in a U,S, retreat in competition for the worid market,

Added to this is the fact that the tremendous expansion of the
military expenditures, which the U.5. economy undertook as world )
dominator for. the rest of the capitalist countries in order to majntain
the'exlsting system, has exerciged enormous F ~ 77 ve upon the U,S, - S
economy, : - . : ‘

It is dramatically exposed In the go-callad. crisis of the dollar,
the eggravation of the international balance of the UeSs finance in
recent years. Moreover, the doliar erisis wan accelerated by the
outflow of American surplus capital into other capitalist countries
vhich were superior to the U.5. in thelr rate of growth. The only
fsolution® to the present crisis of the American ecoromy is to regain
overwelming superiority in the ‘level of production power by giving
& ftimulus to economic development, The Kennedy-Johnaon administyatisn
tried to respond to such a demand of the American econofry through an
'expanaion! policy instead of 'the ‘stabilizing' policy of tha Eissnhéwer
ers. This.pelicy of  Kennedy-Johfison brought forth go=called .

prolonged progperity & ¢t the eycle of the U.S, economy. which was
going into the veriod of installment investment for the second time
in the post=war development;,

But the prosperity was accompanied with the devalopmént of a serious
contradiction, In the first place, the economic development at home
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gave no solution to the impravement in the balance of internartional
payments. This, in spite of tne fact that the ewtflow of capltal
was prevented to a certsin dogree by the expanded innze mavikst for
surplus capital. Frosperity, prolonged through several artifielnl
measures had caused a tremendeus growth in impoit and this counter-
balanced the expanded inner market for surplus capital, Secendly,
as the boom of installment investment was ceming to an end, the
U.5. administration became dependent on the inflationary palicy.

The important thing is that the expenditure for She Vietnemese
War has come to occupy the graster part of U.5., finances yeur by
year, and has become altost indispenssble for the maintensnce of the
American economy, ’

Thus the economy of the U.S. has gotten into & kind of vicious
circles, In order to avoid a big recession {this would inevitably lead
to a social erisis) it is bound to continue the inflationary policy
and the Vietnsmese Wer. On the other hand, the inflationary policy
and the Vietnamese war cause a tremendious axpansion of imports snd
endanger the balance of intzrnational payments, ~4 drestic change
in the international paymen:s gives a blow to the American as well
as the world economy. . ;

More important, is that in the EEC countries,snd especially In
Japan, the post-war prosperity is coming to & standstil)l and fg-
threatened by crisis. The Japanése economy is on the brink of
bankruptey, scarcely helped by deficit~covering bonds and American
prosperity, :

Thus the contradiction of the post var system of imperlalise
world domination is concentratéd within the U.5. economy and the
Vietnamese War 1s its inevitable product. Moreover, the Vietnsmege
War is now acceleracing the contradiction,

" In a word, the destiny of the U.S. and 6f world imperfalism has
become clogely connected with the war in Vietnam, and the wer has
occupied the maln position in the political, military and econcmic
moves of today's world,

. 1Y

We have already mentioned the Japanese commitwent tn the
Vietnamese War. Here we summarize it

" First, the general basis of the Janan-USA coelition is that the
post-war imperislism of Japan has been unable to develop itgelf
except through an alliance with the U.S.A. ’

Second, maintenadgeof not only American but algoe other world
imperialism and the domination over the underdoveloped and semi-
colonial countries depends upon what cccurs in the Vietnam War.
This is also the case with Japanese imperlalism,

Third, stabilization of the Asian situation by U.5. power
is a necessary condii’on for Japanese impertalism to form its own
Asian economic base. It is through formation of this base that
Japan can cope with the European capitalisz: powers in the world market,
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Thus the commitment of the Japanese ruling class to che war in

Vietnem.is to defend the interest of Japanese 3mperialism.
s ek I_‘!;- . X o . o, A \

Fourth, the Japanese ruling class is intending to meke the Japanese
people accustomed to imperialist war through the opportunity presented
by the'Vietnemese War. The réason for the government's willing ecceptance .
o¥ U.5. nuelear submarines i{n Japanese harborz lies here. Througn
strengthening military cooperation with U.S, power the Japenese ruling
class {s trylng to reinforce Japanese imperialist military power.

For American imperialism, Jepanese cooperation in the Vietnamese
War not only means military assistance,-but also the.political importance
of gathering As4 an reactlonaries around U.S. policy. -

D aer L iy - , o -

Thus, far we_ have analyzed the imperialist chamcter of the war
in Viernam, -For totdl elarification of the imperialist aggression
in Vietnam, we.héve fo: refer to the Stalinist role. e

. . P L T LT e ' N .

The criminal. role of the world Stalinists, an alienated form of .
the international -Communi st movement, has.been shown in the- S
torture and massacre of the Vietnamese people by U.5. imperialism
in spite of the so-called *socialist’ superiority im the worid .-
situation, . T e e e

In t@é}iifsﬁ place, it should be noted that the go-~called. 'socialist?
camp Has gone into-gerious crisis of disruption and confudisn : through .
the outburst of the inner contradiction of Stalinism itself. The
ruling classés in the Stalinist countries have beon thorouly cccupted
in a bureaucratic attempt. to overcome. the crises of .their reapective -
countries (4t is, of course, an inevitablie product of the ‘ecnstruction .-
‘of socialism in orie single country’), They can not even prevent the
imperialist apggression. . . L T S

The imperialists are taking full sdvantage of this §itustion.
More than that., - - :

Through escalating sggreaaion.deaper and deeper into North Vietnam
they are trying to include so~called 'soclalist? countries as targets
. of aggression, . .

If the imperiallst sggression in North Vietnam is not de=-
feated by the people of the worid,then the U.5. invaSlon might suceeed
in its contention thet it stopped the "sggresaion From the Northe,

The imperialist knows this very well, The Stalinists now allow
the imperfalist invasion intg a part of their *camps' and leave the
people living there to be wounded end killed. Thus they are helping
the lmperialist conceal the true character of the agaressive war,

The next ‘thing to be pginted out is that the Stalinist policy in
world politics has bevome mare and more anti-proletarion during the
couree of the Vietnuawene War, Tt is well known that Mogeow and Washington
aie comeered by a *thotline! gnd that the U.5.5.R. government i{s on
its way to a coalition with U.S. imperial ism,
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On the other hand, the Chinese govermment declared, in the midst
of the Hanoi bombing; that the cppressed natlons should fight sgainst
imperialism by themselves. It clearly shows thst the Chinese Stalinigts
are golng to let the imperislist attack the Vietnemess psople in isolation.
They try to justify this by enploying the words of Map Tgeatung, and
by epplying the policy of salf~depandence.

. The Chinese line ﬁak nothing to do with the fundamental principle of
the internstjonsl struggle of workers against wax and colonielism,

The Chim:c‘hunla'uctnt:a know only military counter-sttack against
imperialist eggression fnstead of paopiea’ ovn mass action.

_Here lies the anti-proletarian essence of the Chineae line.

It ahould be noted very serioucly that the U.S. sgpressive war
in Vietnam $s expsnding more snd more,helped by the Stalinist batrayal,
into a colonial war, And at the same time 1t ia beconing a war against
the Stalinist countries themselves. The point 1s, escalstion of the
war dogsn't sutomatically lead to the growth of the patlewar movement,

In the aggravation of the situation, a clearer atandpoint and-
attitude is vequired than ever toward both imperisilsm and Stalinism.
Any other position than that of anti-Stalinism and anti=imperialism
would be broken and destroyed in the midst of the conflict between

imperialism and Stalinism,

Shameless surrender of the Communist Farty and the Socialist
Party to the imperialist aggression in Japan has its root in ‘this
point, : ‘ : .

Let's f£ight for the lnternutlonai antl~war mvaménf:, baaing
curselves cn the struggie of rank and fils workers. '

JRCL=NC
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MARX'S HUMANISM TODAY

by Raya Dunayevskaya

It wag during the decade of the First International (1864-~74)
--a8 decade that saw both the Ciyil War In America and the Paris
Commune~=that Marx regtructured the many drafts of Capital and
published the first two editions of Volume I.

Capital sets forth a new concept of theory, a new dialectical
relationship between theory and practice, and a shift of emphasis
from the idea of history as the history of theory to the idea of .
history &s the history of production ™It signifies Mayx®s “return"
to his own philosophic humanism after more than a decsde of cone
centration on economles ard empirlc studies of the cless struggles
of his day, Not surpricingly, this return ig on a more concrete .
level, which, rather than diminishing Marx's org!nal humanist concepts,
deepens them, This is obvious in the section "The Working Day,"
which Marx first decided to wrice in 1866 under the impast of the
mess movement for the shottening of the working dey following the
conclusion of the Civil War in the Ugited Statea,” It is obvious
in the orginal categories he created for his economic anaiysis and
the creative practice of the Hegelian ‘dislectic, - Humanism gives
Marx's magnum opus its force and direction. Yet most Western .
scholars of Marxism'aré content either to leave the felhnionshig
between the now-famo@q'Economlc-Philosoghic Manuseripts of 1844
and Capltal implicit, ©r te make the continuityexplicit 0“59
‘insofar as the ethicsl foundations of Marxiam sre concerned, This,
it seems to me, leaves the door wide opan for those who wish to
transform Marx's humap{sm{ both as philosophy and as historic fact,
into an abstraet which would cover up concrete econpmic expleitation,
actual lack of political freedom, and the need to aboligh the conditions
preventing "realization" of Marx's philosophy, 1.e., the reunification
of mental and msnual abilities in the individual himself, the "all-
rounded” individual who is the body and soul of Marx's humanism,

The 1844 Manuscripts didn't just "pave the way" for "pelentific
sociglism.” Humanisw wasn't just a stage Marx “passed through” :
on his voyage of discovery to "sclentific economics"” or "real revolutionary
politics.® Humanist Fhilosophy is the very foundation of the integral
unity of Marxi8% theory, which cannot be fragmented into "economics,®
"politics," "gocviology," much less fdentifiad with the Stalinist mono-
lithiccreation, held onto so firmly by both Khrushchev and Mao
Tse=tung,

Of all the editions of Capital, from its £irst publication in
1867 until the last betore Marx died in 1883, the French edition
(1872-75) alone contalned the changes that hud, es Marx put it in
the Afterword, "scientific value indepandent of the origlnql," The 4
Tevolutionary action of the Parisian masses in"storming the heavens"
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and taking destiny Into thelr own hands clarified for Marx the two
most fundamental theoretical problems: the accumulation of cepital,
and the fetishlsm of commodities. Just as his enalysis of the
struggles to shorten the working day became pivotal to the structure
of Capital, so these additions became erucial for its spirit, f.e.,
for the future inkerent in the present, The changes were of two kinds,
One was tantamount to a prediction of what we today call state
capitalism--the ultimate development of the law of concentration and
centralization of capital "in the hapds of one single capitallst,

or those of one single corporation."” The second was the 1llimination
of the fetishism of commodities igherent in the value-form as
emanzting from "the form itself."” Marx concluded thet only freely
associata labor can abrogste the law of value; only “freely associoted
men”’ can strip the fetishism From commodities,

At this moment in history, when established state powerg claim
“to practice" ¢r to base themselves on Marxism, it {3 essencial to
Te-establish what Marx himself meant by practice. It was freedom,
The notion of freedom,alvays Marx's point of departure and of raturn,
i3 coneretized through a most painstaking and originsl analysis
of the"inexorable 1aws" of capitalist. developnent. This discloses
how the proletariat, as "substance” (or mere obiect of an exploitativa
society) becomes "subject,”" .i.e., revolts asgaingt the conditions of
alienated labor, thereby - achieving "the negation of the negation,"
or self-emanCipation., In a word, Capital is the culmination of the
twenty-five years of labor that .began when Marx, in 1843, first broke
with bourgeois soctety and melded what he considered its highast
achievements in thought--English pelitical econamy, French revolutionary
doctrine, Hegelian philosophy-<into a theory of ‘1iberation, a new
philosophy of human activity which he callad "a thorcughgeing Naturalism
or Humanism.™ .

The Hungarian Revolution.of 1956 transformed Marx‘s humanism
from en academic debate to a question of 1ife and death, Interest

in it intensified the following year when the "Hundrad Flowers"
blossomed briefly in Chipa before the totalitarian state caused
‘them to wither abruptiy.® From 1958 to 1961 the African revolutions
gave proof of a new,third world whoge underlying philosophy, again,

was humanism,

The Cold War and McCarthyism helped keep the United States isolated
from the West European redigeovery of Mari's 1844 Humenist Essays
in the mi{d-194s5s and early 19%0s. Now, however, Americans have an
opportunity to make up in comprehensivenesc of discussion what was
lost in the belated start.l0 The Freedom Ncw movement of the Negroes,
on the one hand, and, on the other hand, the 1962 misslle crisis over
Cuba, which made real the nuctear threet, have helped :~kindle the
debate, In his cwn way, the ccholar too mist givapple w'th the inner
identity of the Marxian econore, politieal, soeiologinai, sclantific
and phllogophic categories. It was the late, non-~Marx’ ct,anti-Hegalian
econcmist, Jogeph Schumpeter,wha pinpointed Marx's genin:s as “the
idea of theory," the transfermation of "historie narrative into
historic raisonnd,"”
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Elsewhere12 I have made a detailed analysis of all four veolumes
if Capitel and their relationship to the 1844 Manuseripts, Here space
considerations limit me to the two ‘basic theories-<the Marxian analysis
of value and the fetishism of commoditieg-~which are, in veality,
the single, decisive, unified theory of alienacion, or historical
materialism, dialectically understood,

Marx's discovery that "ir. 1s not the conscicusness of men that
determines their existence, but, on the co?trary, their social exig=
terce that determines their conscioueness™ 3 was no departure
from either his oun theory of alienated labor or the theory of
alienation as the central core of the Hegelian dialectic. But Marx's
precise analysis of the ectual labor process under copitalism is
moreé concrete, alive, shattering--and, of course, revoluticnary--
than any gstage of allenation in Hegel's Phenomenolozy of Mind.

In true Hegelian fashion Marx focuses on creativity, but, unlike
Hegel, he bases it on the actual process of production. There, fac-
ing not just an idea but a human being who has ideas, Marx derslopg
his earlier concept of the worker's'quest for universelity,”

The "new passions and new forces" he now sees ars born not only to
overthrow the old order, but to construct a aew one, "a soclety in
shich the full and free, development of every individual 1s the
ruling principla,” o - . .

- So organically related are the ecngmic, political, and philosophic
concepts in Capital that when, in 1943,  the Russian theoreticians
first openly broke with the Marxian analysis of value, they had to
deny the dialectic structure of Cepital and ask that,. in "teaching"
it, Chapter I be omitted, It does not speank highly of "Westera”
philosophy that it' mever saw the philosophic implications in this
economic debate,-and therefore also failed to discern the resson why
the cheoretical magazine of Soviet Marxism (Under the Banner of
Marxism), which hed carried on the tradition of Marx's dislectic
philesophy, ceased fts publication. -Thereafter, without. furcher
ado or any reference to any previcus Interpretation of Marxian
economics, the revision of the Marxian analysis of value .became tha
standard Communist anslysis. The wholeness of Marxian theory has
always been the bete noire of establighed Marxism. It togk the
collapse of the Second International and a break with hisz own phil-
osophic past to make Lenin, at the end of 1914, fully arasp the
organic connectlon of Marxian economics with Hegelian philosophy.
And from then on he becams uncompromising in his c¢riticism of sll
Marxists, himself includzd, In one of his "aphorisms® ke wrote,
"It is impossible fully to grasp Marx's Capital, and aspecially the
£irst chapter, 1f you have not studied and understood tha whole
of Hegel's Logic. Consequently, none of the Marxists for Cis past
half centruy has understood Marx!®

There is no more remarkable piece of analysis in the annals of
political economy=nand no more Hegelian kind of writing in Mazx's
"early Hegellen period"--than the £inal section of Chapter I of
Copitel, entitled "The Fetishism of Commoditles." There phiicsophy
and economics are connected with history as integrally as content
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and form are welded together in a grest work of literature, By the time
Marx introduced further changes into the French edition, after the Parig
Commune, those fifteen pages were as tightlydrewn es the strings of a
violin, We must remember that Marx considered the greatest achievement
of the Commune to be "irs own working existence." The'totallcy of the
reorganization of society by the Communards gave Morx a new insight Into
the whole question of the form of value, not only as it was historically
determined, but also as i1t conditioned bourgeols thought in turn., Under
capitalistic conditions of production, philosophy had been reduced to
an ideology, i.e., false conscicuaness, The categories of thought
proper to capitalistic production were uncritically accepted by all,
including even Adam Smith and David Ricardo, the suthors of the epoch=
making discovery that labor was the source of all value,  Thisg is why,
despite their discovery, they could not dissolve the fetishism of
commodities. Classieal political economy, concludes Marx, met its
historic barrier here. ’ S

The commodity form of the products of labor became a fetish because
of the perverse relationship of subject to abject-wof living iabor to
dead cepital. Relations between men appear as the relation between
thingf because in our alienated society that is all "they really
are,"7 Dead capital is the master of living labor. The fetishism of
commodities is the opiate that, to use a Hefelian,axpression; passes
itself off as "the very naturz of the mind®i® eo all except the
proletariat who daily suffer from the domination of dead labor, the
stranglehold of the machine. Therefore, concludes Marx, no one can
strip the fetishism from the ¢ommodities except freely mssociated labor.
Obviously the Russian theoreticians, in 1943,
one should. :

The necessary ideology to cover up the eéxploitation of the laborer -
did not change its essence when it changed its form from the private
to the state capitalism that calls itself Comminism. Nor has the
ideological rift between China and Russia undermined the exploitative
relatiotiship in either land, Were Marx to retyrn to earth, he would
have no difficulty whatever In recognizing in its new Forme-the State
Plan and its fetishism-~the s-ate capitalist development he predicted
as the ultimate effect of the inexorable laws of capitalist developmant.
Our generation shsuld understand better than any previous generation
that it 4s not 2 question of nstionalized vs. private property. It is
a question of freedom. Wherever and whenever freedom was limited, HMarx
struck  out =gzinst the barricr, in practice and in theory. Thus,
when classizsal political econsmists spoke of "free labor," by which
they meant waze labor, Marx wiote causticaliy: '“For them there was
history, but history is no more."

It should te obvious that Marx's primary theory of value, or
"abstract," ":nlae=producing" labor, is a iLhwory of allenated labor.
In the humaniat cssays Marx esplained why he an2:yzed stonomic factps
"in conceptual terms es pliénﬁted lobor...How does it huppen, we may ask,
that man alienates his labor? How 15 this altenation founded in the nature
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of human development? We have already done much to solve the
problem insofar as we have transfarmed the question concerning the
origin of private preperty into a question sbout the relation between
alienated labor snd the process of development of mankind. For In
speaking of private property one believes oneself to be dealing with
something external to mankind. But in speaking ci labor one deals directly
with mankind irgelf. This new formulation of the problem alreddy contains
its solution,"19

By the time he compieted Capital, however, Marx felt the need to
create economic categorles to analyze the alien character of labor under
capitalism both as an activity in the factory and as a commodity in the-
market where "alone Tule Freedom, Equallty, Property and Bentham, 20

Marx created specisl economic categories not only to expound his
theory of velue and surplus<value, but also to show how degraded
tuman relations were at the point of production itself, By splitting
the category of labor into labor as activity and labor power &s a '
comnodity~=as }f the laborer could indeed disfolnt his kands from his
" body and have them retain their function--Marx was able to show that, .
since labor power cannot be so dlgembodied, it is the laborer himpelf: .
who enters the factory. And in the factory, continues Marx, the laborer's

ability becomes a mere appendage to a machine and his congcrete laber
13 reduced to 2 mass of congealed, abstract lubor. : :

Now there is, of course, no such creature 25 an ‘“abstract

laborex"; one is a miner or a tallor or a steelworkex ox a baker,
Nevertheless, the perverse nature of caplitalist production is bqghd”gha;
man is not master of the machine; the machine is master of the man., ™ °
By the instrumentality of the machine, which texpresses’ itself in the
ticking of a factory clock,a man's skill becomes unimportant so long -
.as he produces a given quantity of products in a glven time. Labor.
time is the handmaiden of the machine which accomplighes the fantastic
transformation of all concrete labors into one sbstract mags.

Pl ] . . ' ' D I

‘ Marx considered his anelysis of concrete and abstract ‘labor his: -
original contribution to political economy, "the ?ivo: on which a
clesr comprehension of political -economy turns. "2l In the procegs of
his analysis of- the capitalist’s “werewolf hunger for surplus labor™ -as
*a live monster that is fruitful and multiplies,"22 Merx creates two
other new categories: . constant-capital:(machines) and wariable capital
(wage labor). All laber, paid.or unpaid, he insliats, is forced labor.
And this labor s so alien an activity that it has ltcelf become &

form of capital. -

The precision, as well as originality, of this description of
alienated labor is not, of course, merely a category of the "deductive
Hegelian dialectic.” It is a category of the dialectic gmpiricism
of Marx reecreating an sltogather new level of truth. Only politically
motivated, self-induced blindnese can, when reading Marx's pages
upon pages on the labor process under capitalism, conclude either that
the mature Marx departed from his. theory of alicnated labor, oz that
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alienated labor is a "leftover" from Marx's "left Hegellan days™
before he worked his way out of "Hegelien gibbarigh" Into "scientific
materialism,” At the same time, because Marx's ecorcmic categovies
have so Incontrovertible a class character, it is impossible to denude
them of their class content. Although some of todayls near-Marxists
loudly proclaim the "neutralization" of these categories, they apply
themn to capitalism and to capitalism only. Because the Marxian law of
value is the supreme manifestation of capitalism, not even Stalin--at
least not for vary nearly two decades after he already had total power,
the State Plan, and the monolithic party--dared admit its operation in
Russia since he claimed the lsnd was "socialist.” It wes only in the
midst of a world war that the Russian theoreticians opealy broke with
the Marxian concept; in practice, of course, the rulting bureaucracy
had long since followes an exploitative' course, -

In 1947 Andrei Zhdanov dramaticaslly ( or at least loudly ) du-
manded that "the philosophical workers” replace the Hagelian dialectic
with "a new dialectical law": criticism and self-criticism, By 1955
the critique of Marxian concepts concerned his humanism. V.A. Karpushin
wrote in "Marx's Working Out of the Materialist Plalectics in the .
Economic-Philosophic Manuscripts in the Year 1844M: "Marx was the
Eirst philosopher whs went beyond the contines of phiiobophy and rrom
the polut of view of practical life and practical needs of the : ‘
proletariat analyzed the basic question of philosephy as & truly scientific
method of revolutionary change and knowledge of the actual world.n23

The Russian Communists were not, however, about tc favor "revolution-
ary change™ where revolutionary change meant thelr downfall. Therefore,
vhen the Hungarian Revolution tried the following year to transform reality
by realizing philosophy, that is to say, by making freedom from Rugsian
Commnism a reality, the debate ended in machine~gun fire. Thus the violas
tion of the logos of Marxian theory wes followed by the destruction of
liberty itself, S -

Scon after, the Russian theoretlclans unioosed an unbridled, vitri-
olic attack on all opponentg of 2stablished Comminism, whom they. gratui~
tousgly labeled "revisionists. " Unfortunately, too many Western scholars
accepted the term and referrod to the rullng Communists as the “dogmatis:s!
despite such wild gyrations and "flexibility" as, on the eve of World
War II, the Hitler=Stalin Pact snd nho uwnited front between Mao Tge~tung
and Chiang Kai-~hnaly and, more recently, the rife beiween Russia and
Chins AT the same time, the single grain of truth in the duality of
1enin's phitosophic legacy == between the vulgarly materinlistic Material.
ism snd Empirio-Criticlism and the creative dialectics of hig Philosophic
Notebooks ~- has provided s field day for the innate anti-Leninigm of
“the West", FElgewhered I have analyzed "Mao's Thought®, which is sup=
posed to have made “original contributions to Marxism," eapecially hia
On_Practice, and On Contradiction, as they relete to his rise in power.
Here T must limit myself to the fact that the humanise debate was in
danger both of becoming a purely scademic question, snd of teing separated
from the "political" dabates on revigionism," Fortunataly Marxism
does not exist only in bocks, nor {s it the posseasion only of state
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powers. It is in the daily lives of working people trying to reconstruct
society on new beginnings. . -

The liberaticn from Western imperialism, not only in Africa, but
in Latin America (Fidel Castro too first catled his revolution "human-
ist"), unfurled @ humanist banner. Thereupon the Russian Conmunist line
changed. Where, at first, it was claimed that Leninism needed no sort
of humanization, nor any of the reforms proposed by the proponents of
"humanist socialism," the claim now became thot the Soviets were the
rightful inheritors of "militant humanism.® Thus M.B. Mitin, who has the
august title of Chairman of the Board of the All-Union Scciety for the
Dissemination of Political and Sclentific Knowledge, stated that Khrush-
chev's Reportto the Twenty-first Congress of the Rugsian Communist Party
was “the magnificent and noble conception of Marxist.ieninizt socislist
‘humanism."2? And in 1963, at the thirteenth Internatlonsl Congress of
Philosophy, held in Mexlco, it was the Soviet delegation_that entitled
one of its reports "humanism in the Contemporary Worid,” Thug, curious-
ly, Western intellectuals can thank the Russian Communists for throwing
the ball back to them: once again, we are on the track of discussing hu-
manism, L . - .

Let us not debase freedom of thought to the point where it is no more
than the other side of the coin of thought control, One look at our Ine
stituticnalized studies on "Marxist Leninism" as the "kraw your cnemy" typn
of course will show that, in methodology, these are no different from what
is being taught under establisghed Communjsm, altheugh they are supposed
to teach "opposite prineiples”, The point is thissunless freedom of thought
meana an underlying philosopliy for the realization of the forward movement.
of humenity, thought, at least in'the Hegelian sense, cannot be called-
"an Idea", Precisely because, to Hegel, "only that which is an object of
frecdom can be celled an Idea," even his Absoluies breathed the earthy -
alr of freedom, OQur age can do no less. - It is true that the Marxian

' dialectic is not only political or higtorical, but aluc cognltive, How~
ever, to claim that Marx's concept of.the clecs struggle ig a "myth” and
his "glorification” of the proletariat only "the end product of his philo-

- sophy of alienation"?7 flies in the face of theory and of fact, In this

respect, George Lichtheim's eriticism that such an American analysis is

"a sort of intellectual countergar:-to the late Mr, Dulles's weekly ser-

mon on the evils of communism"2® hag validity, " . :

Marx'd humanism wes neither a rejection of idealism nor an acceptance
of materialism, but the truth of both, and thereforea new vnity., Marx's
"collectivism® has, as itm very soul , the individualistic element. That
is why the young Marx falt compelled to seperata himeelf from the "quite
vulgar and unthinking communism which completaly negates the personality
of man," Because alienated labor was tha essence of all that was per=
verse in cepitalism, private or state, “organized" or "anarchic", Marx
concluded his 1844 attack on capitallsm with the statement.chat "commn-
ism, as such, is not the ‘goal’ of human’ develspmant, “the form of human
society." Frecdom'meant more, a grest deal'mdfé,,than the abolition of
privaie property. Marx considered the ‘abolition of private property to be
only “the first transcendence." Full freedom demanded a sezond.transcens
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dence, Four years after these humanist e56ays were written Mayx pub=
lished the historic Communist Manifesto, His basic philosophy was not
changed by the new terminology. On the contrary, On the eve of the
1848 revolutions, the Manifesto proclaimed: "The freedom of the indie
vidual is the basis of the freedom of all." At the end of his life the
Concept remsined unchanged. Hig magnum opus, like his life’s activity,
never deviated from the concept that only “the develogment of humen power,
which is its own end" ig the true "realm of freedem, 29 Again, our age
{ should understend betler than any other the ressons for the young Marx's
9 insistence that the atolition of private Property iz only the first trans-
o icendence. "Not uneii the transcendence of this mediation, which i3 never-
% i theless a necessary pr2supposition, does there avise positiva Humanism,
‘y beginning from itself, " .

"Positive Puwanisg beging "from iteeif" yhan mental and manual labtor
are -reunited in whacv Marx czilg the "all-roundjpin individusi, Surely our
nuclear age should be oppresiively aware that the division between mental
and manual laber, which has Leen the undexrlying Prinziple of all class
‘Socleties, has reacheq cuch monstravs Prorortimis und:y capitalism that
live antagonlsme charssterizs nog only Praducticn, but science itself,
Marx anticipated the inpass2 of modern salence when he wrote I 18442
"'To have onre basisg for life and another foy scirice {5 a pricri a ije."
He hsave been living thig lie for one hundred and tweaty years. The result
is that the very survival of civilization =g we' have known it is at stake,

The task that confrents our age, 1t appears to this wricer, is, first,’
to recognize that thers ig g movement from practice -- fyom the actual
+ Struggles of. the day -- top theorys and second, to work out the method where-
by the movement from theory can meet it, A pew relationship of theory .
to practice, a'ncw appreciation of "Subfect," of live humeo -beings strug-
gling to recanstruct soclety, -is essentlal. The challienge of ocur times
1s not to.science or machines, but to men. The totality of the world
crisis demands a new unity of theory and practice, a new relationship of
workers end intellectuals. The search for a total philosophy has been dig- -
closed dramatically by the new, third world of underdeveloped eountries.
But there are glgo evidences of this gearch in the struggles for freedom
from totalitarian regimes, and in the West. To discern thig mass search
for a total philosophy tt ig necessary only to ghed the stubbornest of all
: £ "the backwardness of the masses® -- angd
¥y battle Sutomation, fight For the end of
discriminaticn, or demand freedom now., Far from being intellectval abdica-
tion, this 15 the beginning of a new stage of cognitjon. This new stage
' on of the intellectual from dogmatism can begin only
as Hegel put it, the intellectual feels the "compulsion of thought
to proceed to ,,, concrete truths," '

ordered about, managed, "led." Ltke rhe
ideologists in the West, they forget all too eagily that revolutions do
not arise in the fullness of time to establish a parcty machine, hut to




reconstruct soclety on a human foundation. Just as portiynoct, or meno-
lithism, in politice throittles revalutiga instesd cf veleasing tha cre-
ative anargy of rew milliond, so partivnozt in philesephy stifles thought
instead of giving it & now dimenelnn.  This ig wor ga erademie quaest ion
for elther the Enat or the West. Marxism 15 eithar p khecry of lideraw
tion or it is nothing. . In theught, as ia 1ife, it lave the basis for
achieving a'new luman dimension, without which no saniecy ia truly
visbla., Ag a Msrxist humartst, thia arpezrs to me tae whole truth of
Marz*s humanism; boch az pliicsophy and as reslity,

*

FGOTNOTES
‘ . . i ol . ‘
1 -In his Preface te Veluge: IT of Marxts Laxital (Kewrr aditicn), Friadrich
Ergels ligts: the arigindl maiuseripts in suvh o way that the pagination *
tells the story of the regtxigkuring. .For wy analysic of this, sze pages
B7-91 of Marxism and Fresdon (New York: Twayne Publisters, 1338, '1964), - -

2 HMerx's 1844 Mauuseyi iA are now dvailable in several Bnglish traasla-
Lions,}in@luding 5.8 irsued fn Mosnow, but Lhe on2 muxe readily -avajilable
here 1s by T.B, Tattoncre ard is .included .in Mo:xig Caacent: of Man by
Erich Fronm {(Nev York: Fradevick Ungar. Publishing Co., 1951i), Outside -
of the essayv. on MAlienting Lahor,t I am, however, using my own transla-
tion and th'argi:fgxe_ not poginsting the references. R :

3 Sea eépéci&ijy'The Fihical Foundacions of Marxism by Eugene' Kamenka
{ New Yorks Frederick A, Prasger, 1962), )

4 ZThe Civil War in F<saue, by Karl Marx, is widely available in many
languages both 3 a separate pamphlet and in Marx's Selected Yorks and

Collected Worksy .

5 Capital (Chicag&;“Chques.H. Kerr & Co., 1906), Vol. ¥, p. 688,

6 Ibid,, p, 82.

7 Ibid., p. 92, _

8 The indispensable book for the English reader is The lundred Flowers
Campnign and the Chines: Iytcllectuais by Roderick Macrarqutiax (New Jorks: -
Frederick ‘A, Prasger, 1300), ke voices of ravolt in Chifia should then

be compared with chose i1, Eastcrn Europe, By now the bocks, ndt to menw
tion pamphleta gnd artini~a, on the Hungarian Rgovolution are legion, A
few which I consider imsertant for tracing the vole that Marx®s humaniam
playzd are the following; Lize Naey on Conrunien (Mew York: Frederick A,
Praegér, 1957} § Franzoiu Frjtd, Sobind the Rare nf Hunnsry (New York:
David McKay Company, 1957); the Fusnsarian Bevolurion, A White Book edited
by Melvin J. Lasky (New York: Frederick Ay -Praeger, 1957); Bitter Herveat,
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edited by Edmind 0, Stillman with Introductisn by Francels Bondy (New
York: Frederick A, Praeger, 1959), For eyewitness reporcs, and especially
those relating to the Workers? Councils, the issues of Ihe Reviaw (perie
odical published by the Inre Ragy Institute, Brussels) Ty quintessential,
Some reports szlso appeared in the magazine East Eurs 2, which did a com-
pecent job on Poland, especially in the publicacton of the debate on
Marx's humanism between the leading philosophers in Poland, Adam Schaff
and Leszek Kolakowski. Both of these philosophers are also translated

in the collection entitled Revisiouism _edited by Leopold Lebedz (New
York: Frederick A, Praeger, 1962).

9 African Sociali by Léopold Sédar Senghor (Mev York: American Soclety
of African Culture, 1959)} Sekou Toure's "Africa’s Path in History" was
excerpted for the Bnglish reader in Africa South, AprtleJune 1960, Cape-
town; now available only abroad, See also 'my Natlonslism, Communism
Marxist~Humanism and the Afro-Asian Revolutions (American, 1958; and .
English, 1961, editions available Bt News & Letters, Detroit, Michigan),

10 I do not mean to say that I accept the West European intellectus]'s
‘attitude onr either the question of the degree of belatedness, or the low
" level of discussion in the United States, Four oy five years before
Europe's firat rediscovery of Marx's early essays, when Europe was under
the heel of fascism, Herbert Hercuse dealt with them in his Reeson and
Qevolution, 1t.ia true that this was based on the German cext of the
essays, that no English translation was availeble, snd that the discugsion
of Profe mited to small groups., It ia
ea nvincing either commercial pub=
y presses that they ought to publish Marx®s tumanist
essays or Lenin's Phijlosophie Notebooks. I zucceeded in getting both -
these writings published only by including them as appendices to my :
Marxism and Freedom (1958), Even then they 2id not become -available to
4 mass audience, It was notr until 1961, when Erick Fromm included & trang-
lation of the 1844 Manuscripts in Marx's Concept of Man, that Marx's
humanism reached a wass audience in the United States, and recaived wide-
spread atteation in American fournals, Neverthelcss, I see no substantive
reason for the intellectual arrogance of the European Marxnlogiats since, in
Europe an_in the United States, it waa only after the Hungarian Revolution
that tha discussion of humaniom reached the level of either congretenass
‘Or urgency. Whan I refer to tha belatedness of the discussivn, I have
in mind the long period batween the time the 1844 Manuscripts wers first
published by the Marx-Engels Institute -in Russia, 1n 1927, under the '
editorahip of Ryazsnov, and the time they received general attention.

11 A Higtory of Economie Analysts by Jogeph bchcﬁpater (Oxford University
Precs, (9543,

12 Marxiam and Frgadon. See @specially Chs. V through VIII,
13 A Contribution tq the Critique of P itical Economy (Chas. H. Kerr),p,il.

14 Powerty of Fhilosophy (Chicags: Charles H, Karr), p. 157,




-1l-

15 Capital (Kerr ed.}, Vol. I, p. 649,

16 Pod Znamenem Marxisma (Under the Banner of Mexxigm), Nos, 7-8 / 1943,
The cruclal article on the law of value from this issue was tranalated

by we under the title, "Teaching of Economicsin the Sovier Union." Along
with my commeatary, "A New Revision of Marxzian Economics®, the article

was publisghed in The American Economic Review (September 1944). The
controversy around it, in which professors Ogcar Lange; Leon Rogin, and
Paul A, Baran participated in the Pages of that journal, lasted for a year,
. at the end of which (September 1945) my rejoinder, "Revision or Reeffirma=
tion of Marxism?" was publishad,

17 Capital, Vol. I, p. 84,

18 See Hege! on "The Third Attitude ¢o Objectivity”: "Jhar ¥ digeover in
my consciousness is thus exaggerated into s fact of the congcicusness of
ell and even passed off for the very nature of the ming" (Hegel's Lo ie,
first Wallace transiation, Oxford Universicy Press, 1892),

19 See ﬂAI!gnﬁtaq Labor" in Marx's Conce t of Man by Erich Fromm, ‘pp. 103, igm,
20 Capital, Vol. I, p. 195,

21 Ibid,, p. 48, '

22 Ibids, p. 217

23 Voprosy Filosofii.(Quesrions of Philosophy), Mo. 3/1955,
— —-m .

24 See the new chapter, "The Challenge of Mao Tee~tung" in the paperback
edition of Marxism and Freedom (New Yorks Twayne, 1984}. For an analysis
of . a similar perversion of Lenin's rartisanship in philosophy jnto Stalin's
monolithic “partyeness in philosophy, # see the welledocumented and per-

" ceptive analysis Soviet Marxism and Natural Sgience, 1917.1932 by David
Joravsky (New York: Columbia University Pregs, 1951),

25 Pravda, Feb, 6, 1959, The English transletion used here appears in The
Current Digest of the Soviat Press, June 3, 1959,
—=DOVISE Tress

26 The report of this conference by M. B. Mitin appears in Voprosy Filo-
‘sofii, No. 11/19%3, For a different repoxt of cthe same conference see
Studies in Soviet Thou ht, No. 4/1963 (Fribourg, Suitzerland).

- ¥ S ———

27 Philosthy and Hyth fn Karl Marx by Robert Tucker (Cambridge Universitcy

Press, 1961),

28 George Lichthaim'sg ™ieziern Marxist Literature 1953.1953n appesrs in
Survey, No. £0, Jauvary 1044,

29 Capitsl, Vol. IIL, pj. 054-55,




