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. Manictnth Mo obv:lou.nly roa diod the ond. of something, Tne cris%a tn abuoluto. v
Bourgeois ecivilization iz fnlling epart, ond even while it collapscs, devotes ita -
main energles to the prepargtion of further holocausts, - Not remete sinted on the
periphery but regimes contending for worid power nchieve tha most ndvanced stogos -
of baydarism known ¢2 history. What oclvilized states havo ever nnproachad Fazd
Germary and Statinist Rueslz in offlicis) lies, officisl murder snd the syotematic
brutalization and corruption of their populaiions? Only = chnllow empirielam can
fail to ses that such monstrous societies are not the product of a naticnnl pecul-
iarity (the German character) or a system of goverament ("Communiam") but nre part
and parcel of pur civilization, Everything that has appeared 1n these monmstreus
socletier is éndemic In every contemporery nation, Milliops in the United Stobes
know thnt Naz{ Germony and Htaliniat Russip will have nething to teach the Amerlean
bourgeciais vhen it finds itgelf threnf.enad. by the revolutionary "American vorkere ‘
saekipng that complete expression of domocracy which iz socialiem, The drenm of
progress has become the fear of progress, Men shrink with terror at the hint of

nev sclentific discoveriesy If it were Jmown tomorrow that the .crown of human teclh
nieal achievement,.the procegses of manufacturing atomic energy, had been loot be-
yond recovery, this solentifis dicaster would bo heiled ns the groesteat good forte

une of decaden.

But the aea.l of the bankruptey of bourgemis civilizetion ls the bankmptcy
of ite thought. Its-intellectuals run to and #ro equealing lilke Yens in A bavrme
- yard when & plabe passes overhead.  Nob a. single philesopher or pud icint has.amg -
1ight to throw on a orieis In vhich the fate not of a civilization Bt of elviliw ®
atiop 1tmelf {a involved, The Keyneaia.u thesries, yeaterdey's salvation, aréd ale ;,‘
ready part of the history of aconomlcs., The ridiculous Four Freedoms of the late
* Prealdent Roogevelt teke their place with the Three Principles of Sur Yat Sen, the
_ %housend years of Hitler's Beich and the Soclaliam in = Single Country of Stelin,. .
. . The chettering of Sidney Hook and Yarold Laski 1z sturned into B!.lenna by ' ths, im—
. mensity of their own inadequacies, . Thought has abdicated, The irorld ia ruﬂ.ﬂez\-
" less. A1l illusione have been, destroyed, #Han is at last compelled to face \r.‘..tn ‘
“sober senses his real condltions of life nnd his relntions withhls xind.“ And.
in :race of this the 'bourgaoiaie hes nothing to eay,

AV The maethed of i‘.hinking is rooted in mooléty. Bourgesis thought has colla.p-f‘- o
“ god Bacauss bourgsoia soslaby has eollapsed, - The writers of the articles here Tew |
.. pristed are united not only 4in their politicel conclusions but in thelr rejectior
. of the bonrgeols method of thinking, and the unregerved asceptance of tht Hegalian
1+ Dimdactic in ite.Marxien form, We have learnt by hnrd, necesaity the truth of ﬁhe
following dletum of Trotely: "Hegel in his Lozie esteblished r saries of lawes
. changa of nuantity into quality, development through contredictions, contliot of
. ‘eontent and ferm, interruption of contimilty, change of possibility into inevitas
bliity, ete,,which are-just as important.for theoreticnl thought as is the simple.
tyllogiam fer more elementary taslka.® (In Defense of Merxiam, p. 51) The ménbers "
_ ©of tha Johnson~-Forest tenduncy who have to work out theoretical prodlems ‘nel:leve -
"this, We try to practioe it, It ls to mpalst ourselves and aoma of our youngar L
© ecomraden tha.t we deal hore yith the method itgelf, . S
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* The basic laws of dialacue, and unforbiunately, very Iittle elae wbout 1%,
. are familier to most students of Marxism, They are braaﬂy stated and their mqve- Lo
© sent recepltulated on the first page of this reprint, The firet ard rost imuor#-
snt of them is the one verisulinown as. the principle of. ﬂontradlctian, thn mi v
oy 1ntorpmt‘mﬁ.nn of opposites,
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Hegel definon the prinoiple of Gontzediction as followe: "Contradietien is:
tho root of all’ mevement and 1ife, and it ie only insofar as it contains a cone -
tradiotion that anything moves and has izpulse and notivity," (_S_gig,g,g_g_qg_;rgg;g)

The first thing to note is that Hegel makes very 1ittle attemyt to prove
thig, A few lines lnter he sayst "ith regard to thg asgertion thot contradiction
does net oxist, that it ic non~exietent, wo may disrcgard thie statement,”

We hore moet one of tha most important principles of the dialectical logie,
and one thnt has beon consistently misunderstood, vilified or lled.nbout, Dialects
ic for Hogel was a strictly scientific method, He might speak of inevitnble laws,
tut he insists from the beglmning that the proof of dialectic a8 sclentific method
1n that the lnwe prove their correspondence with reality. Harx's dimlectic 1s of.
the same choracter. Thus, Marx excluded what later become the Crxiticue of Poll~
tical Economy from Capital becsuse it took for granted what only th2 detalled arge

ument and logical developmeat of Capltel itself could prove. 5til1l mors specifice. . -

ally, in bis famous letter to Kugelmann on the theory of velue, ho ridiculsd ‘the °
idem of having to "prove" the Jabor theory of value. If the labor.theory of velue
nroved %o be the msans whereby the real relations of bourgeois society could he :
Gemonstrated in their movement, where they came from, whet they were, and where
they were going, thot wne the proof of the theory. Hedther Hegel nor Maryz kmew -
any. other scientific proof, To asi for soms other proof ofthe laws, as Burnhen
implied, or to prove them "wrong" as Sldney Hock tried to do®, this is to mlscon-
ceive dialectleal logic ontirsly, Hegel complicated the quiption by his seareh
for a completely closed system embracing.all aspectn'of the universo, " This ro i~
Merxist ever did. The frantic ehrieke that the Marxian dialeetic Jp some sort: of
religion or teleclogloal conmstruction, proviag inevitably " the ¥lotory of ‘socly.
imm, spring ueuslly from mer who are frantiecally defending, the "inevitabllity" %%
the permanence, of bourgeols democracy against the nroletarian revelution, - '
" - So convinced an Marxist as Troteky reminded the revolutionaries in-1939,°
.. 4hnt Merxists were not fatolists, "IF, ' enld he, "the internationnl proletariet;
. as a.result of the experience of our entire epoch and the cuvrrent new war, proves
“incapeble of becoming the master of society, this vould slgelfy the founderiang af:
a1l hope for a soclslist revolutlon, for it is impossible tc expesct any cther more:
favorable condltions for it." The Marxlan expectation of soacialism arising from.
the contradictions of capltalian would have proved itself to be Utopia, e
" The law of contradictlon is what for the moment we can call a "hypothesie®
.for the grouplng of empirical facte,. [All men use hypotheses for the grouping of .

Zacts, , That 1s what loglc consists ofy, The popular bourgools hypotheses. are for - :
the most part unconsclous, They ave the "inevitabilily™ of bourgsols soulaty,nals

ural diviefon of labor, more particulacly of men inte capltaliets and workers, -

congtantly expending technlenl yrogress, constantly expanding production, condtmt_-‘- ’

1y expénding demoeracy, constently rislag -culture, But during the last thirty
years, these hava crumbled to dust in their handg, They have no hypotheses they -
can believe in and that is why they cannot think, Hi.ator!.éa.l fncte, large and

srall, continuoualy deliver shattering blows at the foundation of their logical .

system, Nothlng remalng for them but the logilc of the mnchine-gun, and the crude
eupiricism of police violence, . ’ ‘

Quite difforent ie the thought of Marxisn, It understands its own logloal

laws, For Marxigto, the fundementel logleal law is the contradictory nsture of: -

-

all phenomena and first of ell, of human society. The dimlcotic teaches that'in

&1l hiatorical forms of soelety, the inoreamsing ‘deve.lopﬁent of pnterial wenlth ™
_brings with it the inoreasing-degradation of the large masa of humanity, Cepltale
lam, being the greatest wealth-producing syzten 80 far known, has sarried this ' -
¥in ®le nrelole in the Mapxlst Quarterly, April, june. 1937, More urgent dities. ..
hare prevented the puncturing of . this nrticlo which for ten years hae heen a Bible.

. ¥or the anti~dinlectioiaus, -

-
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contradiction s o pltch never Vefere kmewn, Thus it is that the moment when the, :
vorld rystem of savpitelianm has demsnstrated the greatest productive powers in higte
ary i exactly the psriod when barbarism threatens to engulf the vhola of seclsty,

The anti-dialectletans stand dumbfaunded befare the spectacle ef the mastery of
aature feir miman advancement and the degradatisa of hutan nature by this very mas.
tury, The greater the meaans of trgnaport, the lese men are allawed to travel, Tha
greater the means of esmomnication, the less men freely interchange ideas, The
grenter the pessibillties of 1iving, the more men live in terrer of mase annihila~
tion, T4e bourgeoisle cannot admit thie, for ta admit it ig themselves to sanotim
the end of baurgecis civilizatlon,’ Henee the complete paralysis of bourgeols
thought. Yet never was thought of 'a fundamental character so nscessary to mankind,
As our political tendency has recently written:

#I4 i preclsely the character of our age and the maturity ¢f humanity that obli-
terates the opposition between theory and practice, between the intellectual '
preaccupation of the 'edicated! and of the ragses. All the great. phileeophlecal
coneents, from the nature of the physical universe (atomic enercy) through the
Ltructure and function of vroductive systems (£ree enterprise, 'soclalism' or
loommenisz'}, the nature of governnent (tho state versus the ipdividual), to
the -destiny of man (cen imnkind survive?), these are no lenger tthesry! but are
jn-the market place, tied together so that they cannot be separated, mattars on
which the dsily livee of millions upen millions depend, t (The Invadine Soclnl-

ist Soclety,p. 14 T

Kever were such nniversol questions asiced by the whole of the.civillzed
world, Never have such inndequats answers been given, - A1l that the bourgeolale
can ansver is the purely technlcal. question of the manufecture of atonlc energy,
and it wighes now that it could not answver this question. ' _ :

. Yiow i% ig precisely because the contradiction in soclety has reécﬁed its.
farthest point in Stalinist Ruseln that the dislectical matariaiist analysig i
Rugnla is the most iuportant key to the perspectives of world civilizeblon., . |

4

The Lew of Contradietion jm Lifa )

The second law of dimlectical materiszlism iz the change of quanti ty into
quality. At o certoin stage a developing contradictien, so to speak, expledes, -
and both the elements of ‘the contradiction are thareby altered, In the history
of seglety these explosions ‘ard lnown as ravolution. ;411 the economie, soeial .
and political tendencles of -the age find = point of completion which bescumes the

starting-peint of new tondenclies, The Rugsian Heyvolution 1s one guch axploelon,

Let us examine the Bussian Revoiution in scme of its most important fest~ .
-ures, such as would be sgread upon by most observers, excepting the dle-hard
reactionaries, . . o ) R .

The Revolution was the greatest outburat o? zocinl erergy snd creativity
that we have yeot seen, Previously, the Franch.Reveolution hed agtonished manicing
by the grandeur of ite achievements, Bo much seo thnat to this doy July b, 1769 .
ig the date in g1l probabllity moat widely known anong the great majerity of man-
kind, But ghe Ruasian Revolution oxceeded the French, A cpmbinatlon of workers
and peasants, the lowest clusses of markind, -tore up an established government -
the rocts and eocompliched the greatest soclal overturn in himtory. Starting from
nothing, they ereated a new state, crented on army of millions, defended thé new
regime against famine, blockade and wars of intervantlon on nll fronts, They re~
organized the econonmy. They made Russia a modern stnbe, They pasgad end. triasd
honestly te darry out s serles of Jaw? on pepulatr edueation, equallty of women,
ropudintion of religious superstition, sexual sonlty, workers control of produci-
inn, all of which constituted the grentest potentlal democracy and enlightenment -

 thnt the world had ever seen., They organized n world-uide Oommunist Interration-,

el’dovated to 'lthe:"'rchieﬁémeni of the same 1deals in the- entire world, :.The: grehial

-




3
0
]

. . , PRC I LAY . .
P S T RRCE § TR AT

A I S ' .

. - . L .
derline and ﬂnal'i‘auu;e ‘are troated in’ Che text, ¢But tha.accopﬁliphmsnta-ue
imperishable and of permanent significhnee for fenkind, Teken in it entirdty |
the heroic period #f the Rusnian, Revelution i# the most glerious epligode in kuman
history. v . ) . e )

Lenin, the lender of the ravolution, eclaimed always thet one of fhe great~
eat mchiovements was the establlshment of a nev type of democracy, the Foviets of
Werlcern , Soldiers und Pepsants Depubties which was -able to unloose the dreatlve
eneriles of the great mnsgsc of the peonls, ~Thelr mere adminigtration of the -.
state, in his oplaton, yould make the Further existence of cepltellsnm iaroseible,
Thin adminlstration by the marses ic . . .

"not yet socimliszm, but.it is no longer crpitaliem, 1t is a tremendoud gtep
towrards socimlism, o sten from which, if com-lete democracy is retained, ne
backward step townrds es-dtalism wouvld be ponslble without the most atroclous
violence perpatrated upod the Teasee,? . (The Threatening Catastrooje).

. B . . 4 G . : .

Cupltal, in the form,og'state-'éapital;"once rore rules in Rusale, Demo=~.
cracy has not;been retained, Dut this Nas teen:done only at the cost df the cond
1tien foreseen by Lenin, The most atfocélous-vioclenmce hns been perpefrnted upen
the masses of the pecple, The Xussfan Revolution, &8 4t han devalopud pnd dee’..
¢lined, sholsrus the. tvo most violent extremee thet we hoave known in histéry, 1t
15 only dislectichl waterialism that cen uhite these .extremes .An logical and in-
beid{gible conneotion,..Lt is the creative power; &the demseraiic desires. the ex-
pansion of human personality, ‘t¥e record of ‘gchievensnt -that. wos the Rusgsian Rev. -
oution, 1% is thase vhioh have called forth thelviolence, the wtrocltiéa, the -
state drgnnized es.Murder -Incorporated. Only such viclenoe could have repreggod -
such demécracy.. N ST e . R
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tne can ses the gling In tht''sye of the enemy of  the proletprian revolutien, '

uimeelf without perspective, intellectuslly helpless before the contemporary bea=
varism, indulging in nonsenslcal: opposite like Togie and Cormiesars,, or rearching
‘d1digently ‘in his own writhing ineides for the solution to the problems of ‘the
-world, N¢ hastens to use thy fach of 'the Russian degeneratlion as an unangwerable
argument.ageinst the ideas'of BoYsHeviom, Patience, ny friend, patience, .
"Bolahevism, " anys Trotsky, s sboveall e rhilosephy of history and a'poifticel
concention," Without the sillowoshy, the political conception fells tb the Fround,
We have bo ¢et to ths philesophy step by ctep; e hAve arrived at this much,* The
atrscious vielence end orimes which now distinguiph. the state of Stalin mre the
neceseary and ineviteble resgporse to: the revolutionary fervor and democratic ofw: .
ganlzation and social desires of fhe Russlion-pesple.. Hot the Russlan people in
general, hovever, but the Ruseidn people As they had, developad and expreésced them-
gelvas in the soelrlist revolution ‘of 1617. Zut this. is not merely a Russian
phenomenon, The Russian Revolution is e climex to a serles of revelutions which
have meved nccording to certeln laws, The British Revolutlon in the seventeanth
gentury eabraced only .. emnll sections of the perulation -~ some revolutionary
bourgeois, vetty-bourgeols farmers nmd yeoman and n smni} shmber of artisans nnd’
others in the few and small towns, . They could not creabe e new “but they could
destroy the 0ld, The wérk ‘'of ‘the révolution having been macomplishdd, the dounter
revelution, heir to the nev gocisl order, establiched itamelf by = meZe invitatlon
to Charles I to raturn, A Bandful of people only wer: punighed. Wifh the develop-
ment of economy nnd its sooimlization, l,e, the lncremsing inter-relation '¥f all .
clagses in production, the ?;anch'ﬁevolutton embraces tha gieat mass of theibatlon.
The revolution destroys.feudelism and estnblisghes the mededn stnte, Tta basie
~'work accomplished, "order' mupt be restored to seciety by "the.co.untezg'-re‘vbiutwn,
the heire to the new regime. But this time there ars milliona of nxoused ‘peorle.
It 'in the great body of ghe iation which is to be' disoipiinmed, o mild returh of
royalty, no forgiveness, no mibtual ammesty. Only the midtnry podice dlotator'’
sf Pnpoleon san hold the country dowr., The contradiction between the rovolutio:
end the counter-revolution has shrrpened, .. 8925
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Soclety established iteelf on new foundatfons. Bubt the contradiction be-
tween the clasmes ‘grows, If the revolution «in Ruspin was the brondept and deep-~ -
ect develepment of the ravolution of the neventeenth century, the Stalinist re-
gime 1g the .sioilar development of the counter~revolutlon, .An historical anslogzy
will llluminate the conorete casg, The Gorman ravolution of 1918 did-not over-
throw bourgeois 'sogiaty, But the German proletariat; larger and more highly dev-
eloped than the Russian, had a long history of demoeratic achtevement,and organi-
zation behind it, After the revolution, its organization entimued and expanded,
That is why the Nazl counter-revolution was.as brutsl as At was, But if the Ger-
man proletariat in:1918 had established & soviet stnte exbracing vorkers, agricul-
turnl proletariane and semi-proletarions, the lower ranks of the petty-bourgsoisie
rpd the sympathetic intelligentsin, then loglcally speaking, onae of two thinga
would have hnppened, , Either the new damoeratic formatlon would have gone on from
strength to atrength, awekening tho despest reserves of soclel power and nepire=
tions of the already highly developed German peepla, and spreading dhroughout Fu-
rope, Elther this or something else. The atrecitles nnd the violence which would
have been nesded tp suppress a' successful German proletariesn raovelution (and the
reaponed -2t would have awakened in the Germen and other EZuropenn peoples) would
have exceeded the crimes of Hitler .as much ag Hitler exceeded the crimes of Eapol~
eon, . - T h Lo . " A

' . Phe pervading borbarism of the Stalinist regims, therefora, is not.to ba
attrivuted to this or that weakness in the theory of "Cammunism" or some -partial
aspact af the Stmlinist ctate., Stege by etage, we have seen ths revolubtlon and
the counter-revolution dsvelop in Europe over the centuries, At each new otege
of develormen$, both the revolution end the counter~revolution assume a nsv guale
ity with:the rew quellty .of the social development, Preoisely bscause the Bugsian
Revolution essumed'n new quuilty in attempting to establich e universal. domocracy,
_the Russian.counter~revelution asswses n néw quelity of universal barbariem in.the
sense thay 1t embraces a1l aspacts of tho Busslan strte, L

At %his stage, to try to separate progreseive nspeats from so comprehensi_.vej
and ell-pervading en enomy of human develonment suo iz the Staliniet state la to
strike down the dlalectical method at thé root, Hegel understood the Unite withe

- in whlel one ocould designute a.corruption as partial, . .

"The Reformation resulted from the gorvuption of the Church. That aorruption
was no% an aecldental phencroxen; 1t i3 not the meras abuae of power and doits .
inlen: & corrupt state of things ig very frequently reprepented as-an-'abuse'y ,
1% is taken for granted that the foundation wrs good - the system, the insti-
tutlon itself foultless ~ but that the pasalon, the subjective interest, in.
short; ‘the arbitrary volltlon of men hne made. use of thnt which in.itaelf was--
good to further its own eelfish ends, and that all thnt is required $o be done
ie to remove these adventitlous elements, On this skowing the Ingtitute in
question esoapes obloquy, and the evil that disfigures it appears something
forelgn to it, But when acoldental abuse of a good thing reaily ocours, 1t 1s
limited to. particularity,. A great nnd ganeral corruption-affecting n body of
sych.large and comprehensive gecope as & Church, is quite another thing, The - ' °
corruption of the Church wae-a native growth." (Philoscphy of History) = -
. . .o . R P Y] P T
It is a salutory warnlzdg, The Rusaian Revolution failed because of its - :
isolation, .Bui every day adds to the impossibdility. of maintaining that the.cor~
ruption of Staliniat soclety is not "a native growth! but meroly sn "abuse."-The.'.
Rustian Hevolution is the completion of a histericgl process, the development of. - .
cinsn soclety,. Its relation to pmst revoiutions can be 11luminated by the dinle KN
ectionl laws ~f changes of quantity into.quelity, The British Revolution, al-: -~.-
thaugh 1t painted the roed fer the rest of Zurope, was only to o subordinate de-
tree of international elgnificance, - The French Revolutlon shock the whole of |
Burcpe to ite foundations sud ectahlighed the loglcal lines along which revolat— -
.'sonzagd. sounter-rovolution would struggle in Burope Zor the succesding century, : .
4
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It is 4n the very nature of modern eoclety and the Russian Revolution, that Ruesia
teday ig symbolicel of the wholp ¥ate of nodern, eivilizatlon, There ls no further
stage. \Elther the revolution succecds in ‘encompaceing the thole.of the world or |
the whole of the werld collapiés_in counter-revelution snd parbarism, \The whole .
path of Western civilization for i’twy'.t_hpueaml yoars has reached an ultimate etage,
Thers is no bypeth, Thers is 1o third .alternative, 1' N
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. . Therefore, as dialectical materieldigte, we do.not bewnil nor do we undor-
estimete or in mny woy attempt to. minimize the monstrous cheracter of the Staliniat
rogime, Wo repudiste utterly any idea that vhnt is there hes any sociallst chare
acter whatever, But we draw frem it for Bussia itself nnd for the whole world an
ultimate, = universal conclusion, The; barbariem is not to come. It ig there, In

_our proviously yuoted pomphlet, we kave yritten:

#The unending mrders, the destruétion of peoples, the bestisl pascions, the
sodign, the eruelties end the lists, all the manifestations of barbdariem of
_the lact thirty yéars are unparalleled in hiptery. But tils barbarisn exiets
only because nothing else can suppresa the readiness for sacrifice, the domoe

cratic inastincts and creativo ppwer of. the greaﬁ'mabaeaf-pf 't}'xe ‘peeple,’

,'cr!.gi's of vorid civilization.: =~ [ . . . EE
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In. 1ts very degradation %hé ‘Bureler Reyolution- has bbcome the 'égymt{ol'o'f' tha

x! -

. Boeialien and barbariem are the two.férces in corflict. “Tha philosophy of
"history which is Bolaheviad ‘bases itself upen the destruétion of the trrbarism by
‘the inevitable triumph of the socialist revolutlon, There are eyon revolutlonaries
who deny this, For them, 1t ig not sclentific to Melleve-ln 1nevitabiiity, Such
... a-helief implies thnt dielectit, ie o relizlon or mystielsm., For them the correct
.sclentifis attitude i to reserye Judgment,. . Yot thepe: very oneg tutn out.to'be the
mystice end the practitiopers 67 an illsgoncesled reiglosity, If; ng they ‘eay,
‘they vecognize the bankwupicy of beurgeols demveracy, if thoy accept the -peed for
univeraelity in the masses, 1f they recognige.that barbvarisn is“ihe only force thed
. can suppross thin need, then to refuse to .acceph,the ineviéability of sosieliem
. 'leaves only one of two cholces, 'Either they acoept the inevifnbility of batbarism,
, . that 1g to eay, the sdceptance of the principle of inovitability Which ‘they have
Just rejected; or they arve left with tho hope,::the falth, the bellef that history
will offer some wey out of the impasse, .This is- the dewli) of & philosophy. nf hist-
ory, that ig te say, the denipl of & methed ofsthought, Yor which the only asme i,
irratibopalion or oystioism,  As Engels enid in the Dialectlc of Nnture, call this
by whateyer neme you like, it io God, C R S

.
- |\

The denters of tho inevitebility of socielism con be ‘routed both hlstorio~
ally and legicnlly, Zirst of ell, histeriecslly, 1.e., the history of Marxzlem ig=-
gelf,. Marx -develeped his philoscphical.dostrines In the years which preceded the
1848 revolutions, ' In the oarly forties the revolution was obviously on the waye
Yet souioty wos dominnted By the expsrignce ‘of the great French Revglution which
had schieved sudh biracles bub. had falled to achieve universelity, {1)Iborty, om
quality and fraternity) and ‘despita all its smorifices’ and bloodghed, hat gnded -
in the triumph of the counter-ravolutien,. The experionce of 1830 bad only multie

_plied doth-the fears ond the hopes whigh kad been engéndered by the colossaliex=
perience of the French Revelution, .In this perded, se’cimilar %6 .ours,philoso-

by come out of the 'study, partiéularly in Germsny; ahd attempted fo.give some’

gvarp, to: the problems that were dhaking soqletys': - & e

.
v . .
i i . L]

- . _The Uf_.dpiém‘ socialists of .ail:,"at;ilpén-,,ileré Alptinguished ;ira.cié‘ely by this,
RN 82';!1:&1: they -argued intersinddly about the possidiiity as opposad to the inevitabili-
¥y of the sselnlist revolution, They were tertured by these doubts Becnuse,aftor
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the experience of tha French Revolution and its obvious fellure to relieve the con-
ditioﬁ of the great rmasaes of the people, they theq:saﬂ.vos hnd lost falth In the

inevitability of socinlism, Which is only another way of soying the inevit ability

o - 1.

‘'of the achlevement by the,pcople of complate self-wxpresslon, complete democracy,

socialisn, Insofar as their beliefs wera the result of theoretical speculetion,
they had, in the words of Merx, lost the capaclty to drew from the experieme of
men's past in order to establish perspsctives for m'g future,

The result was coinplete chaos, .in thelr own ‘thoughts and an absolute in-
nbility to meet the challenge of the apprnaching revolution. It was into this .
ulcer that Marx drove the kaife of sclentific socialism, It was sclentific because

i1t woved according to certain laws, Boletevism is n philosophy of history, Marx
first clarified himself philosophicelly. As he wrote to. Bupe 1in 1B43:

"Almost greater than the outer obstacles appear the inner difficulties, For
albhough there is no doubt about the 'whence,' there prevalls tho more con-
fusion about .the 'vhither.' XNot only has a genernl anarchy broken out nmong
the, reformers; each of them nlso must himself confess that he has no egxnct
conception of what ought to be, Preclsely in tnld 4a the advantnge of the
ney movement that we do not enticipete the new worlsd dogmatical)ly but intend
to find the new in the criticiem of “the old world. Up to now the vhilosophers
have had the solutifon of all riddles lying in their desks and the dumd exoter-
fz werldd hod 2p1F 4o gaps in order for i ready~baied Pies of visdom to fiy
‘into, their mouths. Philosophy has become worldly, end the most decisive
proof of this is that philosophic consclousnecs -hns.been dravn into the en-
gulsh of the struggle not only superficially but thorcughly. If the conr
atruction of the future and the preparation fer all time is not our affalr,

it 1s all the more certnin what we bave to complete at present, i,e., the
most relentless criticism of all’ existing things, relentless both fn ths sense
-that the ‘criticism feers no-.resulti snd even less fenrs cenflicts with the
existing powers, . = s T : )

PN - - -‘f . :
Dhat i the xﬁet}iod., the future being seen as -contained in and arising out
of the present,  We faco tha same situntion todny in the radicsl. and revolution~

- ary movenent. ' In 1947, howaver, not only is philosophy worldly. The world 1g

driven to-becoms philosophléak.. It is compelled to examine in thelr nature and
in the totality of their relations, (that 1o te say, philosophically) seonomics,
polities, eclence and even the very Hature of the-universe rnd seciety. A1l ¢
agltation about' tha ﬁosa_ﬁ.'bility of barbarism, third a¥ternntives, the mystielsm

“ of the inevitability of soclalisn, these are no more than whnt they ware in Marx's

day, only infinitely more so: terror Jbefore the destructive anteagonisms of modern

. snelety, doubts of the capacity of the, proletdriat to "z‘egolva them, " This amounts.

40 no more than a dofense of bourgaois moclety insofar as bourgeols soclety still
een provide thinkers with freedom enough to substitute. the analysia of thelr own

thoughts for n positive intervention.in ¥he chaos of mociety. s

So far historleally. YLogledlty, the _1nev1ta'b111b,v of soclalisz is the
nbsolute reverse of religlon or mynticiem,  Tt.ig . ‘congciously congtructed ne-
casslty of thought, Ar we have quoted :Izn the srtlele on Historleal Rotrogressian,
Hegel recognized thot without ‘holding fast tn thought™to your wltimnte goal, it is
inpoesible to -think properly, B o

¥

"To hold fast the positive im.its negntive, and the content of the presup-
position in the result, is the mgat important pnrt of rational cognition:
only, the simplest reflection is needed -to furnish conviction of tle absolute
truth and necessity of ‘this reguirement, while with regard to tho ex~mples of
proofs,. the whold of Logle consists of thase." ‘(Loglc, Vol. II, p, 476)

Precioely because thoy held fast to f;}ia-praauppoaiti.on of the inevitability of
bourgaols scciety, the bourgeoils thinkerg in the enrly dnyc of capitalism made
their tremendous contribution to the aocience of bhuman thought, Even without
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. . . ‘ . et :
ph}lesophic‘hl perspective, ‘the bourgeoiste at-leamt hns. one raelity, maintensnce
of power against the workers and rivel tourgecistasy But without presupposing the
inevitnbility of socialism, sthat Le to say, without thinking aluays in terms of
the vigtory of tho masses, ‘tiaought enong thoeehogtila 'te Jbourgeseis sogliety migt
bocoms a form of gcholastielam end gnosticismy self-agitation and caprice.

' R N M T . :
Ovor a hundred yeare ago, Hegel enid thnt the simplest reflection will show

the necessity- of holding fast- the. positive in jts, negative, the prasuppoaition in

. the recult, the affirpation-that is contained in -avery negetlon,, Yhe future that
is in the present, . It is.one of the signs of the advrnced stage of human develpp~
.ment thet this is no longsr o mere philosophical but a concrete quention, To any-
one who does not .nocspt bourpeols soclety, the simplest reflection shows that 1%
15 imposeible not only to Shink but to trke rny kind of sustalned positive potion
in the world today unless onc poatulates the complete victory of thp great masess
of the people; What is thlg bub the exemplification in 1ife of the logical theow,
the inevitabllity ef sccinlism? LT ) .

. Y1) SEE_IEGATION OF THE NEGAYION

oot L P

The Truth te theMhole.. i v - - -

- : - .. R LT w¥ N T, o
The Stalinist .state,; the Fazi state, aud in thqir_v‘hrfp_i?g degreas all
states -todey, haced vpon property snd privilege, avs-tha negation of the complets
democracy of the peoples It i this sinte which’ig to be deatreyed, thatls to
sey, 1t io;%hie gbato which is-to Ve nggnted by -the proletsrian révolutien, Thua,
the inevitability. of - egelalism de. the inevitabllity of the negation 6f the negat-
ion; the third.and most important law of the dinlectic, . :

Y

) I.have snid, carlier that the.laws of diclegtis are "hypotheses." ' Any Dew-
eyite pragmatist vho is rubbing his hapds with joy nt this "rensonable’ Marxiem -
is in for rude disillusionment, "Dinlectics," sald Lenirn, M the theory of know-
1edge of: {Hagel pnd). Marxism,'. So far I have been denling with 1t ag e, tbenry of
knowledge,: as e mede.of thought, exnmining more or. less -empiricelly contemopary
society :and. the Russhen.Revolution, and showing how. by nenng of the dialectionl
npproech, sexa.order, sgme perspective, some understanding coma out of them, show.
ing squally why fhe Tourgeviuls pan miks 28 dense. of anrthing except, to hold 6n o
POWEP. . - T, c e orno e .

-
Ll

cewv - DubiMarx's ,-fu._n.da'.meﬁtal_-hypothas"e‘a ware not hypotheses in gedorel, They
.~ wore not ad hoo.generglizatlons, _empirienlly arrived at, tenkatively used, dig- '
- -garded if nok aatlsfaptory, exparimental er instrumentaliet, -They wers logical
© ! :abstwactions, orgemdzed acoording to the pethod of Hegel .and. raflecting the move-
ment “of humen sootety. This ig-np eimple matter, But it ‘hns remalned obecured
ond neglaectoed too longesr.a . - - . . .o

The dinlastic-lg:2;$heeyy of knowledge, but precimely.fer that reason, it

is & theory of the.npture of men, Hegel and Harzriam did not firat arrive at a

* theery of knowledge.yhioh they,applied to nature nnd asolety, They arrived at
theory of knewledge frem. thelry examination of men in.soplety, Their firet quost-

fon wns! What ig man, What ie the $ryth about hip,-.wherp hns he come from end

where is he going? They pnewered that question fiFat beonuse they Imew that Wit

cut any nnswer tonthat general: question, they could met think .abont pnrticular
queatlons, LRI TIE PEPEE TR S Lot ' .

S S T A T RN S roond w o :
Both Hegol and Mexx dn sHelr different wnys: bolteved that mon is deatined . L8
for freedom pnd-happinesa, They did not.wish this (or'they ¢id, that doas nof .
mntt-.e:-)._ They came to this conoluelon by exanining pon'e highbory as n totolity,

Man 2or Marx wos mot Ohristtdn <om.nor the man'of -the. French Rovolutien (mer. .

. 82 gitnun'a Ylood-atoined medret polica, The .conadpt. of man wag-a conatantly. dove

loping 1dea which wos ‘honded fpr:-coms: sort-of camplekanass,: -'Hh_an,-,l_{nr:; rakd




that \-,'..th the achiovamant of the locla!.iut ravolution. the "real hiatory of humnn-
1ty wil) begin", he was not belng rhetorical or 1nnp1ring (or optimistic), Ha vrs
belng etrictly and sobarly anientiﬂ.c. ‘

The truth is the wiole,i The whnle. however, is merely tha essomtigl zature
reagching ite oomplateness through the process of ita owm "development, %f the
- Abpotute 1% must be sald that 1t 1s cesentimlly a reatﬂ.t that only at the end
fe it what 1t f@ in’ very t-mmh. .

Thue Hegel in the Ekmlm (ps 82). Marx vorked on the aame
" principles, The esgential nature of man was becoming clear only as it approached
itz completeness in ‘bnurgeol.s soclety. It ia in bourgeols soelety that ve could
goe what man really is, And 1t is "only at the end" of bourgeols secolety thet we
can goe what man 1s In very truth., Thug it i in the dinlectlicel enslysis of the
.contemporary barberism that can be veen most clearly what is the "roal' nature of
man,  .It.is this vhich expleins his past, 1t could be expressed within the con-
crate circumstancea of past ages only to the degres that ohjective circurstonces
. allowed. Did man, therefore, suffer through all thoge ceanturies to produce eom-
pleted man? What injustice! The defenders of bourgeols soolety are ready to rag
over zll these unjustifiad eulfferings of past mankind in thelr opposltlon to the
- mavolution which will relieve present mankind, - They will gat nothing to colafort
themseives withs, PThs $rubh is the whole,? (A1 tho verlous singes sonstltute tho
: pature of mam,’ Gcntinues Hegel: Hind Jjust in that -somista its anture,vwhich is b
be actunl, au‘bdect, or self—becoming, self~davelopment,” Man is the subject, tha
which is developlng itsolf,  The.subject becomes-more and more real,. and theree
.7*~fore truth sbout manibecomes deeper and wider, more universal, .Core. ‘complex, more
concreto, Oomp].ete u.niveraality, complete demoerescy in the genso that. every men
is ablae to do more ‘or laas what every other man does, this 10 the witimate stage,
The Ruseian Revelution was &n imperfeot, limited, handicapped but nevertheless
decisive gtep in-this direction, The nature of. mr's'n thereforas, besomes the search
for this completeness and the overcomng cf the o‘bstacien which stood and stend
in its way, Past ‘history becomes intelligiblé .and what is more important, the
road to the polutioh of the ovarwhalming problems to the praaent day becomas open.

- . If todsy we doy that now we, know what is shs "real" , it s because we gee
 him as & totelity, o the ‘result.of his whole past, But from there wo mnke. enoth
er step, The terrible crisis or civillzation 1s the result. of the frot that man
iz at last raal. ‘he' hee become-hinmself, completely developad, Dut the old’ type
- of world which developéd him cennot cortein him, EHo musd burst through it. That
vorld was a world in which he.was aubjected to neture, - Lt was 4n the eubjection
of naturse that’ he fully realized himself, A continuous negation of the obatncles
.. vhich impeded hi@ development. -That 'being sccomplighed, his real hatory. w1}l
‘begin. He negatea g1l that has previously impeded him, i,e, negated him, in the
full realization of hie inberent nature, Socialiam is the negation of all prev-
icus negations, T¢ 15 obvious 'that thase ara large conceptions. Bubt the death
.ol n world—civuimtion is’not. a. spell thing, : .

“

Mmmumm -'-~:.'-.: S

- b
'J!he conception 'bding sta.tqd. 11: 15 now nauaaaary nob to prove 1t {only 1life
can d.o +hatl but to! uhw’vﬁaro 1t erro ﬁ-om.
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H'gatern relvillzation, and therefore the Hogelin.n dinlestic begins with
Chriatianity.* It umo Ohriatianity wiich eatabligbed mniveraniity in its most gbw
stract form, that very universality which'we -are now saelng o cret-:ly striving

for exprassion in the proletarint all over the conferpornry. wof e . Thg very enrly -
or"nrmitwa“cmietima attempted a universality that wne axtreiely “donerats, come |

donnlity of. gogds and. abadlu.ta aqualitm But .kt egon collapsod, . The abstract ure
iversality was.esfrblished by that histordcals€hristinnity whiph Supprseded the::
Homan Empire, Christisnity united all méh;.before birth, in tha" uniyeredlity wofl -

original sin, and after denth, in the possibility of unlyvereal’ redamption -1ni henve ..

en. Thus it carqfull.; .u.void.erl n concrete unlversality, ‘Tt was the xaligioh b the
mllions vho -hnd heen relenaed from nlavery by, the ocliappe of the Homan Empire,
The narrov straitened clrcumetrnced of thelr meterial 1ives ware compensated for:!
by the subjective conoagtion ¢f. an ¢.fteb-11£e Win which ai} t‘he-ir mntarial neods ' 1

would be sntiaﬂe:i, or better still, there ‘would bavnoneed. for material satinfnct— :

ions ab-nll, - ,ﬁub extrodd n yatmctlon though i%:ves, man. i5' for*the fivat tire
ectpblished agsuniversal man, Hege!. expreusaa this 1d.en in ~11 ite fulness in ‘the

- -

fan, finita when regnrded ;g_;;_h;_mz, ia ye& p.t the aa.ms tims the Imnre sf‘
God and a fountain of 1nﬂn1ty j,_g_m__g_ga},_g He de: the, object of his vm. exisb-. ;
ence = has in hinself ex inanite value,’ an déxternsl desiing,. Gnnaaquently,

he hne hls true home in 4 supereensuous ‘world - an.dafinitq sibjectivity,
goined 'only by o rupturs with ferd naturnl .a:d.s tence and vp;ue.ton, n.r'd.’ by h!.s &
lebox :to 'ored: .thelxr power fré:f ﬂithﬂ.ﬂ..;’ ooy Coas oL
"Thesa concutions aré not yet'a concreto ordar ‘hp.t aimply tha firat a’bstraot
principles, which are won by the instrumntr.lity of the chriat.tan Religion fer
the, segcular, State, Firat, under Thriptinnity Slavery. is 1nmcnsi'bza, Yot mah

is man An- the, a.‘bq’bre.ct easence of Mis'naturé ~ Ip cantenplnted in God.: e:mh- I f
-unit of mankind {g an o'bjeot of -tha grace of, God nnd of the Piving urposa' i

“1God will heve gll men to be #aved, ! Ubterly.excluding nld- apeoipb.ity. théred

fore, man, in eand for himself w11 "his ‘simple ‘quality of DEn - Fins 1ni’,ihita . -‘-‘~

value- “and this 1m‘in1te walua riboli.shd's :,p;gg gmta. nu pu.rﬁ:lcular‘ ty a.ﬁtach-
ing to bdirth or country,!- v iy Vs !

.#4 . ‘_,

”ha.’o men ahov.lcl think of themaelves in thix: way wn.s a trsmandeu;s revclu.t:lon.
It wae that begianing vhioh Hegal calls an abstract univevsal,. The’ hiatory of hu-
manity 1s no more than this a‘hstmct undversel doepming conerete,.,. Intemntlonal
soolalian ia. the coneretn embodiment’ of the abstpact.principle of Chrietinnity, °
And Ghri-stianiey appearad and iaternational sociallan is now nppqarlng bacnuse they
aré of the very noture of nan, *-To'cnll the rccognition uf thie telealogy and How'
liglon is a aign of tho gromtest igneranse, .6 $£:n0t 1gno:anca & dibernination at

. 81l coats to defend bourgeois soolety agninat the philgeophy ef Bolsheviam today

80 as not to have to dofend it ngolnet the ‘revolutionnry mesen ‘Eomﬁow. To* hove.

been Christian and to be sooialist le an axpresagion of the naed for conerete unle ¢

varsrlity whieh ip 2ot se much in as gf the very nature of .7an,. Pinlectip baaas
itgelf upon this preclecly because 1£ is:not religlouns end not telaolog}oa.l. b4 4

*Dinlectic as n mods of thought had 1ta origin smong the Greek rblloeophers, In
fact, the more one ponetrates into dinlectica, the more one is astonlshad nt the
colosual impudence nnd ignbrevve-which 'passes for exposure of 1t, Lenin was very
coneclons of ite histoxio significance., Ae he: wro.ta in 19151 "The diviaion -of the
oaz and the cognition of 1ts contradictery ports {see the qu.ntation from Phile on
E raglitus)at the eginning of Part III,'Knowlodge®, in Lossslle’s book on Hers
alitus in the egsenco {one of the 'ausentinlu‘ one of the prinecipnl, if not tho
Prinoipal characteristic or feature) of dialecti.us. This 4s preoisely how Hegsl
Tute the matter (Aristotle 4in his Metap h{sics continunlly grapples with it and
coupnts Heraolitus sand Herasclitesn idea But although Hegel learnt mora atout

83 dialestio from Aristotle than fyom any nthar ningle philosophar. he himeslf no=
copts Christianlty no the starting point of our eiviiizntion,

.




x1

this, scientifically spesking, is not the nature of man, then what do the eppon-
ents of dialectic offer instead? FElther man has expreaced these desives and
these aims 1t accident, i.,e., they have no gignificanca whatever, for he night
have expressed entirely different aims and had entirely different needs, and may
do oo tomerrow. Or these needs and aime are uot the nature of map bdut came from
goms outside agency! under vhatever nema you 1ike, thie is God. ’

1t is only in the sense deceribed sbove that dialectic speaks of freeden
and happiness being the purpose of men's exiptence, Purpose, not in the ro-
1liglous sense, tut in the semse that if we exomine men's history through the
centurlen, we observe that he has sought thege pims, It is difficult therafore
to ey what other purpose hia existence nae, and the anti-dialectician ie left
with the alternative that man's life has no purpose st all, which is only ancther
way of accomodating one's gelf to the existing society, bourgeois soclieby.

The lozical principle of uaiverszlity contains within 4t 2 logical contrae-
diction, the contradiction of ebstract and conerete, This loglenl contrrdictlion
ig n direct reflection of the objective circumstances in which the ner of early
Christianity lived, Their physicel and meterial clreumstances wore on the lowest
wossibla level, And therefore, to melrs thelr existence = totality, they had to
£i11 it out with this tremendous abstravtion. Thus is established the beslc
logicnl contraodiction in the universsl between conerste and abstract, between
ohjective nnd subjoctive, between yéal and ideal, between content and form..

- Bub together both form a whole and have no meaning apnrt from each other., Thay
are opposites but intorponetrated. To Christian man, the ‘concaption of heaven
was real and negessnIy, &n integrsl part.of his existence in the objective world.
Thoge who eccusc dialectlcs of being » religlon- undergbend nelther dialectics

_mor religien. | . T el R

 The Dinlectic of Nemativity /.

The Matory of ‘men ie his effort to make -the abatrrct ‘universal cencrate.
He constantly cecks to destroy, to move calde, *hat is to sy, %o negnte what
ippedes his mowenment towerd freedem and hnppiness. Man ie' the subject of histe
ory. "(The) subject, (man) is pure and elmple negativity.' “This is n cardinel
prineiple of.the dinlectiorl movement,’ The procéss ie molecular, day by day, ,
never resting, contimuous, Fut at a certain stagy, e vonbinuily is interrupted, °
The molsdular changes achieve o universelity nnd explede into a nev quality, a
revolutionary change. ' : ' - -

‘Pz:qvicus to the, rei_%'g;iixtiohary explosion, the aims of the stiuggle can ‘te
posed in partial torms, poesibility, It is the imposeibility of continuing to .
do this thit interrupts the gontinuity.* o

~ The revolution, preciis'ef,ly becruse it is s revolution, demands nll thinge
for a1l men, It is an abterpt to léap from the realm of objestive necessity to

the realm of objective freedom,

. But in the -iin_dted. o‘b;jécﬂve circuristnhses to which the low level of pro-
duetivity has confined sooléty, what 1s demnnded by, of and for all men, only.
gome men”can have, The concrete univarsnlity, therefore, becomes the property

i s Troteky expleined in a conversation with Shachtnan. (The New Inteppntionnl,
August, 1941), MPhe yhole thing 1s thera in Hegel's loglg....Vhen the quantity
of the condltioning oiroumstances reaches a cartein noint, - - o

) ‘ e . : - ‘vhon n1l the conditlons of the
revolution are at hand - and they are oll created by crpitalian itgelf - theae
conditions bednme guulitantively different. Fron moking the revolution posaible,
they mnke 1t necesdary. The revolution is inevitnble," ' '

R
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of soms men, a clnsa, They are therafore compelled to ume objective violence
agoimst thowe oxoluded gnd fo aubstitute ao abatract ppiveraaldty for the gbg~
erete universslity of which the mass bhas -been deprived. But tho abience of son-
crate universality therafore begine to be limited end.its limitations substituted
far by abstractions, :Thia is the Hagelian procese of "modfatlion.' The new state
entnblighed after the revolutlon, the idwolegy which aceomprnies i, are a form
of modiation betwean abptract and coperete, ideal and repl, "ete, :

; The’mediation ususlly mssumea the form of the state-power, ‘and- the .specific
ideolegical combinetlons of abatruact and concrete to bind the new relstions are
developed by the philosophy of the sgs. A new aquillbrium in the procese of the
dovelopment ‘of man hns been established, At a later stage, the same developing
process-will be vepested in the attempt to negate the nctusl stage of man pre-
-vilously 'estmblished, There will be the moss revolution for undifferentinted
universality, the olass dlfferentintion In ite renlizatinn the spiltting of the
antion into opposing factors, nnd the mttempt to renlize in ideoclegy the rocon~
ellintion of - the opposlng factora. Man is not only whnt he dees but what he
.thinke nand what lo oims at, . But this can only be Judged by the conerets, what
netunlly takes place, The truth is always concrete, But ‘this concrete tust al-
- ways be viewed in the light of the whole, past, present and future, Zhis '_is the
egaencs of the dinlectio. . ) ‘ -t

In the dectsive onge of the preface to the' Phenomenelogy, Hegel writes:

"Ag subject it 1s pure end simple negativity, and jJust on that account a . -
process of splitting up whnt is simple and undiffetrentinted, & prodens &
duplicating and setting factora in oppoisition, which (process) in turn is
the negation of thip indiffersnt diversity and of -the oppositidh of frotors
1t eatntle...It is the process of its own becoming, the cirale which prew
suppoa2e 1ts end ns lta purpone, and hae ite end far its beginning; 3 TR
becomes concrete nnd nctunl only by being carried out, and by ths end it -
involves." {pp. 80-81)

- Marx is expressing concretely just this cbneentrated Hegelian generaliz o
ation when be says, in The German Ideolepy: - . . - I :

" f¥or ench new olass which pute 1tge)f {n tha plnae of one mifhg bafare 1%,
-, ig coupelled, merely in order te.carey through its.aim, to represent its
interest as the.common inberest of all the. members of soclsty, put In an -
ideal form; 1t will give its ideas the form of univereality mmd reprapent
- them as the only ratlonpl, universmlly valid ones, . The clnse rmaking a reve . .
- olution sppears from the very start; ‘merely becmuée it is:ophosed to a glass,
.not: a8 a ¢lass but as: the representntive. of the whole soclety; it appoarn
as the vhole mnse of society confronting the ons ruling eclass, It ean-do’
this because, to stnrt with, ite interest really is more econncated with the
common- Interest- of all other non-ruling clespes,- becnuse updsr thé pressure
of conditlons-its Iinterest hne not yet been nble to develop as the partichinr
interest of a particular clasr. Ite victory, therefore, benefits nlso inany
individuala of other clusses which are not winning e dominent position, but
only in o far as it now puts these ladividudle in a pomition io i_-aine therm-
gelves into the ruling-clnsa...Every aéw clrns, therefore,. achioves ita ©
hegemiony only on o bronder basis than that of the elass rulihg 'previously,
" in return for which the oppositlion of the non-ruling olnss segoinst the-new ..
‘ruling class later develops zll the more thrirply and profoundly, Both thesa
. things deterning the fnot that the strugelé toibe waged ngninst tils new rul-
: ing clnna, in its turn, alms at a more degided nnd radienl nogation of the
.ssbrevious .conddtions :of sooiety than esuld all previous ¢lapoes which sought

. .
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This organization of historical development did nat fall from the sky. It
‘is the result of the concernt of the dialectic worked out by Hegel, thoe Hegel that
Burnbam calls the Merch~muddlar” of hutan thought, Without the élalectic it
could not be dons at'mll. It ic from the examination of the developing confiicte
between ghetract and conerete, subjective and objective, the abatract universal
reruml ng & certain content which becomes concentrated In a epeciel form, the
form gredunlly becoming infused with s new content antil it can contain it no
longer rnd expledes; 1t is from the examination of all tule in society and nn-
tury but particularly in ite 1deologleal reflaction in Philosophy that Hegel
worked out the significence and interconnection of cotegories and the movement of
his Logic, Just as Marx's economie catagories are in rarlity sociml categories,
Just in the same wny the logienl entegories, contrndictions, ete, of Hegel are
in reality soelnl categories, nud mocinl movement. Hepel, ‘and for verv good
rengons of hic time, led his Logie into mn impossible and fantastic Zdenligm
1bout world-splrit, ete. 3But the basis,of Mis work wes selldiy meterialistic,
He himeelf repeatedly explains this in the clenrest poseible way, .

#The community of principle whick really iinks togather individusls of the
same claos, end in virtue of which they are similrrly relrted to ather
exictences, sseumes & form in human consclousness; rnd thnt form iz the
thought or idsas vhich summarily comprahends the constituents of generic _
charpeter.,  Every 'universal!-in thought hag a -corresponding generie wrin -
ciple 1n Beality, to whiéh it gives intellectusl expression or form.!

(The Philogophy of History, p. 417, footnote) -

.Marx and Engels kmew this. They could ecnrry over the Hegalien dielegtic
into a materislistic form becruse it hed been derived originnlly nét from re-
“ligien but from a ctudy of 'the stages of man in nature ané society and the
veflection of these stoges in human thought, The Ainlcetie of negntivity, the
" negatlor of ‘the negetion, the imevitcobility of soclaliem are n culmnation in
logicnl .thought of soeial procesacs that hrve now culmdnated in: contermorary
‘Bociety, You lock 1n vain in the writings of Hook, Professor of Philosophy mt
New York Upiversity and Burnham, n pember of .the sone faeuity, for the sllgntest
understending of this, e L oo ‘

*
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) IIT, CLASS AND MASS
The Prinetrle of Medtitten - . | |

The texinning of this Irocess for the modern world is ‘Christinnity nand the
beginning +"presupposes itc end as ite purpode.” ' Hegel, -for reasons whieh we
ghell mave plain, conceived.the varlous. stages to ba the work:of the univeranl
splrit, Marx here is nis dlametrical opposite,’ Mare ig ik dfnlectical unterial
dgt. For him, and right from the very sbart, thegs concrete revolutionnry _stapros
ate the york of the great mrggen of ths neonle,. forever vor geeking the conerstion of
brdverdality ag the development of the produgtive forees croates ‘the objective
eircumatnnces ard the subjective deaires which move then, o -

Hegel could ses the &bstract universal, the relafior Datween sbatract and

7
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ctnerete in historical Chriutianity and tha developing relation in man hiatory.--.

Marx saw that, but beoouss he wns cloger to the end, hs ‘could see ‘more of the
"real" man, Becsuse he had sesn the revolutlonary prolotariat, he-was nble to
complets the dinlecticnl analysis of previous Btnges by the recoghition of the )
role of the revolutionnry masees. These nppear at the very beglaning of histery.

In hia 1nt;odﬁotioq to the Clnsp Mg;ag'Q Fennee, Engels writest

"Phis party of revolt, of thone known by the name of Christlan, war also
_ strongly represented in the army; whole legions were Ohrietinn, lhen they
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were srdered to attend the sncriﬁ.uial oaremn.les of the Pngan aa'hn.bnnhad ehuroh.
in order to do ths honours there, the rebel coldiers hnd the audnoity to stieles:
peculinr embloms, crosses, on their helmets in prodest, Even .the wonted barrack
erueltias of thelr superior offilcers wore fruitlees, ,The Emperor Diocletisn -
could no longer quietly lock on vhile order, obedienass and dlsoipline in his are
my were belng undermined, He intervened energetionlly, while thore wna stiil
tims, He pagaed rn anti-Socinlist, I should say, anti-Christian law, The mect-
i1nge of the rebele were forbldden, their meeting hnlle were closed or even :
(mlled dovn, the Christian bndges, corosees, eic,.wers, like the red handkerschlefs”
in Srsony, prohivited. Chrigtians were declared. inenpnble of holding offices in
tne state, they wore not ito Le nilowed even to beccme corporals, Binve there -
wng not availadble at thnt time judges se well-trmined intrespect of persona! as
Herr von E8llerie anti-revolt bill nasumes, the Christians were forbldden out of
hand to seck justice before & court, This enoeptional low wng rleo without of-
foot, The Christlans tore it down from the walle with scorn; they are even sup-
uoued to hnve burnt the Emperor's palace in Nicomedia over hiz head, Then the

intter revenged himnelf by the great persecution of Ciristipns -in the yenr 353,
according to our chronvclogy, I4 was the lnat of itp lind, J4nd 1% was so effect-
ive that geventeen yenrs later the nrmy consisted overwhalmingly of Chriatians,
and the sucoeeding sutocrnt cf the whels Romn ‘Smpire, Constantine, called the
Great by the priests, proclaimed. Ohristianity ns the state religion," (Ma.rx

Selectsd Works, Vol, II, pp. 191-192),

It was thua that historical Christianity came into being. '.'r.'l;;s Chriotinn
revolutionaries, howsver, wera not etruggling to establish the Hedieval Papacy,
The Msdlevel Papaecy wns a medlation to which the ruling forces of geelety fallied
in ordar to strangle the quest for univarsality of the Christlen maseens: In one
sense the Fepacy merely contimied the Roman Itperiur, and, in Hobbea! 'phrsse, was
indeed "no othor than the ghoat of thé deceseed Roman Empl.re sitting crowned upon
the grave thereof,” .

But it was mch more thon that, Primitiva Ghristianit" had ’negtm B o
maas revolt that had eouzht to estnblish the community of nen upen eavth, By 'Bha
time of Oregory the Great, when the Papnoy begen to taeke over the functions of the’
declined and fallen Bopan Zrpire, the Papmcy was beginning ita coreer ee %the Buc-
cesgor of the Emporors, moddnted by tho &romendous 1@3_&%%@% -
It .was the ghost of tho Roman Empirs and 1living symbol of Christ on Farth, . Homve = -
en vas %too abetrrct to satisfy completely the masses of the raoplac The Ohurch
gunrsnteed: them, 1in return for.obedience, the happy future:1life, DBut it sleg
. -tookk care of the 1ife on earth and perfo-mad. the functione of teacher, protector,
und provider for the pooF and. sick and neéedy, It:medinted betwosn socalety and -
heaven and betwoen the secular rulers of .soclety: and the fmsses, It euccored ths °
poor and wns n ecenter of 1earning, sgriculture and industry,- ‘The. Church mediation '
digguiged 1tself ag falth, hopé’ and charity, nnd the groatest of these was chars -
1ty. The feudal lorde vroduced their medimtion of honor and layalty, of which
loyalty wee rmeh the .more important, In the method by vhich it waz estnblished,
in its ountent and in its form, in its medlation of eontending clasree nnd its
rnenipulation of concrete and ohatrant subjective and objective, real and ideal,
the Medieval Papacy, as the eulmination of the Ghriaﬁian ravolution, containn ia -
embryo all the developnent to the mod.arn B2 .

Ihe Motive Foxce of History

¥

I

-
'

The dinlacticnl materinliet method Bthe prod.uct of a atnge nearer to, tha,
end. It is qualitatively different and therofore infinttely superier-to Hagal's
dinlectic, Constently, contemporary events throw n penotrnting 1ight inte the
pnet and thereby 1lluminate the future, It is, for exnmple, the conorste histe
ory of the loat thirty years of proleimripn révelutions thnt for- the firet time
rokon it poselble to gresp fully the meaning of the Rennissmnce, Jut the dinle
ecticnl materialint sbudy of the Renaissarce drives the last nnll in tha cofsin
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of those who hesitate befnre the conceptions of the hegation of the negation, the
inevitability of soclalism and the dictatorship of the proletariat, -Thero is no
finer example of the dialectical method, ms a continucus movenant from the past to
the present, from the developing rrosent back to the past, and then through the
very conoretenese of the present, 1lluminating the future, The truth ig the
vhole, '

The leading ldeclogleal characteristic of the early Renalusance can be uge~
Tully deeignated by the popular term "Humanism," The medievel towns produced a
brilliant elvilization, With the growth of wemlth, chiefly a result of commercial
ceplitalism, there arlse classes of men for whom the early Christian sontradiction
between objective and subjective, abstract and concrete, is no longer tenatle, It
ie not merely & questlon of obJective wealth, The iden of universallty becomes
more conorete because of the Menergetic position which man ic sensible of occupy-
ing in his pubjective power over outward and material things in the ‘natural werld,
in which he feels himself free and so gaine for himself an absoluié right," (Hegel
Philosgo Higtory, pe 414%) . :

The Fapacy is 1tself mediated. It became humanized, 4.6., more completely
secular, and thus tool the groad to 1ts own ruin. St. Thomae Aquinas had already
begun the rationelizatlon of faith, meking it reasonnble by a brilliant and pro-
found miguse of the writings of Aristotle, Dante, whom ZEngels calls one of the
firet medern men, though profoundly religious, for secular reasons winbed to- sud~
stitute Zmperor for Fops. The national monarchy beging to subatitute for the pap-
al authority, - '.' : X . :

So. far s¢ goods But, and here the Marxist dialectic sherply departs from
the Hegelion, the new universal was established and took its form by suéh violent
revolutions of the Furopesn proletariat gs Zurope’did not see mgain until the pere
icd vwhich opened in 1917, It 1s anly recently that: bourgeols historisna have be-
gua- to recognize these,. The historlans of the Bocinlist sociaety will in time

© make of thig one of the great chaptors of himaq history..

"As slweys 1n critical periods, there were a.serles of peasant revolutions
inBirope throughout the fourteenth century, They weTe of trewendous range and -
power, some of them sepl~goeiaiintic, But they wepo not decisive, The deeisive .
revolutions wera revolutions of ¥he workers and the petiy-hourgsoisie of the
towns. If the phrase had not already béen appropriated by Marx{ste £or the reve
olution of the soclaliet proletariat, it would be perfectly correct to say that
within the various manieipalitien, the workors eimed at,“conc,i_cu_s:w,_and in gome
fev. cases actually achfeved, the dictatorskbip of the proletariat, K

In the inst half of the fourteenth eentury, these revolutions swept from
one end of Europe to another. In Salonika, the grilors rdd the artisans ruled
the rich, the landowmors, the comméroial magnntes and the olergy for ten yenra,
In Italy, the struggle was bdtween the "fot" and the "thin," . In Bologne, in Gone
o2, in Sienna, the masses mught to obtaln abiolute mastery of minieipnl power.

In Florence under the leedership of Michel Lando, they arganized the celebrated
revolt of the Oiompl and eotablished the dictatorship ofthe proletariat. They
‘celled the workera MGod's people," Rome ond other towns ‘saw similar battids,

But it was in ths Lowlonds, in the towns of Ghent, ¥pres, rnd Bruges that the
workers made the most desperate offorts ‘to eatablish thelr own dictatorship. Reve
olutionary history dbadly needs a Marxigt study of the ineldentn which center a~
round the vaun Artevelde family, Over .and over ugain during o period of decades,
the workers rose, Mora than once, they eatablighed their dietatorship, they pro-
claimed’ an equality of fortunes and the suppression of all sthérity oxoept the
authority of people who live by manunl labor, They vepeatadly defeated the flow
er of feudadl chivalry, It in reported that in Ghent, the workers went so far us

« v

, . ‘ . . 38




xvi

to plan the ecamplete extermination of the.bewrgbolisie nnd the nedles with the axe
ception of children of aix years of nge, ,I.E..t};e, German towne of Cologne, Strasa-
vhure; Mlx-la=CHasplle, Lubevk, Stebhin ehd 7any ophers; in Berceloss, Valoncle
and othet' towns''bf' Spain, thé samo desperate batilps 'took place, The 'dorking
clape end ite allles closest o' it fought fof Fifty'ybars ell over Europe ‘to_ost-
ablish prolotaglén’ domocracy, Why they fhllpgd 1o arhieve substantinl: successes

was due not oﬁ“y"‘ho tho 10t lovel of produdtion‘but the'fadt thrt they fought on~
1y ms members of 1lpolated municipnlities, Sore of them indeed nimed boldly ht an
internptional prolpbarian revelution, .But,j}'l.g:ig‘__t!:mp, was not, vet,.

Wi is no¥ railelon, It is'history, Let Bolsgonads, a-bourgeole histore
tan}’ ppepk in the ¢dpcludiph perugrapt of, his'Life and Work in Medieval Burops,
Tre Ferddr’ should’ read cafslully edd vote particularly thé words we, have unders
11—135:-: e :. : N i ..|‘7."‘- ",', L ‘o-.‘ -“. .- - !
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~Nxer tne £AML 4ime thé ‘nasiks; cénsing to be ‘mere herds without rights or
N {;ﬁbuéptg"af'th'@ig:ovm. begame nessbclations of freemen, proud.of thelr inde~
" pendenee, cédugcloils of the value and dignity of thelr labour, fitted by thelr
Intelilzent activity to colloborate in all spheres, politicnl, “econémie snd
gocizl, ir the tasks +which the arigtocrnts belleved themse)lves alons rhle to.
“fulefll, Mot onlyrw~s the power of prodiction muliiplied a hupiredfold by
thelr eforta, 'but soclety was regepernted by the incerrrnt inflix,of new and
vigorous 'bl'ribzl.,*' Socinl selection wes begesforth better aspured,” It wne-thanks.
to"the ‘devotion’and spirit of these medievn]l midses. thnt. the netiona beeame con-
‘~gotous of thomsd¥fes, fOr it wns 'they vhe brought abmit the trinmph of prilonal
“prtrEotism, just he their'Joeal patriotism hal burned £6r towm or villnge dn " .-
. the past, The martyrdom of a pensant girl from the mnrshes of LorrAine saved
the firet of the great natlons, France, which hnd become the most brilliant
hoine of clvilizabitn in the 'Miadle Ages, They geve $o the' modern ptates their |
. firet arpies, whiSH wére ‘Buperior to those’of feudal chi¥alry, Above all, it
“was ‘they who priparsd the 'sdvent of democracy and Yegueabhed o the 1nboring
~pAsesy the {hgtiufedtd of thoir power, the prineiples of freedsm and,ssgociat-
lon, Lebour; 8¢ %614 daspleed ‘snd depréclated, beonme'a Tdwer of incomparsble
foroe in the world, and itd'socinl value bededa inerensingly recognized, It
ig from the Middle dges that this cepiiel evolution tokeq.its dnte,ani 1t is
this ich maksd this perfod, sc often migundsrstood, and se fudl of o cor~ e
, fuged bubtslngilarly poverful activity) thé most {undriast in the univarenl hine
tédy-of 1nbour ‘bifore the grent’changes’witisdeed. by tXe lefghteenth and nine-
. teentn'.g_eytur.‘q:g_af.;“ l".'.'. n &;.:' ik : . ' :: ':.. .'. i | . o
. “THiE v ‘the worklsy d¥nds five Rindred yéurs*égo. They ‘were not prolete:’
nriane’ in’the modern ‘gensey THEY Were“for thd ‘mdst part fres workers in the
guilds, They did ot fundtion WEthin the'secimlized orginizntion of modern lnbw
or, Dut note, Mesers, anti-dinlecticlans ard anti-Marxists, thnt thepe workers,
five hundred-yunrd ‘'age, &11 over Zurope, believed that they were "fitted by thelir -
intellfgent motivlty ¥n 0ollstsdate 4n 211 ‘spheres, poiiticnl,. economle and age- .
1al 1 the 'bﬁska-'h-rhich-.the-'Srvis'tbcrat"s'-:'b_elifavéd themselved nlone sble to fuiflll,h
That teivhat the mI1ions''sf proletarians nll over the worid todoy beliavd, Their,
ancestors. of. five fundred yedre ago were not an develomed ns theworlern of todeye
But they fought ‘for'complets equality, for ‘complebd démocrncy, for universaliiy,.
The whoTe of doderd Mlstory showi' thnt thelr desgendnnts of today will have the,
anme ap sddiety wEll go' down'in fuln. Ws belleva ‘that they will succeed, .And
you,whet do yow belleve? -' T e S .
T ".; . Voemepe es o R ey PN A . '- ‘
. +The medtdvil workdss falled” Hit They ebablished .bne foundations of what
we lmdw-as Iiberdddam, Sdte of 'ty ant':t:i-g.isle'_'p"ticiripp" nt411 1ive on 4%, thin <
trhough Lt hah -becums, - The -bourgecisle and the feudnl lords, ir terror of thosg .
vorkera, rellied behihd the absolute mbnavohy add the ‘natfoyal stato, Both humwe
dsm -t the inatidnnl btate of ‘the ‘hbacTdte’ monnxchy wers medintions of tha mnag ..
prolotating dewtre for-dhivbrselity' o' longer in heaten But eb eavth, Humaniem
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was & Mediation, tha pubstitution of a 1libersal culture fox the rlg}; in. place of -
the eomplete self-oxpression desired by 'the worf:e:-s. Tha. nnhional state, dda- .
oiplining the church,; .supplemented the sonerete o'b:]ac'c.!.ve protection of weelth.:

by abstract.subjective -claims of bhelng the arbiter nr Justico, the gunrdian of

law and order, and the protectér of all the people.” The. contre-dictious, the a.n-
tngonieame 4in the quest for un!.versality had ‘erown. aha.rper than aver.

S0, Messors. d.oubtera and seeptice end snoerers at dia.'l.ectio, you will begin
to see perhape that vhat dialeoticipne believe in is not the xesult of religion.
We have o certain conception of the nature of men based en history. When Marx and
Engels wrote sbout the proletarian revolution in cornectlen with tho negation of
tha negntion, when they wraete that in the prar-.ht stage of soclety, man would ¢
e{ther nchieve this revolution or aoclaty would ‘tenr itoelf to mieces, they were, -
being gulded not by the diclocntione of -Marx's"psyche", ag Edmupd Wilson thi.nku,
or Ly nny degelian tricds er hlstorical rellgloblity, na ‘in_the opinlon of Burnhanm
and Hooxz., It wns o loglcal:daduction from ths ‘experience of history. The siruggle
of the nagees for universn:l.iw d1d not: begin yesterdny, An inteilectual 2ike -

Dewey belleves that annls. quest ie the guest for certainty. The inteilectusl be- . .

liaves thnt nll men pre intellectusds. That is wrong, Hen aealr. not intellectua!. s
certainty. The quest is the mase quest for universality in sction and in 1ife.

1t 45 the mobive force.of histary. And history has reached. aa:limo.l‘becmme this o
‘quest haa renched.a. cli.-maz. ) _ L. o

. .
S
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Spnce tompuls rTapld compresaion of the next gren‘.‘..n‘mges .'m bha procesa or
tocla) development - the Protestant Refermntlon and the French Bevolution. Eiging
enplfnlisn exproprinted the agricultural laborer, aand in the crention of ‘mge~ - 7 |
1abor threw the masges further back fron concrate univeraality thsm they hed eter
been, For' centu.ries Hupanlen hod dragzged’ universal}ty. i'ro:r hanvendown to earth
nnd had by that ma.de tha contradiction bat‘-weqn raeal. Ard idenl nn intolerabla prs
tngontem. The nev paaletariat.could ncét pley eny grert ‘..prt in thepstruggles of” .
the Protestant Heforpatlon, as-the.nature wcrlvqr of t!*,a ne:liew.l Ftowvne had’ done. o
Kence the classes whieh.beolc the. ledd in’ the new stmgglcs were the fbourfgeoisie.
and the potty-bourgeoisie leading the perisants, Let us concentrate cm‘:o'la out-"
standing and familler exmnple, hﬂ Engli.sh nevolutioq., . oo . e

l. . ’ 1 "'u

The Puribzms. give us -the‘ lcev" to the underktn.nding of the vhole poriod 1n v
the light of the. struggle for demperaty. 'I"xa ravolu‘tion of Iuther had shattered
forever the cln&ma of the Popo as redintoi 'bat{-:ean God and pan.. It placed the
.veapensidllity for the individunl'e morsl nn.l'mtion sgunrely on the ind.ividual
man. As Hegel put it: ¥This is the essence of the Reformation: Man is in his ,_L
very anture destinsd to be Free’ and in his own panu.lig‘xr Tut profound manner ho' *
suma up modern history, :YTime, -slnos that epooh, hs.had.no other work to do thAn -

the formnl imbuing of 'r,\m world. wvith this prinemle in brirging the’ Ilaconcinr.hion
impliodt (in Ohristimnity) Anto-objestive-and explieit’ realizntion," If you stand
it on its’head, and sgy that-the objective devalopment of mn in society has Been
the various stngen ‘through vhich various olamsds have nought %o realize the fz‘ee-
d.on inplieis in Ghriatianity. a great truth m'n heve been grmmed. " e

But the mass of mem do not think, and certn&nly dq ;mt nut acoord!.ng tb
thoss terms, The Puritene 9f town and eonntry, petty—houpgeoia md - eamt—pro'!eif-—-
arinn, shut off fronm freedom.by the estets, nttemptbd t0. astnblish demogrney id”
teliglon, The sects ench nttempted to form & poginl conmnity in vhich the ‘lr-
dlvidunl would exerolsc the new freedof, unlifltéd except by the equnl. freedon of
cthor men, Jemes I of Zngland did not misundﬂrnthnd their one hit, He digcerned
tie republicanism hidden in thelr untt—Ecaluniaatician. To all: thelr argunents
for pgliginug freedon ho invarinbly croesked ‘in reply, "No Bighop, no King." Their
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weakness wag a socinl veakness, the Jlack ef e¢rganization which reflected the,
scattered character of .their labor., But .when the big bourgeoirie and some 1iberal
arigtocrats started the ravolution, avd the small farmers and smell masters of the
towns were orgzanized.in the arny, the Puritnns showed what soelal Posslonas ware
hidden behind thair penlm-singing, In \161@,’ tired of the vaciliations of thelr
bourgecis and aristodratic leaders, they Goized the reraon of the King and hsld
‘him as = hostnge. They bhon began negotintions with Cromwell nnd in the tuin
documenta. the Agreemont of the People und the Heada of the Proposals, they. put
forward 1 program for rarliamentary democrneoy such as wns not oven put forward in
Englend until the Chartist movement two hurdred ‘years later, They put it forward
Lo Oromwell; and in the discussiontwith Cromwell end: his brother-intlay, Ireton,
they rnlged the property question es n barrier to democracy in the most plain-
snolten manner, These were not the Levellers, and the Diggers, who were the ex-
treme left. These were the main bedy of the army. They wers supprosged hy n
comblnatior of froud and force. But Cromwell, striking to the left, wne compelled
to strike at the right also, Charles I wag executed and the monarchy wng * -, - -
destroyed. In the familinr rhrase, 1t wns not monarchy but royalty which returned
rt the restoration, Monarchy in Britain wne gone forever, destroyed by the re-

" liglous democrate, They had Meld power fér eleven yeors, but as =lvays, and par-

tievlnrly in this case, .they were tpo, few to represent the nation and the ola
process of mediation once more took place, They had clenred the wny for capital-

" 'iem  rnd novhere was the antagonien sharper betwaan devzloping crpiialiam and the

tagses of the natlon then in England.

The Mstory of the French Revolution 1s familiny %o 211 Harxists and the
- conclugions for our main argument are thersfore easy to draw, . s

. - . v o e R A
‘ The -intervention of the pagses, its rnnge and: power, the secial desires,
the capacity for-achievsment pnd srorifics, revenled itealf o an Gd'ucated_.;Eurgpe S
which had not dreemnt that the shabby exterior of workers ard pensants and the. com-
aon people hid sush golossal. ensrgies and auch .goeinl needs, fhe ‘qliest for ‘univ-
ersality was ne longér a sesret, Iiberty, equelity ana fraternity were the
actuel elogans of ths révolution, -If ths Reformetion had sought to establisch a
"demperatiel freedom of religion, the "French Revolutlon attempted to establish o
coclal freedom of poilfical desmoeracy. IF eut .of the individuslls Peapongibility -
for hls.own galvation, there hnd leept democracy, out of hig political freedom,..
there lanpt commnism; . Robdsplerrels dictatorshipy was an attempt to' establish -
the relgn of virtue, _But the Fronch misses, netonly Babeuf, saw and vere: ready
for what wno needed, drastic reguletion and ‘even confiscation of the property of”
the rich, The modern problem was posed, But it was the old prodlem in a new ‘
and more ngegravated, a more contradictory form. ‘

When the French Revolution was over and men had time -to ‘think, it wag sesn
that the ravolution of remson and the mighty struggle for lidberty, aquality and.
fraternity had left men farther apert then ever before, Behind the formal equal- "

. 1ty before thae law, eapitelist production was ascumulnating wealth at onepole and
migery,. subordination’ and dagradation at the -othep on a seale hitherto unknown,
The wniversality of e, folth, hops, chnrlty,
eauality, fraternity, demccrncy, thesé wera ne -
henven of the sarly Popea. These idenls had a ce .
clngsen, but thinking man could aee that the needs nng deprivations of the ex-
cluded maas renctsd with devastating effect upon the humenity of the rulers, The
mneses had tried te muke tho state & popular state, The result had been the
crontlion of m monstor such es hnd never bean seen before and far surpaagad in -
range and power the otato of the absolute monarehy, It was in the throes of thig -
contraidiction which wns shaking all Europs that Hegel, the culminntion of the
Gurman clemgicnl phllosophere, set himself to study the problem of humsn destiny
tnd tlakoratod a theory of knowladg, : T
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Hegel racogniged whst mon were striving for and he recognized that the
Fronch Revolution was a climax in this -struggle, He knew and undesstsod Adam
Smith; He understood -the fragmentation and dehumanizatlion of man in the prooess
of. capitaliet production, Same of Harx's Wogt famous pagee in Capitel have as
their direot origin some of Hegel's doacriptions of the workors in capitalist
industry, This was, for Hegel, the final inauperable barrier to eny community of

_ aspoolotion among men, Universelity for the mass of men was -impossidle..

IV. THE CULMINATION OF ABSTRACT UNIVERSI&LITY-

¥arx vz, Heégal

_ Y& whe-1ive townrd the end, in the-epech of Hitler and Stalin, can under-
atend Hezells conclupions better than most men of previous gonerationa, with the
exception of Marx. Concrete unlversality for ‘the mass of men wap imposslbls,
It wne & oighty deelsion to take! But Hegel dtd not flinch. Only the state,
sald Hege), ecould embody universality for tke commnity. But, in panticuine,
the.atnte ves a defense ngrinet the revolutionnry mngses. Hege hed seén them.
and their activities in Europemn history and now the French Revolution had ghown
that nothing could ever come.of it, So it had been and it would ever be. At
anch ctage theyefore, o’ Pew . chodan, 1ndividunls repregentad the abetract gpirlt of
markind, Usiversality had to be restricted to these. ' This wae the basis of - -
Bogel's idenlism, 3ut with the clear insight of a great scholar of beth ‘pant and’ |
enntemporary history, and by hi's magstery of his ‘methed, he.anelyzed and drew his’
_apalysias to its cencluslon, The stete would bave to organize, production, The. -
" chama of capitalist production would hnve.to he ddyeiplined. by ovganlzing the

| sepnrate industries into corporations. .The.state would be.tha ptate of . - o7

the: corporationn,’ Univergallty being impossible'to all .men,.-the: state-bureans
errey would ombedy universptity -and representthe comtanity,;  HegeT' did not know .

‘the medorn proieteriat. - He operated therefora on the brsls of the inevitability .-
of proletarian subordination, -But gramt him that premise and nds: dinlegtieny v T
mathod shows that he ‘made an satoniching anticlpation in thought of the inevitabls
end of bourgeois soclaty - the totalitarisn otate. Hegel must not ba-minjudgeds ¢ - -
Ha was no reactionnry nnd deapl¥e hl@ corpprate-btate, the Nazim hated him, -He - .

. yrote: and propovnded in Yhe-name Af freedom and Remson, But thosc who ‘today smeed . ©'°

. @t him and his dialectis are not fit.even:to-wips the diet off his books, To-this

" partieulerly modérn polities,™

“dny, excapt far the writisgs’of “the groat Marxists, no single writor dince .tha " -
Fronch Revolution hna so mich to ‘say that 1 lndiepeneable to aodern’ thought and = -

» }“.f' Lo : . ’ S o
This is where Marx began, It wes aa impossidle to go any farther along .= .-
the romd af Hegel ns it ig Lmpossidle to go ferther than the fotalltarian etate - -
»f contepporary history, Beyond both lies only decay; Marx hind to abenton the
quest for undversality or find n new besis feriit.© °. v

" A long line of Burepean thinkers, Ricardo, Fétrigr, Saint-5imon, Feuerbneh,
and the elmgplcnl edonojnists,. tHe ferdent in Europe which preceded the, revelution-. :

- ary outburst of 1848, apd, vhas Hegel hnd nover seen,’ the emergence ef tha prelet-

- dediren and aspirations of men;:: o .

ariat ns an organlzed soelplefeoree, ‘thise.gnve -to Mafx, alrendy a fnpter of =
Hegel's system, the impetis jo. thé-few,syotex, Men weré most -obvioudly mot mband
doning universality, Thoy had sought it in henven, in the freedon of, 're;!}gi.on’f\-‘ .

in the freedom of politios. :Poiltics had failed, Nelther Hsgel nor Yark ‘evegt G
had nny illusiohs nbout bourgeois democracy as n solution to the }tnquenc};a‘blq v

s '
L] Vo

i superbiy odited and fronslated edition of The Philosoohy -of Rlekt oy Hegel: -
_har mpponred in rocent yoara., It is Sndispenanble to seriovs students; of. L, e
Harzism, (by T.M. Knox, Oxfaord, 1542) T A S
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Notr:iag 10 more 1ndieative of tlu philouophicd eharaeter of Ha..‘xim nnd.
1ts organi J continulty of the tradition of the great philesephere of Dureps than
the method by which ¥Marx diemlissed democrstie pelitles, TFor Nars, bourgsecle domos
cratic pelitice was a fraud, but like sll the great panaceas from Christlanity on,
it wec an expression ef the perenntal need, historically conditioned. The predust-
ive process of capltolism denied any real community fe men, And democratic polite
ies, like roligien, was a form of mediatien by which men gained the 1llusien that
thay were all members of one eeclal community, an illuslon of universality, How
net te romember Hitler's insigtence that his tyrennical regime represented the
folk commmity. The more the Napi regime deprived the masses of 21l humen rights,
the more imperative 1t woa to substitute an sbstractien of abstractlens te eroate
the tetallty of existence, a sense of universality, without which men cannot 1ive,

Marx reversed Hogel at all points, It was net an individua) .intellectueld
construction, Men were deing 1t a.nd hed been doing it all aroun him for yoars.

. Hegel nay ebjeotive histery as the guceessive nanifestation of a world-
spirit, Qf‘arx placed the sbjective mevement in the procees of produetion.s Hogal
had been driven te sse the perpetusl quest for uhiversality as necessarily confined
to the procean of knuwledge. Marse reversed this and reoted the quest for univarsa‘l-
ity in the need fer the free and fuil developrent of all the inherent and aeq_uirad.

- charasteriatics in preductive and intellectual labor, Hegel had mode the moti.ve
© force of histery the work of a fow giﬂ:ed individuale in whom was. concentratad the
i sselal mevement, Marx propeundad the viow that it was only whem idems seized:hold
of the mngges that the vrecese of histery moved, Hegel -dreaded the revolt of. the'
‘fnadarn nass,” Marx mnde the medern prolstarian revolutisn the rmotive foree of-mo
 arn histery. Hegel placsd the future guardianship of esglety in thes. handa of. tha
R 'Bureaucracy. Hapx. sow. futura soclety as headed for ruin exespl undor the rulerw: ' -
#. ~¥! ghip of the preletariat a.nd. the vnnishing dintinctien between 1ntellectual and ji R
. manua.l 1aboz'. . 3 _ R

Tlm.t was the confliot, That is tha conflict today, The prélet,a::ia.t,"_uai.d...' R
Marx, is revelutionary or it is nothing. The proletarint . he ssid, w1} eonguer:
\\, T nociet;r will destroy 1tself, The burca"c:acy a3 conceived by Hegel he subJect—
ed.te a mercilems snnlysie, - Lot the reader think of Hitlerite Germeny and. Staline
_ iet Ruesin and what is develeping in .Britaln, and he 'will ses how prafound how ..
realistic, hew sntioipatery of the absslute oriuie was the:batile betweeh the Yast '
of .the great bourgeels: philesophers and the first philasepher of the proletarian
revolution., The smug antiediniectieians have net yet caught up w&th this. Mnniot
betvasn. the masters of dislectic ever a. I-mndrsd years ago,

. Narx, tha.n whom no gren.far admizer of Hasel sver 1ved, pulox.‘..ﬂd thﬁ. \mah--
" nesg’ of the master vhe had fathered him,

"UHogel's ooncapt!.on of histery is nothing ether thpu the speeulag g:g?gﬁa
ChristiensGorman degoin of the epposition of epirit and matter, Ged and the
werld, This gppesition expresses itaclf within hiastsry, within the human
“lwarld Lteelf, ns o fov chesen individuals, netive spipite, confzontlng the
rent. of humity. the spiritless mnss, matéer, Hogells cenception of Fiwtoxy |

. presuppeses an abatroct er absolute ‘spirit which develops itsolf se that: hmm-
ity {8 euly n noss bearing this epiri{ unconseciously or conselously, Within
the empirisny exoterio histery, he secs s spoeulative dseterio higtery, The
histAry of mankind is tronsformed inte the history of the abstract spirit of
nankind, bayend actual men,

"Pnrallel with this Hegelian dactripe,. ‘ahera was dovoloped in S'ranua the’ tnuery
8 4 1 of the dectrinnires preclaiming the sma!gnty of redeson in oppaauien to the' -
savrolgaty of tha people, in spder td exolude the'hassee and rule alens, The-




result. is that if the activity of the actual masses in nothing more than the
.activity of a mase of humen individuals, ‘the abstrsst universelity, reasen,
spindt popsesses rbebract expression exhaustsd in a few Indlviduals, It do-
ponds upon the: position und the strerigth of imegination of essh individual
whether he will:pass & reprementative of ‘epiritl' (Marx, The Hol:r Fnmily)

You do not want to é.ccept tho concept of the 1nevitability of cecimlism?
Then, gentlemen, there is welting for you the theory of the elite, the chosen few,
.Heither. Marx nor Hegel played with these ideas which for them wore goeisl replit-
les.. s ) . ' )

. -Hegel hzd observed the unconscious development of the process of mediation.
The bureaucracy of his corperate-state was s consclote. final mediation, Marxz, in
the Critique of the Hogolinn Ehilosophy_of Right, took up the chellenge, The
passege vhich follovs might have been sirange or difficult twenty Yyaars ago, nob
todey. The reader mist romorbder that hoth Hegel nnd Marx had common Dpreauppoplte.
long - the recognition of the quest for universality, tha recognition that the .~/
French Revolution had brought the perpetunl medintion of the groving contredict~ )
ions o some final etoge. The essences of the passage is that while Hegél believed .
. that the bureaucracy con ond rust be a mediation for unlversality, Marz: chows. that
© the confradiction betwcen .objootiva ond subjentive, between idepl and zeal, core
* -crete and abstrnet  hes now reached such a stnge, that the tniversality of the
bureaucracy can have ro reclity. - The quest for univarsality, embodied in.the
mneges, constituting the great mss of the nation, forblds any mediation.  The
©burenuerncy is compalled to bocome objectively the embodiment of the orassest.
- materialism and subjectively, in its words, tho embodiment of the orussest
-+~ hypoérisy, , : e o L

(PR

" Here is the p:.-soge with certein words emphasized, . . .

- -"The 'state formelisn! which the burenueracy is, is the 'state ro formaliem' .
- end as euch formnlism Hegel has dosgribed it, Since this *stato formnlienm!
+"1a congtituted as actunl power and its cwn matarinl contont becomes itamelf,.. .
- 4% ig gelf-undeorgbood that the "bupeauetney! is'n netynrk of prasticnd 13iuss’
tons or the ‘illusion of the stebe.' The burenucratic spirit i¢ n thoveushly
.~ Jegultical, thoologlenl spirdt. - The burennorate are ths Jepults and the = -
* -thaologlang of the sfnbe, The durenuerncy in thé ‘repubiique peatre,' (réepub- .
lican priaest). _ ‘ ' L : S

Since the byremucracy im sssentinlly the 'stote ng formalism,' 4t 1s this

_ &lso in its purpose. Thus the actual purpose of the. ntats nppears to the -
burenueracy as o purpese agalnst the atate. The oplrit of the burenuerncy is
the'formal opirit of -the atate.' It mnlees therefore ha 'formal ppivit of the
atote! or the pobunl empbiness of mpdrdt of the séate into n ootezories) io-

- pergtive. The Bureaucracy thus is driven. to bogoma the final ond and purpose
of the state, Since fhe burenucraoy mokes its 'formnl' purpope into ity gopge
tont, it gets inta conflloto bverywhere with tho 'renl! purpeses, It ig thova.-

. $ere peceggary to substifube the foru for the content, the gontent for the

* forn. The-pirpomeqg of the stnte arb transfermed into ndrinigtrotive .oneg,_or
tho adnintatentive purpogen into state purposes. Tha bureaucrncy s o sirole
.ouk of vhich po one onn get. Itg hlerarchyiss hderarchy of lnovledge. The
opex-entrusta o the lower ecircles: insight ints particulnr things, and the
lowor circlm ondrusé to tho apex insighte into’ the universal and thus they

" matually interéhongs.” - " T T

This is tho soclal onatomy of She Stalinist buremucracy, This &8 nod the E
. turepucracy ef & backward eoonony, It is not a degeneration, It hne not arigenm |
‘Iran struggles over consunption, It has ro prolotariun bagoelt i ths olimn¥ of
'8 hiabhricel etnge, when tho subjeative desires of the maswes, the "recl “huRenity

NP A L e
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become 80 objactive, that the ebatract, the subjactive,. the forzal, Pthe state as
formslfien,¥ the state ag deceiver, booomes the sole purpose of ths atate, In the .
present conditlon’of the world it becomes a theoretical necessity to cut thig .-
monster off from ell connection with the soolalist ides, teo place it vihere 1t be- -
lorigs ~ an organic part of the vld forcos, suppreseing the new. '

Let us continue,

- *The burequcracy ig the imaginery state begides the real state,the spiritual-
iem of the state. Everything therefore hag g double meaning, n real ong and
buregucratic one, as knouledge is double, real knowlodge and bureaucratic,
also the will), The real essence is handled according to its buresueratic
essonce. according to its othor worldly spiritunl essence. The buresuerney
bas the ensenco of tho state, the spiritunl eseence of soclety in ite posgppge
lon, 1t is its private property. The genaral spirit of the burenueracy e the
secret, the mystery, guarded internnlly through the hiernrchy, externally as
the closed corporation, The npparent spirlt of the state,” the opinion of tha
state, nppenr thorefore to the burenuerriey as o tresson to 1ts wrsterien, .
. Authepity is therefore tha principle Bf its knovwledgze, and deifying of auths |
ority is 1ts princinie. Within itgels, howéver, spirituslism bacomep s crans.
" mnterialigm, the mnterislism of paselve obedience. of belief in puthority,
the peehandsn of Pizad Formol behnvies,. fized prineinles, observations, tragd:
itiong. As for the individunl bursausrat, the purpose of the atate becomsp
e privete purpuse; o hunt for higher poots, for careers, First, he regards
real 1ife as material, for the spirit of this 1if6 hng ite exclueive existen;
in the-buresuerncy, The buresucracy mist $herefore. proceed to make 1iving. ag:a;:rﬁ’
waterial as pessitle. Secondly, it s matericl for itself, i,e,, so far ag it
bacomes an obJect of buresueratic handling, for ita spirit is presoribed ts
1t, its puspose lies outside of it, its existence tg tho- existence of admin
istrntlon, The stalc exists henceforth only as fixed spirits ef various: of?s d
. lces, whoge connsction is subordination and passive obedlence, Aeotunl geleped
sppeers as without content, .actunl 1ife ‘is ne dend, for the Amaginney Knowing
- fnd impednary 1lving pngs ag the @ssencs. The bureaucrat must therefore dee
' lieve Josultically with the -actual ctnte, be this Jesultigm now -consclous,. or

- ungonscious, It is, however, necessnry that ns soon me his oppoeite iz lknse

~he aleo mchieyss self-ccnsciouenoss.and purpsseful Jesuitiem, % . (Marx, The -

Oritique of Hegalls Philogophy of Right) oL e

.7, I%'is only necessary to remind the reader that both Hegel and Merx were

operating on the basis of the new barriers to universality pesed ty capitaligt- . .}
produstion, o : : LT :

_In the review, "After Ten Years,! I could touch only.bi'iéflly (auch,ﬁfé,‘ﬁh’e,;-'
trisls of politicel minorities), upen the dehunani zation of the Russian bureau<-. -
eracy, (p.19). The seme article seyst . L

"In cocialist n'ocie'ty\.or Aina ‘aociéty‘ tﬁ.‘ﬁeitiona], to aocial.iém.,' i.:oli,t'i-qs.‘
selenge, art, literature, education ell become truly social, -The ipdividusl.
1s able to exeroise his gifte to the highest capacity, to boocoms truly unde

~ vorsal, because of the esgentimlly éollective 1ife of tho society in which he . .
livon. Tock at Stalinist soclety, Mo individusl is more 'political' then ..
the individual In Stalinist voclety, 'HNowhere are art, literature, educntion,.

sclence, 8o Integrotéd with 'soclety.! This g the sppearance, In reality,
never before hns there been such n prostitution of all these ‘things. for ‘the

. torruption and suppreselon of the direet yroduger, with the resulting dderads
atlon ef the producers and ranugers siike," (p, 19) R
o ! " . . W . v LT
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Faond ngiua axe d.ri.rau te M'y the 'ntata as !oruﬂim’ to 3bs mpt
treme points Hitler celled his s¥ate the Srinsst democrasy, his doumint by wes ihe
folk-gommnity of thi vhele pation, His rogize was Psvcialiem.? The Stalinfe -
regine goea farthor, Thes state posdesses ali the virtues, The internationaitst
cancepiion af human welfare is malntained through ¢he oonnection with the oormgt
ead depraved Comemnist Parties and the constant appeal ts the masses of the werld.
The state guarantees a "gepuine' domacracy, a "genuine® freedom of epesch, Scienge,
art snd literatupe, llika preduction, exiot only to serve equality (vithin rezson)
end featoraity, hanar, loyalty, chivalyy, genlality, are the possesefon of all the
people (except the Trotskyltes.) The leader ia the leader bpeause he pessessse al)
these qualities to n superlative degree. Ay opposiiieniet to the elightesct of
thate clainms becomss immediately en anomy devold of all these viriues and fit
only fer extermination, The totality of ths abatraction is %o be expleined only
by the totality of the deprivation, Teodasy this state is not only confinsd te
Russis as on iselated phengmenou. It 1s epreading. Trotaky taught that the
growth of the Stalinist state was due to tho struggle over conmumtion. We caxn-
net nccept thies at 211, That theory is fraught with terridle dangers whieh -
insists that ten to fiftegn miilion men In slavs-lnber comps and ¢he most highiy-
organiged polisowstate in history are ths meve by-producte of g hlghar nede ef

. "The Stelinist state i the completest expresalon of {the clase stnte .

net the distortod heginning of something ney tut the culmination, the finnl form
of the eld. To bellave that this sinte ham maobs only in sonsuzption and nob irn.
the whole productive system is te snddle the cmepts ‘ot Harxia.n séelalisn wieh
a burden vhich thsy cannet indefinitely carr.v -

Of preoisoly the came gonve are the abuﬂrmtions of the bourgeoin d.em.
perecies, different not in quality bu¥ only.in degree.. FPhramcs like the’ "Oantury
af the Cormon Man® and the "Foup Ireedoms” aks abstractions te satisfy the A 4
pression ef e‘bJective neads, ‘The: Laugue ‘of Ernf.ionn of 1519 bacomes the United
Haticnn of 1947, The more congrede tha nezation of fhe noed $he mere ahstuot,
ampuy and ﬁam'boyant beeomus the mbjeat!va mediation, )

C

Thera il a school of Marxiats today vhc praach the -m.cals::a dsotrine: t‘ahat-‘w

iii Bussia ‘today pelitdca governa produstion, n renlity,” pibductlion gaverns Pl

" ii%dop., In appasvesce, the etate takes hold of capital, In reality, copitel Sakos

- hold ‘of the state, and upen the mediation of the antagonisns of sosinl and pelftes
$cal’ 1ife ‘in superimpoged the antegenisms. of cupitalist production itaslt. In ite
most developad form, it is state-capital, It Is thix modersn state, cuneroning
averything and for that reason, the negetion of upivezesality for ull, &t is this

T state which is to bs nogated, The negation of thia is the completad expresalon

02 the negution of the negation, The agent of this negation is the _ravelutdonery’
proletarint, When the riedern midljons take held of this ttnts, thay negate the
ront of their dogpsdation, production itself; for to centro} the atate of atata~
_'uapita.uam fe te contrul production itaelf, It 1a at dhis moment .that the niats
veglng to withar oaway,  The withering away of the state 1s not’a phraae. lene
of ‘the great Marxist diota are phrases, The modera stete being what 1t is mud
_the mpdeyn mapses being what they are, the resoluticn of the antegonian implies tho
substitupion of the momses for the state, tut .of the masses. emnafpatad and seck-
ing to exdrolse that un!.vmnuty.to wuppvess which was, ’Ehe :oa.saxx ‘Tor - tha a:rlat-
ence of tha statu. '

T can best sun up by & quotation Yrom en a.rhoh' 1 vrota in: m Zﬂt m
Apidqual of Vaue 544 . '

‘su the putetanding foature of Ske. eonteworary wn {a. that ¢

mmm ‘ g . I- B
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lifo and desth by thu uveyage worker: This'is my asqidant at: all thyigh wo ocin |
only efate the facts here, Iuropsan sivilisatfon mst becoms a.usity?. Hundeeds
of mi1Ytons 'of Buropéan workers kiov thay’- this mist ba mchicved or.-ths ‘céntinent,
will perish, Equality ‘of nations? That, too, the greAt messes of Purope possions -
. ately desire, not az en ideal but te be abls to iive in peace, A ocentral govern- '
ment to represent the interests of all? As lats as 1935, Terd Owoil could get -
elever million vetes in a plebismsite in Britmin supperting the iden-of a’ Loague
of Nations, And when workors say a League of Hations and uollocbivo . séourity
they moon it, " And fhat early attempt te succér 'the poor, to.help the arfitdted,
to tench the ignorant? Tho graat mase of the workers in Buropean couptries con-
ceive of Lador Fartles as doing Just that, within the conditions of ths modorn o,
world,” T . e '

- - o |

Dur anti-dislecticlans helieve the negation of negnilon and .the inevitabiin
ity of sociallsm-are religion. But when one attemptas t& penetrate-into thelp phil-
osoply of history, one incrensingly neats o vacuum or the uogt arbitrary combinge
tiong of historicel phenonenn, tied together dyHtp of string, -by subjective anse
lynsig and a orude determiniem which even sometince has the presumpiion to call ft- ‘
82lf Marxism, JFor us there 4s no philosophy of bistory without Marxinz, end thope . .
can be no Harxism wvithout the dialectis, -History becones rensonnble, - In the arte |
Aele quoted above, I contimueds o o o -

- "He who would exhibdit the Marxist method omaet gradp the full signifiscance of
. that early uprising of the raeses when Chrlstianity proclaimod its nessage. We
~ mist watch not only the prinitiveness and sirpliolty of iis aims Jbut . thetr comke
- prehennivs soope. -Then.by. slow degrees, throbgh the centuries we ‘886 ore paprt
of the ajn becoming conerete for one seckion of tha vopulntion; nnd then ‘anothey.
part for another section; ldeas arise fron contrete conditione to becoite:purtisl
~ exbodlied in social clnssas and, give T4ss to furbhes intarrelntions, between' tha
spircl of real and idenl, content end farm, Thies is the. dislectic to whichiMarxz
- gave & firm omoterialist basis {n the developlng processes of production. “Ad gt
lety develops, the possibilities for the individunl development BY nan becons:- -
greater end greater, but the conflict of clnsses bocomes sharper and sharper,
We stand today at on extreme state of these interrelated phenomena of sostel - :
developront, WYhen o modern worker demands the rizhy of free. spoegh, tha . vight
of free pross, &f free aegenbly,. continuoue. employment, sooinl insuranes, the
best medicnl attention, the heut edugation, he demsnds in,reality the - 'soeial
republic,! Splnosn nnd Xant would stand aghait at what the average' werker “takag
for granted todsy.  Bub he doaa riet.demand thenm as an individual.or in-the prims
©Ative manner thé early Ohriztians did, In America, for instsnce, there.are "
sonmo thirteen milllon werkern orggnited for nothing elde but the preservation .~
and extenslon of thede values., Theso are the values of modern oivilizntion." They,
are ombodied in the very web and -texture of the lives of the masses of. the people,’
Hever were. such precious vnlugs Bo resolutely held as necepeary to complete ‘.livé--'”
ing by so subatential and so powerful a sectlon of aooiety. .Soctelism nthng
simply the compiets eipunsion und fulfillment of these values in $he 1ife: ox-the'
individual, This sen’only be attolned by the most mercilees struggle. of ‘the " |
vholo olnas ngainst its ounpitalist.mnstera. !‘ha.rea.lizr,ti.qn..ot thig necau!.ty":ls_';,
tha final prelude to full self-consciousness.” ' . - R FERANNREN RS

- . s
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. You sti1l believw,. gentlemen, that theme.idens and cenclusions are the - -
result of some forniof roligion? Go your way. God be with you, Anun, L

 Tho Irolatariet epd the Bevelutdem ...

Holshovism ia above a3l a philosophy of 1ife and a pp}it_gcgl{epnb,aﬁpiin'e :
e 8 45'!ha politieal concoption ig the erganised preparation for.ghs .1nqg£tubxq'wp§o$cﬁ?‘
= OFvarlan revelution.- Lenin wes ‘the originater of Bulshavisn,” the Madxism of, out)/ 1

’
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L

time, The world was to s maved by renson, ‘but reason’lay net -in the hd
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. phileasphera and intellootusls but in she' ashions of the raasae, - e world as we
knaw $t, under the dontrol of its present masters. g unressongble, chaotic, lask-..
ing in energy and ereative force; gangrenous, barbarisc, Tor Lenln, ‘feason, ‘érder
historical creativencey, lay precisely in the forces which would destrsy the-old
worid, This 4is how ho saw the councils of the woikers, the Soviete, and the rev-
olutionary actions of the mnsges in 1905% - .- ¢ o

fiThe old powor, as o dictatorshir of the minority, could maintain itseif .-

only by the aid of police strategems, only by proventing and divertiny the mosgos
from participating in the government, from contrelling the govorntent, The old
_power, persisteptly distrueted the masces. feared the lirsht, maintained itsclf '
by means of deception. The new powver, as o dlctatorship of the overwhelming majs
ority, could end did maintain itself only by winning the confldonce of the great
rmagses, only by drawing, in the freest, broadest, and uost enorsatle manner, ell
tha mnsaes into the vork of government, Hpthing hidden, nothins sacret, no re-
gulntions, ne fermalitina, You are A workingman? You wish to fight te 1iberate
Russia fron o hendful of poliice timpgs? Then you are our comrrde, = Chooso your del.

' opnte at ones, immedintely. Chooda pe you thinlk best., We shall willingly and
gladly accept hinm cs & full member of our Boviet of Workers' Deputies, of our

. Poesrnts' Committeo, of our Soviet of Boldiers' Deputies, ste., etc. It iz a
power that is open $o nll, thot doee averithiae: in sight of the rmsses and their
will, Such was.the new power, or rather its enbryo, for the vietéry of the old
pover very econ trampled upon the tender shoota of this nev plant,” {Sedected
Workg, Vel. VII, pp. 252-253) . . ST RN
‘ That 1g tha volce of Bolshevisgm, There 1a the most profound philosophy ‘of
history behind this oall to revelt. -There are inmimerable pedple opnosed to bouiw
geols society, as they think, but who fear the uprieing of the proletarian maages

" from thet passive obodience, which {s precisely the bnsis of bourgecis “nocfetyi

" Phey want socialism but. wont te be sure of order, syeten,. readon, Leain'had a-
“philesepnical concepbion of vhere order wae, to be mought. - = .

1

‘ . "hen the history of humaniiy moves forward ot the epeed of £ 1ocasotive
t - {the petty-bourgeois intellectusl) calls it 'n 'whirlwind, ' a 'deluge;' the . -
. Vddarppearance! of mll 'principles and ideas,' When history moves mt the apded )
. of ‘m hérse and cart he crlls it remsen; system. ‘hen the magses themoelves, with .
. .81l their virgin primitiveness, their simple, rough determination, begin.fv.make: ‘
* hiatory,to epply ‘prificiples -and thsorles! alrsotly. and iumsdiabsly,  tho:bour-

. 'geoigie takes fright and vails.that !renson is-thrust into the baclegeround T
‘ fle not the very opposite the case,.you philletine heroes? Ie it not precipaly
. *in such moments ef hintory that the reamon of the masses in displayed Tather’then -
. tha reason of single individuale? Is it not precisely nt such times" that readon
_:0f the mnsees becomes 6 llving, notive foras, and not on arooheir ‘forcel) When' .
direct ne¢tion by the musses is crushed by ehootdnge; ezecutlons, flogginge, “unemv-
© ployment and famine, when the buge of proféssorisl -soldnce,,..cravl out-of the ™"
" ‘orocks snd begln té spesk on behalf ‘of the people, in the apme of the maeges,. ¢+ - -
.end’ gell ‘and bvetray tho interents of the latter.-to a privileged fow, the knlzhts °
-~of phtlistinlsm imngine that au epoch ¢f pence and. of ‘calm proghess hno set’in,°. -
| ‘thatiths turn of senso and remson has now como:agein,'": (Selected Works, ol VIt
. Bp. 260-261) - : co .

-

The bourgeois wortd ds re;}e"cbad ‘completely, -Only vhat dsstroys 1t 1_&.':'::3: '
. onable, "’ D : AT

*

L It 16 fram this conclusion that our anti-dialectiolnne. shrink in terror.. |
.. nything, anything, even the oivilization collepeing before their oyes, rather -
* thin the preletarion revelution, -~ ° T T D




But the reason of the masses is not ﬁer'aly dastructive, It 16 . destrustive
of the bourpeols wordd. - The reason of the masses 15 itself &» .adghty oreative’
force onge bourpmesis goclety 1a destroved. :

"The point is that 1t is precisely the revolutionary periods that are dig- .
tinguished for their groater breadth, greater wealth, greater intelligence, groate
er and more eystemntic octivity, greater audacity and vividness of historical
ereativencss compared with periods of phiiistine, Cadet, reformint brogress, FBut
Mr. Blank and Co, Dletura 4t the other way about, .They posn off Poverty ae higf-
orical-ecroative wenltl:, They regurd tha inectivity of the suprrassed, dewntrodden
nesses as the triurph of the 'systematie!
geolslis., They shout shout
ing to pleces of parliament
!penny~a~1inerst
paople, ! r ‘ trmediatoly destroy the orgens of
oporagsion of the poople, seize power, appropriate for themselves whet wns congld~

ered to be the property of =11 Borts of plunderers of the people - in n word, pro- L

cinely when the senss and Traasor of mlllions of downtrodden people.is awnloning -
not only for readi -books, but for action, for living kumnn action, for historis. -
el creativaness.",p?Sglectd Works, Yol. VII, pp. 261-262) S ST

This fc crantive reason during the rsvelution and thig 1g creativs reason
‘after tie revelution, Headers of the following articles in this pumphlet and o2,
the docunents of our: fendency will mow that for us thg 2conontc plonning of the
Lew soolaty must be the result of the same ereativeness and energy of the ngEA
expressod through thals soviats, gheir doureils, their party or partles., Ag w
haveshown in our romphlet®, this was Lenin's conception. - . . L
For us. therefore, once the nasses in Rusalg vere totally subordinated to tha - -

bBurscracy, then cnpital ng an acononic. foree resumed suny, and obdactive‘eqonpmlg
- law reaaserted itself,” The rrolatnriana of the fourtemnth century failed, dut .
. the massne today begin fron o sosdsby in which the soeinlizstion of tho -1aboy .
DProcees lg . the dominant fenture of the ‘economny, _The educatien, tho: training, -,

the discipline, tho soclal ‘awarenase, the matorial and spirdtunt ueads of the, groat:
millions have reached cotonishing proportions, These are the ‘new oconomic forces, -

" They are ‘. world wide, If the earlier rovolutions weré outstanding peake in. o
+ World in which the poriphery was large, backward nnd Gtegnant, 1t ig not 80 today, p
Digparcte ss are the oconormic levels of the Unitod States and China, the world ig:
today ohe system nnd o soeinl unlt,  Tho noed for universaliity of the individug) -
man 1 only part of the need foruniversality in the world at large: Monlirwith -
.. thls universal devalopnent of productive forges ig g univerga) indorcourse be- -
- tween men establishe which produces innll nations simltaneounly tha whenomengn . )
Ipropertyless! mass (universalacompéti,tion), pekos esch nation depondent .
on the revolutions of the others, and finally hag put world-historicel, empirige,
elly.universnl individuals in Place of local ones,h Thus Marx in The Gorpan - .
ddeodogy in 1846, Today, We are at the end, The Grimothorpe minar, the UAW autn- "
worker, . .the Tokye prolotarian. thago Aro world-hintorion) ompt 13t h
individunle, This thoy havo become thmugh tho seclalizod Anbor of saiontlfic pro-
duction, popular oducntion, cheap Mtercture, the newspapor, the rndio, the up~.,
ending disorders of bourgooin soctety, 'its mlitery training, the induman bostiale |
1ties by which it peslks to meintaln 1teelf, Inevitable and indivisitle erc tha
tantruction of tho erimingle who are rulning our oivilizntion and the conaoquims
renllimtion.'by'the_ziral_eterian millions of their world-historlo.d undverunld by, -
26 longer empiricsi but completely self-conenious, ' ot

L ",fr_r_;_“\a"‘r' nvading Bocdalist Soolatyy ppe 2425
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" The Concrote and the Abatieet in Frnctige] Politigs

It would he o grave mista}ce not to attewpt to ahow, howe‘rer ‘briefly, the
"thearetica) link butween these concepus .and the practieal potivity ef butlding o
revolutionary organization, The dialectieian is often sariously thrown hysk by tha.
fact that the great mopses of the workers do not aeem to think in o wny ‘that corres-
ponds to these fdens, He should remepber that the number why thought of roctalist
revolution in Bpssia in Fobruary 1317 was pitifully few, There ie& no record of sna
eingle republican in the Fronce of July 14, 1769, How many of the Founding' Fathers
advocated fndependence in 17761 The anticipat!.ons of thoese ifidene mccumilate a.nd.
then under guitable cand.!.tions explode into o new qu.alitv.

- But with the nagses the matter goes even deeper. ﬂv do not think m_nn
$ellectusls do, and this intellectusls must undergtond, In onoe of his mont remarice
avle pages lenin confempos that at a eritical moment’ of the Ruseion Revolution he
woe performing the most important of nll tesks, evaluatiog thc svents of July in
order to change the policy and organizntion of the Bolshevik ‘.Partv, Ha ven living

© with g worling-elass foily, The hostaes plnged bread on the tablé.. . "Leok,” seye..
. the host, "what fine bread. "They! dare not give us dad brend now, And ve ha.d e.‘.'.
. :no::t fﬂ:‘gottan that pood bread eould be hnd in Petrogrml." .

I-et I;anin haogelf conunue. .

aeo “I wae rinazed 4t this claes evaluation of the July dm,rs. l%r mind; had. 'bean
- revalving around the political significance of the, evend, weieh:lng its. !.zgportance
_in relntion ts the genornl courme. of events, analyzing the situstion; ehat had given
i rise to this zigzag of hislory gnd the situstion At would oreate, dad. de‘bating Tow
[ we et elter our glogans and Party apparatus in order to rdnpt then-to the. changod.
" situntion, As. For broad, I who had never experienced went, never gave it a. thousght,
“Bregd seemed to me a matter of couvse, a b:rprod.uct as it vere: of the work’of ‘a wri
“Serg.- Fundomenially, the mind approachés the  olass. s-ruﬁ,la 2o ‘b:-md by o ponti'

c n.], a.nalysis and an extra.urd}.nnrily complicated and invelved path. . _‘ ¥

. "But this reprenuntative of the appreued clnss, a.!.though one of the batteﬂ
'paid and well-sducated workets; ifock the bul) by the horns vith that asthnidiing -
. 81zplicity and dluntness, ith that firm resolutidn and anazingly cléar 1nsigh€
. which 14 en remote from your 1nte11&ctua.1 28 ihe dtars 1n the ulkyi" ( g].egteg
___q_g:m Voli VI,, ppe 280w1) K

The key phrase in thi pdpansgge 18 "althaugh one.of the batter-pdid and well-

educated workers.® Botter-padd and welldoducated wbrkers are very.oftnn corruptod-
-b¥ bourgools education, It is the groat milliona, very ofton unorgcmi.zed. {n unions
but "disciplined, united and organiged by the vedy mechniilem of "oaplitplint Ihroduut-
fon {tself! that constitute the most herele, the mont self-sncrificing battallona
of tha new moinl orders. They 'do not npproach great quast!.ons by o complicnted and
.invslved path as intollectuals do. Their most effective mothod of oxprassion is
- .metion, eorresponding to the fnstonishing simplictty, bluntness,.firz rosclution '

‘ - and anagingly. clear insight” of their spesch when they do spenk. For long years

" they mppesy entirely subordinnted, to bourgeole Ldens and the: pln.co bourgeols so-
oiety hav reserved for them, But they have ideas of their ewn end in the continu~ |
ous crinis and entastrophic decline of society, they have in recont deenden repm‘an
edly entored upon th:fiold of hiatory with world-shaking effacts, Since 3917, no
laatina; victorv hos been theirs but the future 1s with then or there is no futurae, .

o ‘ ,Rwoluuonuy politice comist! of & eonncioua relnting of the needs of tho':-"
* objective situation to tha stng: of development of the massce, But dosisiva nlwe
>-1n the qb;euti.ve eituntion, . In the world or today, a suporfieial. conception of‘tht‘




stage of development of the masaes ean 'be a isr-rrible tyap for the unwnry.

The quest for universalit-. which coustitutea the past hintory of humanity i-
a quest for concrete, conditions of 1ife sdequate to mants real humanity, Today,
ebove all, this need for wiversality i vart of the organlc, elements) psychology
of vorkers. In our world, with its uninterrupted continulty of erises and catage
‘trophes, thls need of the workers can explode with terridle rapidity and assume in‘
a few hours a quality totolly unsuspected by those who hnve not grasped the depth
of the modern crisisa,

For Hegel all that 1is pntional is real, For Morxiasts, what is real is what
the objective dovelopment o%«the preductive forcen demands. Everything less than ~
this is objectively inndequate and therefore ebsirsct, Tedny, because of all manie
past history and particularly because of the development of the proeductive forces,
the gquest is all-embracing., It 1e cmbedded in every immedlate question end ds--. -
mands that the pesing of such p universal perspective he linked to cvary immedia.te
question, Only auch 53 perspacti’ve is adegquate to the masres.

~ Henee, it 15 those revolutionaries who emphnﬁtze A program af 1medhta oon-
econcrate gquaestlons who are in reality abstrrct, and those who vose the total pe
spective bf-humanity who are in reality coﬂcrete. Yo a.dd:lt:lon or accumxlation o
guch abstract or Inndequate demands can substitute for the posing of the ulti.
perspestive, or conerste universal, Simtlarly, no perspective cfmaver—nha.rpen ng
. series of partial struggles oan substitute-for the revolution, The’ Sociai-D 3
_ thought that it was' on accummlatien of members and representatives which/ v
tranafoim society., They were the Zenos of yesterlay. . The contemporavy Ze

" those who ‘$ry to teach the rmsses revolutionary perepectives and solutions onl
throu.gh un accumlation of ‘immedinte duma.nds n.nd battles. ‘ .

The o‘b,jectiva conditiona of our world demnd univercal salutinns. : It.
,a‘bsolutelv impossible to propose a pralatnria.n rrogran to counter the i'nperiel
:0f. the "Mapshall Plon? without counterposing en international pla.n of rocialld
edonomlec consbruction, That s the world. in which we 1ive. In Europs,. n.deuua.
wages, stable prices, food, housing and heating are no ‘longer part:l.al q_u.est‘ons
Any reasonable aa.tisfaction of the needs of the people demnnds total ‘reorgani
zation of the ecolcLny, o plen For:gontinental rehabilitation. and ‘close aBgool
_tion with the economic power of the United States. Peace i :lnd.!.viainle. " The''nee
for universality stratohss out from the hearth to the whole world, .

But .the sems need: ex:lnta intensively. it 18 the crime of capita.lism tha.t
it uees men only partiullm ‘Labor bureaucracies which call on men only for vot.os
or sending telegrams, ere only partially mobilizing vnst stores of creatim ane‘rgy

- which are crying for release. ~ Bankrvpt asconomies which cunnot.mobilim the uni.ver‘
nality contained &in:modern man are doomed to ramain hankrupt, Ob,jeetively nnd eul'
Jostively, the solntion of the crisis demands n totnl motllization of all’ iorce
in soelety, . That and nothing alse but that can rebuild the vnst vreeik’ vrhich 3
the modern world, Partisl solutions only eraaté further disorders in the ecnnom'
partisl demands, as such, bedsuse they are abatractions from the reality, “load onl
to diaappolntment. pa.‘:t'.l.a.l demonda by laaders on the workers fall to' mobilize.'thed
energlos and leave them with & sense of frustration and hoveleasness, _Thus . npt

cloty.
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This was ens - ~ of the great themes of Trotaky defore he wos murdarsd tn .-
1940, Whatever was wot revolutionary was sdstract and an abstraction is a veopo ‘
in the hande of the enemy, In previous periods the weclzliste fought for partind .. o
demands and held before the magses the secial ravelution ag e dlstant goel. Todmy
those dayns are over, The rovolutionnries hold always before the masecs the conceps B
of the proletarian revolution but do no% neglect $o snatch this and thnt partip)
demand to better the conditions of the toilers and mobilize them for ths final

struggle, . ) :

This only is reason, The modern intellectunl, once he bresie with bourzeois
conceptions, finds a vast new world of idens open befora him, Bui he can pursuws
aid present those ldeas in their inner essence only with the ineviteble universnl.
isy of the revelutiorary proletariat in mind,” Without thie there 1a no dialectie,
and without dialectio, thought soor bogs down in'the chaotic disintesrationof - -
the modern world, Quite differeat ig it with the dislectical metortalint. In his
boldest flights, he is conssious that he will not éxceed the real hiastory of humane
ity vhich 13 being prepwred dy ths revolutionary onsszes. o L
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Historica! Retrogression

' The document of the German comraders, ""Capitalist Barbarism
or Sccinlien," proposcs o theaiz of historical retrogresvion and a
pregram of “democratic-political revolution” which in my view i
in fundamental opposition to the general principles of Marziam and
the specific perspectives of the Fourth International for the social-
182 revolution in Europe, | propuse here to refute them as compren-
Aensively as possible in the apace ot my disporal,

PART I: THE THEORY OF THE QUESTION

The rettogeessionists post their thesis in Hegelian- terms. We
have therefore first to grapple with the dislectic ‘

In the Diulectic of Naoture, Engels lists the three basic Jawa:
{1} The law of the transformation of quuntity inte quality. (2}
The law of the intarpenetration of the opposites. (3} The law of
the negation of the negation, The third “figures as the fundamental
Iaw for the contruction of the whole system.” The interconnection
¢an be demonstrated as follows: . ’

Capitslist society is & negation of a previous erganism, feudal
society. It consists of two opposites, capital and labor, interpene.
trated-—one cannot be coneeived withont the other. The contradic.
tion between capital and labor develops by degrees in a constant
series of minor negations, -Thus, commercial capiialism, through
quantitative changes in the mode of production, develops n new
quality and iz transformed into industrizl capitalism with, of
course, cerresponding changes in its opposite, labor, This industrial
capitalism is further negated by monopoly copitalism which is fur-
ther neguted by state-monopoly eapitelism. But this incceasing
negativity, Le., this constant transformation into a higher stoge in
a certain direction, only charpena the fundainental antmgonism

. +which congtitutes the organism, The maturity of the organism is

iemonstrated Ly the foct that the contiadictionz become so devel-
oped that the organism can no longer contain them. There arisey
 the neceasity of a complete negation, not of ‘succesaive stages of de-

‘. welopment bnt of the organism itself. The organiam will bz ne-

gated, abolished, transcended by the antagonisms developed within

ils own self, without the intervention of any third party. That is -

_ negution of the negation. That is abolition or self-abolition.

. The key word for ug here is the'word qbolition (Gérmun: Auf.
Aebung). The retrogressionists nse the word Selbst-Authebung. The
implication is that this means scif-abolition, while sufhebung moans
plain;abolition. But in the dialectic of Hegel and Marx, all abolition
of an organism meaus sclf-abolition, Two years ago I had tno deal
with this very queation and wrota na follown: .. . . :

“For the word abolition, sufhebung, Marx went again to Fagel,
to show quite clearly what he had In mind. Aufhebung does not
mean mere non-existence, or abolition, as you abolish a hot dog or
wipe some chalk off a bosrd. As Hegel explaine at length (Logie,
tr. Johnston nnd Struthers, vol. 1, p, 120), it means fer him tran.
seendence, raising of one moment or active factor from its subor

_dinate position in the dialectrieal contradiction to ita fightful and
predestined place, superseding the opposite moment with which it in
‘interpenetrated, e, inseparably united, in this case, ralsing labor,
the hasis of ull value, to a dominont position over the other mo-
mant, the inass of accumulated labor. Thereby aelf-developing hu.
manity takes the place formerly held by self-developing value. The
;‘e:l ?hlory of humanity will begin.,” (Mmternal Bulletin, April,
043, - )
» In The Holy Family, Marx has a long passage, of which thin ia

- & fair sampla:

. Y. .. The proletariat is as proletariat forced to abollsh {tself and
with this, the opposite which determines {t, private property. It is
_the negative aide of the opposition, ita prineiple of unrest.”
~ “1f the proletariat is vietorlona it does not 'moan thet it lins he.
wde the ebxolute side of society, for it ia viclorious only by abol-

i {zhing {tself nd ita opposite. Then both the proletariat and its con-

ditloning opposita, private property, have vanlshed.”
. In Capital itaclf, the word he almost invariably uses for the
akolitlon of eapitalist production In AwfAedung, Lo, lte substitu-

tlon by avelalict production, its own Interpencirated oppoaite.

Reprinted from

Dialectic us Scientific Methad

In 1915, Lenin wrote that “dialectic is the thevry of knowledge

of (legel and) Marxism.” (Collected Works, vol. 13, pp. 221-327.)
And Lenin not only calls this “the essence of the matter but con-
demns Plekhanov and other Marxists for paying “no atteation” to
it. This, for Marx and Lenin, is 8 scientific method, not faith.

1t is this grave weaknese in Plekhenov which has led to so much
confusion in Marxism and the dialectic. As Lenin saw, Hegel, ideal.
ist though he might be, understood this perfectly. In the Larger
Logie (tr. Johnston and Struther, p. 65, vol. 1) he says:

“The one and only thing for securing acientific progreus (lm_d
for quite simple insight inte which, it is essential to atriva) is
knowledge of the logical precept that Negation is just o3 much
Affirmution as Negation.” . )

Al the great Marxists understond that for the scientific anali-

" air of capitalist society, you must postulate the pnsitive in the nega- -
tive, the affirmation in the negation, i.e., the inevitability of soeial-. -

ism. Give it up, pluy with it and you lose, for example, the Marxist -
theory of the socialist revolution as the enlmination of the daily
class struggle, If the revolution is not understood as rooted inevitn-
bly in the objective necessity of socialism, then it is nttributed to
the subjective consciousness of the leaders. It is because the Men
sheviks end the Eastmans deny thu inevitability of soclallsim ia
they repudiate the Marxist conception of the parly and accuse th
Bolsheviks of imposing their dialectieal religion upon the Russian
workers in Octeber, 1917, For the Menshevikis and the Eastmana
Russia ¢ould have had either a democratie revolution or the dictas
torship of the proletarint, Lenin and Trotsky always iwouintaine
the opposite, that they were acting. in accordance with inner his-
toric necessity an it expressed itsel! concretely in 1817, Lo
Hepgel could not maintain the dialectical mcthod eonsistently bes
¢nuze he based himseclf on the inevitability of bourgeois society.
Marx could retain and extend it only by basing himself on the in
evitability of socinlism. As he wrote to Weydemeyer on March,b,
1852, he had discovered ncither the clags struggle nor the economi
anatomy of the classes, , X N
“uwhat I did that was new was to prove... that the class strog
gle necessarily leads to the dictatorship of the proleteriat.” '
" Perhaps the most uaefel statement of ‘dinlectie as n . Bolentifi
thoory for Marxists is made by Hosa Luxembourg (Reform and
Revolution} : : o

"rWhat precisely wes the key which enabled Marx to open the .

door to the secrcts of capitalist phencinena? The secret of Marx's®
theory of value, of Lia analysiz of the problem of momev. of hia;

Ilg_

theory of capital, of the theory of the rate of profit, and conse: . 7

quently of the cntire economic system, is foond'in the transitory .
eharacter of capitalist economy, the. inevitability of its collapze,
leeding—and thiz e only another aspect of the same phenomena
{emphasias mine—J. R. J.)—%0 so:ialism,...And it {8 precisely bo- -
cause he took the socialist viewpoint for hia analysis of bourgeo:
society that he was in the position to give a seientific basis to th
soclalist movement.” :

Bernstoin believed that Cenital was not scientific becanse Marx .-
had had the conclusions in his Lead long before he wrote it. He. :_'

ald not understand that Marx could only write it beeause he tonk "
as & premise the transitory nature of capitalist accietv and the

Inevitability of soclnlism, This s the puide to Marxist theory. The ... ]
test 13 in practice. Tf the insvitability of socialism s the key by .5
which Marx opened the door to his world-shaking discoverfes, the -,
“if the world revclution fails to coms" is the key by which the /.

retrogressioniats open the door to thelrs, :

“The Invading Seclalis? Socioty™

An far back an Anti-Dithring (1878%, Marz and Engels snw E

noeinlism invading and dinlectienlly altering eanitaliam.

“In the trusts, freedom of compatition changes into its oppo-
site (emphasis mine—7F, R, J.), into monapoly, The planless pro-. 7
duction of capitnlist society capitulntes before the planned produe.

tion of the invading socialist soctotv.”

‘This Iz tihe philosephlcnl concept which permoates “The Eistor- N
Iho Nev Internations], Jamuary snd Februnry, 1946, .




ical Tendency of Capitalint Accumulation,” the most famoua chap-
ter in Capital and atl Marxist writing, "This fof tho retrogression-
1als i their “conter, of gravity.” Let Uk sce what Marx aays:

The vory laws of capitalist production bring forth the “mate-
rial agencies” for its dissolution—concentration of production and
socinlization of lnbor. But on thuse materinl agencies as basls apring
up “new focces and new passions.” This is the proletarist. “Cen-
tralization of the means of production and sucialization of labor at
last reach o polnt where they become incompatibie with their eapi-

tallst integument. This intcgument iz burst asunder.” This ia the
proletarisn revolution,
Only then coes Marx sum up the proeess in terms of property
ghich is & leggl, historical manifestation of the productive process.
e Bays:
“The copitalist...mode of appropriation, the result of the capi-
talist mode of production, produces capitalist private property.”
' Production, appropriation, property.
“This fa the first negaticn of individual private property, as
- founded ¢n the lnbor of the propricior.”
Labor, you note, iz the foundation. A certain kind of property
is the result of a certain mode of production, a certain type of labor.
“But capitalist production bezets with the inexorability of &
law of nature its own nexation. It is the negation of negation. This
 does not redstablish private property for the producer but gives
* him individual property based on the nequisitions of the capitalist

* ora, i, on codperation and the possession in common of the land

! and of the means of production.” .
Hitherts among Marxists ard anti-Marxists, this was under-
stood to mean socialiam. The etrogressionists cholienge this, They
say:
“The capitalist mode of production begets its own negution
i with the inexorability of n law.of nature even if the sacialist reve-
( {ution fails to core”
; This thuy tell ws is the “deepest essence of the historical ten-

+ deney of capiialist accomulation,” So that when Marx wrote “ne-

. gation of the negation” he did not mean sacialism only., He mennt
* that capitalist private property and capitalist produetion were
"'going to be negated, destroyed, proletarint or no proletariat. This,
i Marx's most emphatic statement of the proletarien socialist revo-
» lution as the inevitable alternative to capitalism, is historieally, Le,
y in life, interproted to mean that copitalist property enn be abol-
1 ished and a new kind of state {burcaucrati~-collectivist, manageri-
{ al) will take its placo. This ceriainly is the most remarkable inter-
i pretation of Marxism ever made and is likely to remain so.

. Class Struggle or National Struggle

. I have to confine mysetf hero ¢n its imnediatepolitieal eonge-
! quences. The muteriel self-gbolition of capital is for the retrogres.
, sfonists a2 wrocess by which the capitnlists expropriate one another
i and the meny capitalist nations are cxpropriated by one. In their
. precceupation with the expropriation of the property, they lose

_i sigkt of the.antagonistic rdles of hourgeoisie &nd proletariat in the

¢ process of production, .
It appeurs Immedintely in thelr analysie of Europe. This is
- based not upon the class struggle in production between the Ger-
man centralization of Evropenn eapital and the Eurepean working
cless. For them, the baste analysis s of one iinperialist notion op-
" pressing and expropriating other nations. The native bonrzooisie
of the occupled countries is not defined basically In its cconomlic
assesiation with tha contralized capita! of Europe hut as part of
. the exproprinted and exploited nations. The elass struggle of the
. Buropean proletarint zgainat the existing cupitolist soclety is thus
replaced by the national atrugpla of individusl nations, including
- baurgeolsie and workers. Hence the notlonal struggle for them ia
not primarily a class struggle to overthrow a certaln mode of pro-
duction but o struggle to “reconstruct the whole screwed-hack do-
velopmant, to reguin all the achievements of the bourgeolss (in-
cluding the labor movement), to reach the kizhest accomplishracnts
and to excel them,” But if the proletariat is to "reconatruct the

" whole serswed-back development,” ele., ete., then the task of tha

proleturint can only be to rebuild the whole bourgeols-democratie,
i.e., ihe nutional, structure, Turn and twist ae they may, the retro-
gressionists are in a viee from which thsy cannot escape.

The Economic Laws of Motlon: The "General Law™
Without n firm grasp of the laws of productlon, you nre Llown
sl! ways by avery wind, Let us seo what the retrogreaslonists do
, with tho general lnw of copitnlist accumulatlon which Is Murx’s

2.

-
theoratical basia xor the historieal, 1.4, che actusl, Hving tendency.
‘the retrogressioniats say: .
*y he theory of the retrogreesive movement 1u therefors no more
than the theoretical grusp uf the laws of motion of the cgpitaﬂlt
mode of production at the point of transformation into their oppo-
sito in the reversal detormined by itz contents, in which they be-

. cama cunerotely demonatrable luws of its collapss indopendent of

the profeturwan revolution” (P, 834.)

Marx has summed up the general inw aa the law of the organie.
composition of - capital, the relation of the constant capital {the
mass of machinery, concrete labor, use-values) to the variable
capital (labor-power, the only source of valus). The relation is
1:4, then 2:1, then 3:1, then 4:1, cte. Thia developing ratio i3 the
or ganis law of cupitolist scciety, i.e., it is of the very nuture of the
oryganiam.

You would expect that anyone who. had discovered economic
Jaws of retrogression would show how this law was in retrogres-
sion, But you search the retrogressionist document in vain. Not a
word. Why? Heeause no such cconomic movement exists, Where in
tie world i5 there any retrogression in this organic law? In fascist
Germany the relation of constant to variable capital inersased
enormously. in Britain, in the U.8.A., in Japan, in Caina, in Indis,
in Latin Americs, the war has seen & vast incrense; the post-war

 will see m still greater, What post-war Germany lozes will go to

increase the ratio of its neighbors. Whatever production does take
place in Germany will take place according to the organic compo-
sition of 1945 and not according to that of 1845, )

If the victorious powers dare to deindustriulize Germany, all
that they will do iz to transform millions of proletarinrs into an
industrinl reserve army on a vast scele which is preeisely the "abso-
Ii:te ganeral Inw of eapitalist accumulation.” Colonization of France .
or Germany can only be an ayitationsl phrase, In the sense of o
historical rotrogression it means creating u countryside like that
in India or Chinz with ferdal nnd semi-foudal Leasants ecompris-
ing the large innjerity of the population. The relations of produc-

tion, the social relations and the whole political structure of those™ - E

countries would be altcred. A bourgeciz-democratic revolution
wonld be on the order of the day. The vietorlous imperialisms, 88
Lenin foresaw, cannot do it. Capitalist competition, which is in its

present form imperialist war, compels them to gbey the general lawr . - "

of capitalist aceumulation and tomorrow will force them to yearm, -
i.e., reindustrialize Germany, Into these Marxist fundamentals they

have intreduced an unexampled confusion. ”

Rotrogression and the ladustrial Reserve Army

The retrogressioniste- say: “Under imperialism production is
carried on in & capitalist manner from A to Z, but all reldtions
from A to Z arn quelitatively alteved, The ‘camp system,’ leber and
forced lnbor service, prisons, etc, becoma by the mamsive extent -
sud the manner of thejr utilization, firat, special forms of slave
labor, and beyond that, imperialist forms of utilizing the capitalist
overpopulation,” (P, 342.) . ]

Wasn't it Marx who told 13 that the antsgonlam of capltalist
production “vents its rage fn the crention of thet monetroaity, the
industrial reserve nrmy, kept in misery in order to be alwoys at the
disposal of eapital” If today they sro kept inlabor camps, it is be.
caunsa the proletarian movement toward the socinlisi future is auch
that eapital must nssume complets control over the workers nob
only inside but outside of the process of production. But do these
workers “yualitatively”. produce- more surplus value or less?! Do
thoy alter the organic iaw? Do they modify or accentuats the con-
tradiction betwesn use-value and value? Do they become isolated
groupa of slaves, serfs on widely separated iatifundia, on manorial
{armas, or on medleval peasant aliotments? Do they acquire the so-
ciul and political characteristica of slaves and serfs in the Middle
Agea? To this last question the retrogressionists answer “Yes"
They say that soclety “harks back in reverse order to the end of
the Middle Agen, the epoch of primitive sccumulation, the Thirty
Years War, the bourgesis revolutions, ete. In those days it was a
question of smashing an outlived economic form nnd of winning
the Independence of nations—now it {4 a question of sbolishing in.
dependenee and shoving soelety baclk to the barbarism of the Mlid-
dle Agen,” (Pp, 333-334.) T

It {a not n question nf smashing economie forms, not a question™ - -

of winning n nev soclaty, That ie morely thn progzam of the Fourth
Internntionn], That, thoy tell us, [s not the question. Independenco
has been abolished, society has hoen shoved back to the barbariam
of tho Middle Ages and the prolutarlat, to save the situation, must
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reatore democracy. They must write this, Socialized labor, the so-
clulist proleturint, has vanished into the labor camp. The historieal
initiative iz placed entirely in the hands of the bourpeolaie.

According to their mode of scientific analysis, the world rove-
lution cannot Lut fall to come, The throwback of Jabor to the Mid.
dle Ages is their general law of capitalist accumulation. To think
that this can be arrested by democcntic slogans is, to pot it moders
ately, & retrogression to the Utopias not even of the nincteenth
ecentury but of the Middle Ages.

The Productive Forces

The retrogressionist thesis claims Lo be based upon the collnpse
of cupitalism “independently of the question of the extension of
the market.” (P, 333.} Very goud. Te this, us is churactesistic of
them, they give not a word of nnalysis. I have to try to tHuutrate
the difTerence between this theory and that of the underconsump-
ticnists.

If you observe the growth of capital ampirically, i.¢., with bour.
gueois eves, then it must appear that as the merket declines, the
productive power nlso deelines and therefore brings the whola
process to o siwnlstiil, in rcality the strugple for the deelining
market males cach competitor incrcase its productive power in
order to drive its competitor off the field, Waturally this leads to
a fine crash., But in the crash the techinologically backwnrd units
go under and the <ystem a3 3 whele emerges on o higher techno-
logical Jevel—of course to start the whoelé process agnin, But the
growin of the preductive power of capitel can come only by the
higher organie composition. This leads to the falling rate of profit
and it is the Yalling rate which comipels o erisis, In Vol, U1 of Capi-
tal {p. J01} Marx saye that it is “the fall in the rate of profit
[which} culie forth the compeiitive stropgie among the capitulists,
not viee versa.”
Marxinn crisis is not o crisis of incapacity <o sell goods or, in
bourgeois terms, of "c¢ffeetive denmnnd.” It i when the erisis is im-
minent that capitalists rush to sell goods and naturaliy the boitom
falls out of the market. Bloke expresses it very well, in An Amer-
ican Looks at Karl Marr: . :

“Thus the limiting factor of consumption ir a precipitant, 1he
diszharge of workers in the' means of production is o manifesta-
tion, the transferred ernek In consumers: purchases the ‘canse’ of a
panic, while all aleny the crisis ts implieit, overcome by occumida-

‘tior by (he gtronger... "

Now every scrious dispute by cerious people abeut the future of
capitalist society will in the Jong run find the protagonists lined up,
in the camp either of the Leninlsts or the underconsumptioniaty.
The reirogressionists say -that thoy follow the Leninist interpre-
tation. Yet their thesis is that the productive forces have ceased to
gruw and tiiey yuate Lenin and Trulsky. 1 do not propest ta take
up Trotsky here. lle undoubtedly wrote this many times. He also
wrote other ‘passages in apparent contradiction. At any rote ho
left no developed cconomie thesis. But Lenin did. He wrote Jimipe-

. rialiam to prove the decling of cupitalizm. Nevertheless he states

{end more than onced : “It would by a -mistake to bulleve that this
tendency to decay precludes the possibility of the rapld growth of
capitalism. It does nul. In the ¢poch of imperialism, certain branches
of industry, certain strata of the bourgeoisie and certaln countries
betray, to 2 more or less degree, one or another of these tendencies,
0On the whole, eapitalism is growing far more rapidly than before.”

But argument nbout this does not need quotations from . Lenin.
In 1929 the productive power was higher than it had ever been;
in 1530 it was alll higher than it was'in 1020; by 1942 it had
renched fantastic heights compared with 31030, Do the rotrogres-
sioniats dare to deny this? War'is only copitaliat- competiticn esr-
ried out by nationul units, and the laws hold firm. In times of peace
the fundamental movement is development of the productive power
precisely Lecsuse “the market' is declining. In war, where the
world market [s exhausted and ean only be redivided, each nntionnt
state fanatieally develops the productive pewer, If capitatism lasts
until 1908, then the preparation for World War 111 would result
in a productive power far beyend that of 1042,

What then is responsible for the retrogreusionists' theais of lagk
of prowth of the productive forees? Hnving nbandoned the inevitn-
bility of the sccinllst revolution, ami having sdepted a theory of the
tendency of capitolist accumulation, which inereasingly disorgan-
izes and colonizos tho proletaviat and heneco makes It unfit for the
soclalist revelution, they cannot see the growih of the productive
forces which organizes and disciplines the proleturiat in the proeeas
of pruduction and prepdrea it for tho sechnlist ravolution. Having

.. 8B3

AMost Marxist commentators recognize that the

given up the process of preduction as the meuns of developing tha
productive forces and organizing the proletaviut, they must look
outglde Lhe process of prodvction, i, to demociney.

Produciive Forces and Sccial Relations

Underconsumptionists ure distinguished by the fact that valoe
plays no part in their analysis, Thus they lose sight of the fundn-
mentel contradiction of capitalist production, that between t]u!
menns of production in its value form (ithe main eoncarn of the
bourgeoizie) amt means af production in its material ferm (the

main concern of the proetarint). They tiwa ruin the pessibility of-

future analysis. A reeent article in the Saturdoy Leenin; Paxt,
shiows how clenrly the bourgenisie sees its own side of this ues-
Lier. Admiral Rumsey says thalt all the existing plunes must Le
systemuticully destroyed beenuse in five years' time they would be
obsolete. Amd not only planes, but menns of production. Genersl
Arnold demands “resenrch loboratories for ever-increasing acru-
nautical development, n progressive avistion industry cupph]u _u[
griat expansgion quickly.” Thus essentially os in competition for

the market, the materind form of th. preducts may be still vals-

sbie and oble to gmive greal service to the proletariat and the puoo-
ple. B3at iheir value, in terms of sovially necessary lgbur timé on
the warld market, is equal only 1o that of the latest diseovery, ie-
tual or putentinl, Hence reorganization of productivn for more un

buteer production, socialist of labor, increase of the mdustriad nrial.

The general and the admiral wera forward-tnoking but still did cor |

see far cnough, The diseovery of atomie ehergy noses thie question
of the reorganization of ke whole tochnological system, The see.
i bonls, Hice duys Meter, made the first obsofele, The retrogne:<i

fst thisis makes it Dmpoessible o interpret Lie pevarsl eapitadist
development ns socialist seciety invhding capiizliim. For then
wtemie energy I3 o sign of greater laber camps and therefore of &
quicker retarn o the Middle Ages, InStead of calling upen wockers

in view of the economie development {n prepare for power ihey are

compelled to demand more frantically- than ever, & delense of de-
nieCTacy. L

What then is the furdamental error of the retrogrdssionistsl ‘

Thiey have as always last sight of the Invading socialist saciety, the *-

soeinlist future in the capitalist present. Capitalism felters, ie.

‘hampurs, impedes the development, of the productive forces, But it

ftacs not bring tliem to a halt, They move forward by advanee; ¢+
tardation, standstill, hut they move forward, bringing the prolc_-- :
tariat with tham. The theoretieal analysis is that thu more ¢api-

talisnt increases the productive forces, the more it brings them into
eonfliel with the vxisting sociai relations, The mnore it increaety

and develops the productive forees the nmore it ‘socializes Inbar and

the ‘mare it degrades it and the morg it-dilves jt to revalt, Whare

Marxism denls in contradictions, growlhs and deepening of ah-

tagonismse, and therefore of cluse strugple, the retrogressionists

deal in absolutes, The produclive forces have cenved to grow. Hav- !
ing deetded to operate on the basis of “if the worid revelution fails .
to eome,” the retrogressionlsts, rudderless, Jeay historical foel—
the growth. of the productive furces sinca 1917-—make & complete

jumble of dMarxian cconomics, all in order to show sueiety on its
wny back to the Middle Ages. You do not mnke these Blunders
without drajging others, and more serious ones, in thelr train

Idoalism and Positivism

The vilal question i3 to get hold of the intimate connection
belween retrogreasinnist theory und their praetieal conclusions. In

his Critique of the Hegelinn Dinleciie, Marx puys noble tribute to -~

Hepgel for his discovery of the dintectic’ but foretells that his in.
capavity to take it further, e, to socinlism, opens the woy to
vneritlesl Ideatlsm and cqually uncritical poeitivism, The rotro-
presaionists fall inescapably into both.

In Vol, 11 Marx divided capital intn Department 1, means of

production and Department N, menns of consumption, and bases

his further analysia wpon this division, The relzopressio niste Jivide
the productive forcea into means of destruction and menita of cor-
struction, What is thia but Ilenlism-~clnssifization wecording  to
moral criterin? One standr slmost in despair Defore this muddle,
Oil, eonl, steel, Willow Run., Curtlss-Wright, woera they noana of
desiruction in January 19457 And what ure they now in August
1167 Are they onee more means of conctruction? 1€ so, they move
from belng meoans of destruetion {¢ being menns of canstruction
under the same clase rule. Thix is the econamivs of Philip Murray.
Tho retrogreaslonists do not know with what aharp weapupa they
are playlng, All Marx's economlic entegories are soclal entegortes,

3.
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I the analyais of capitat As value, constant capital symbolizes wne
hourgeoisie, varinble crpital the proletariat. But men usc not value
but steel, oll, textiles. Thus, in his analysis of capital ns material
form, Department 1 {means of proeduction) ia in essence repre-
sontative of the bourgeoisie and Department 11 (means of con-
sumpiion) is representative, of the proletariat. The struggle be-
tween copstant and variable capital, bLetween Department [ and
Department I Is expressive of the struggle of classes, What strug-
gle gees on between means of destruction and means of consumpe-
tion? The retrogressionists are defining things as things ond aot
eecording to a social method—the most elementary positivism.
But {denlism and positiviem ere not terms of abuse, Politically they
mean one thing—analysis of productive furces as things in general,
analysis of the prolctariat as people in general, '

The Phenomenclogy of Mind

Marxism i3 distinguished from idealism and positivism of zll
types by the fact that (a) it distinguishes the proletariat from all
wther ciasses by its types of Iabor and (b) by the revolutionary ef-
fect upon the proletariat and society of this type of labor,

The concept of laber is the very busis of the dinlcctic, snd not
mercly of the Marxian dinlectic but of the dinlectic of Hegel him-
scif. In the Phenomenology ¢f Mind,” in the scction on Lordship

, and Bondage, Hegel shows that the lord has o desire for the object

2 and enjoys it. But becsuse he dees not actually work on it, his desire

% Iacks objectivity. The Iabor of the bondsman, in working, in chanp-

f ing, i.e,, in negating the raw materigl, has the contrary effect. This,

Ehis labor, gives him his redimentury.sense of porsonality., Marx

- hailed this and continued the basic ides in his analysis of handi-
craft and the enrly stages of capitalist production (simple co-
operation). The luborer's physieal and mental facullios are devel-
oped by the fact that he makes o whele chair, = whele table, a plese
of armor or o whole shoe. : ’

With the development of the siage of manufacture, however,
there begins the division of labor, and here instead of making one
objeet, man begins to produce fragments of an object. /u the process
of production, thers Legins n stultification, distortion and ossifieu-
tion of his phyzical and intellectual faculties.

With the productive procoss of houvy industry, this stultifien-

. tion iz pushed to jts ultimate limit. Man becomes merely an op-
pendage to a machine. He now no longer uses the instruments of
production, As Marx repeats on page after page, the instruments
of production use him, Hegel, whe had cought hold of thix; was
completely baffled by jt and sceing no way nut, took refuge in
fdealism. Merx, using the Hegelian method and remaining in the
productive process itself, discovered and elabornted one of the
most profound truths of social and politicn! psychology. In the
very degradation of the worhers he saw the basis of their emanci.
pation. Attacking Proudhon for misunderstonding dialectic, he
wrvte of the laborer in the automatic fuctory:

“But from the moment that ali specinl development
ceases, the need of universality, the tendency -towards an ..
integral development or the individual begins to maka
itself felt." {Poverty of Philosophy, 1847) -

This neéed of the individual for universality, for a sense of inte-
graticn go powerful among all modern oppressed classes, in the key
to vast arcas of social and political jungles of today, Tha fasciats,
for example, understood it thoroughly, .

Twenty years later in Capital Marx developed the palitieal
resilts of the argument to the full, “It is a3 a result of the division
of Ishor in manufactures, that the laborer is brought foce to face
with the intellectun] potencies of the materizl process of production
as the property of another and ns & ruling power,” (Kerr ed., p.
397) He does not need revolutionary parties to teuch him this. This
procesa s his revolutlonary education: It beginz in manufacture.
“It is completed In modern industry . ., " This is the misery that ia
accumulated as eapital is accumulated. It may not be formulated.
But the moment bourgeola svcicty breaks down and the worker
breaks ont In insurrection, for whatever incidental purpose, re-
sentment ngainst the whole syatem explodes with terrible power.*®

The cducationsl process is not indidivdual but social, As Marx

[nsisted and Lenin never wearlad in pointing out, in addition to this

*One of the threoe barle books uned by Lenin in hin studiea for
Imperinlism,

**The buhlblers who think that all the Amerloan workera want In
“Iull employment™ nre In for a rudo awnkening. Thnt capitalism in-
cronaes (ho uso-vatues (rndlo, odueation, books, ote) that ho uses
outside of production only Increases his antagoniatn,

b,

persenal, indjvidual eaucation, ¢aph.. sducutes the worker soclially
und politically. Iln Capital (pp. 682.3) Marx quoted & passsge he
nud written twonty years beiore in the Alanifesto. Former indus-
winl systams, all of them, simed at conseyvation of the existing
mode of production., Far different is capital;

“Conataut revolutions in production, unitﬁerrupted
distutbance of all aocial conditions, everlasting uncertamty.
wnd ugitation distinguish the bourgeois cpoch from all
varlier ones. Al hied, fast-frozen relutivns with ther
train of anciont and venerable prejudices and superstis
tions are swept away. All new iormed ones become anti-
quated befora they can ossify. All that is solid melts
mto air, sl that is holy is profaned, and man 13 a8t sast
compelled to face with cober senses his real conditions
of ule, and his relations with his kind,” X
I'his is the history-of Kurope during the last thirty years and

purticularly the last five,

The very climsx of Marx's chapter on Thy General Law in to
warit taat “This antsgomstie characler of cupitalist accumulation
is enunciated in various 1orms by pelitical economsis, altnouga by
them it is contounded with phenomens, certalnly to some exient
unalagous but nevertheless essentially distinet und belonging w
pre-capitalistic modes of production,” i.c., the Middle Ages. And
wity essentially aistnet? Because 1n capiigil alone tne degbudsuwn
and its nistorieal conditions ajso erente 1n the WOrKers tug deier-
mination to overthrow the system and acquire for tnemnsclves tno
intellectual potencies of the materinl process of production, Who
dutson U unuerstand this in pis bones cun be 3 BINCEre revoldonury

but cunnut lead the proletariat. ‘Ihe retrogresaionists rum thus -

eonception. ‘They say that “the minute the proletarian loses his
right to strike, his treedom of movement, ana all poliueal nghts,”
he vemsvy to be the "clpssie ‘free’ proletarian . . (p. Wit) oy
the nnalysis of production and the stages o1 productive, they have
substituted the legislative or repressive activn of the hourgeols
state. They say that “'I'he mudern slave differs much lesa potitinally
irom the slave af antiquity than appears at first glanca.” (p. 331)
The retrogressionists carry thelr democratic conceptions wnio the
process of production htsclf. They say: “Politically, and o0 a large
extent cconomically, it (tho proletariat) lives wnaer the conditions
and forms of slavery.,” {p. 338) They seem incopable of under-,
standing that increase of misery, subordjnation, :lavery is part
of capitalist production and not retrogression, . .

At this stage wo can atford to be empirieal. In 1944 the Jtalian
proletariat in North Italy lived under fasciem. Mussolini, to placate

‘this proletariat, called hiz state the Socialist Republie, Every

worker who punched the ‘clock and found no work got tnree.
quarters of his doy's pay. Mussolini passed deerces which aimed
ot making the workers beiieve that industry was gocialized, When
the Germans were about to leave, these workers negotiated with

. them and with Mussolini and drove them out. They selzed the

factories. They hold them to this day. Such is modern industry tkat

a mere gencral strike poses the socialist revolution and the ques.

tion of the state-power with workers organized in factory com-
mittees nnd sovicts. Yet the retrogreasionists say in 1844 that bs-
causc of the sbsence of bourgeois-democracy the more you looked

at these workers the. more you saw how much thoy resombled the
.slaves who lived in the Italian Jatifundia 3000 yoars ago.

Revolutionary Perspectives and Proposald

Except seen in the light of their analysis of the proletariat in
production, the tevolutionary perspectives of the great Marxists
have always scemed liko stratospherie ravings,

In 1848 Marx aaid that “the bourgecis revolution in Gormany
would be but the prelude to an immediately following proletarian
revolution.” In 1868 he wrote to Engels: “On the continent the
revolution is {mminent and will immediately assums n sociallat
character.”” Twenty years Inter, Introducing Marx's Civil Wear in
Frunce, Engels wroto: “Thanks to the economie and politieal
development of France since 1788, Puvizs hna for fifty years been
placed in such o position thot. . . no revolution could there break

cut without the proletariat . .. {after victory) immediately put-

ting forward its own demands . , . demands . . . more or less in-
definite . . . but the upshot of them all , . . tho sbolition of the class
contrast betwocn capitalist and Inborer.” Tho word *immediatoly”
appenrs every time,

Thelr enormous confidence is based not upon speculation on the
psychology of workers but upon the antagonism of objectlve rela-
tions between labor and capital, From this cama their proposals,
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In 1848 in the Mamifesto Marx says that Communists support
every movement against the exicting order, but “In all these move-
ments they bring to the front, as the leading question in each, the
property question, no matter what ita degree of development at the
time.” For whatever its degree of development at the time, at the
mament of insurrection, it flies to the fore. .

Tha Revolutionary Epech

Production, production, production. By 1905 the miscrable in-
dividun] production of 1871, which had nevertheless produced the
Commune, had developed into genuvine large-scale industry. Trotsky,
watching the revolution in fendal Russiz, declared thet the vie-
torious bourgeois-democratie revolution would “immediately” as-
suine a socinlist character, Lenin, us we know, opposed him. We
now know who (despite many important qualifieations) was essen-
tslly 2izht. 1005 is a very imporiant year. The development of
industry brought the political perercl strike and the govicts, They
represent the industrinlly and socizlly motivated rejection by the

* workers of bourgeois demoeracy, Mars's 1850 subjective demand
for revolutionary workers’ organizetions are now objective resli-
ties, heneeforth inseparable from revolution, aa 1917 and post-war
Europe and Asia were to show.

In 1938 in the Feunding Confervace Theses, Trotsky wrote that

. “The Spanish proletariat has made u series of heroic attempts
since April 1921 to take power in its own hands and guide the fate
of society.” Are these workers in the “true-bourgeois” tradition
of forty vears? . ' :

He says of the French proletarist that “the great wave of sit-
dewn ‘strikus, particularly during June 1936, revesied the whole-
hedrted readiness of the proletariat to overthrow the capitalist
system.” He left it to the Philistines of all shades to point out that
the Spanish workers in 1931 were thinkinic only of overthrowing

. . the monarch (a3 presumably the Belgians today), and the French

workers only of tha 40-hour weck. ’

~ In 1940 Trotsky's Manifeste had not tha falntest brenth of
wropression or belief that the workers for forty years have been
Jminated by “the true bourgeols tradition of 1evisionlam™ (p. 340)

" Hs says the czact epposite. For him in 1938 the workers wanted to

"tenr themselves free from the bloody choos” of eapitalist soclety,

In 3040 they had “lost practically all democratic and pacifist illu-

siona,” Note that we are-here n stapge beyond 1848. The srimes

end foilures of the moderu bourgeoisie neve ereated the rubjeetive
eonseiousnees of the modern proletariat which ro-enforem the
- eblectlva antagonisim of deviluped modern tndusbry, Trotyky calmiy
posed three possibilities. The vietory of Anglo-Amerieun imperini-
ism, an indectsive struggle, and the victory of Hitler in Europe.
The Inst concerns us most. Fascism wonld over-run Eutrope. But
that would only be a prelude to s feroclous war with the U. 8.
The perspective of soviets, srmed irrurrection and the sozial revo-
lution would remain, As indastry had developed sinco,1848, a0 the

crisis of 1840 presented us with antagonisma a thousand: times .

more developed ineluding a socialist proletariat, Yet thore is never
a word from the retrogressionists as to the relation of their theory
to the perapectives of the leader of the ¥ourth Internationsl.

Historical Retrogression

What'would bo & retrogression? In the Junius pammphlet (1914)

. Rosa Luxemburg, although opposed to the fmporialist wav, put
forward o program which ¢id not eall for soclnl revelution. Lenin
attacked this as a nationel program, The “nbjective historical” sit-
uatjon demnanded the socialist revolution, He eaid that a throw.
back in Europe, L.e., retrogression, was not impossible, if the war
ENDED in tho domination of Eurepe by ono state. , , . This was
exactly Trotsky's point when he emphasited that even §f Hitler
won in 1940, he would have to fight the United States. Tho ‘var,
L.e, the bourgeois crisis would not bo ended. 1f, continued Lenin,
the proletarint remained Impotent for twonty years. Who, who
‘mow) dares to sny that the European proletarat is impotent?

_ t the Impotenco of the whole Eurcpenn proletariat for twenty
yenrs would not be retrogression. In addition, for the snma twenty
yenrs, the Amorlcan and the Japanese proletariet must fail to
achiove n soclalist rovolutlon, Then, and only then, nfter soveral
deeades, or in the timo of our song' sonz (Trotsky in 1038) would
the revolutiunary soclalist movemont rccognize re'rogression nnd
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ones mora raise the natlonal progeam of the restoration of the
bourgeois nationsl state*

But the retrogressionists, tha vanguard of the vnngun_rd, no
sooner saw Hitler dominating Europe, then {n the very midst of
the war, when the whole situation was in flux, they preclaimod
their labor eamp theory and a “democratie-politieal revolution”
for national independence and demoeracy. Not only that, Their
ceconomie enalysis (such as it Is) leads them'to foresce that the
victorious imperinlist nations, Anglo-Awnerican and Russizs im-
pefinlism, will continue the sams process. Hence their "demoacratic
politienl revolution™ still holds the stage.

Two Types of Demosratic Demands

It should be obvious vhat what Lonin sald about “democratic
demands"” hae nothing st all ‘o do with this dispute. It would be
a crying and intolerable impeaition to attempt to confuse the two,
For Lenin nll damoeratic demands {n advanced countries were 3
means of mobilizing workarg to overthrow the bourgroisie. e snid
that we could have socislist revolution without one democratic de-
mand being realized, The retrogressioniets say we must have a
democratlc-politieal revolution® so 83 to give the waorkers s chance
to “reconstruct” the whole “screwed-back development,” and to
learn to link seientific socialism to the labor moement. The two
perspectives are at opposite poles, Never before has any revolu-
tionnry made such 8 proposal, Trotsky proposed thet the demo- -
cratic slogans of right to orgnnize and free press be raised in fas-
cist countries, but warned that thoy should not be a “noose fast-
ened to the neck of the proletariat by the bourgeclsie’s agents!
{Founding Conference,} Writing of “transiticnul demandy in fas-
cist countries,” he warned: “Fascism plunged these countrica into
political barbarism. But it did not change their social’ structure.
Fascism-is a tool in the hands of finance-capital and not of feudal
landowners, A revolutionary program should bese itself on the dia.
lecties of the tlasx struggle, oblizatory alac to fascist countries, and
not on the psychology of terrified bunkrupts.” For him the Soviots
“'will eover Germany before n new Constitntional Assembly” will
gother in Weimar.”** But the retrogressionists do not propose
democratie demands whieh are to e thrown aside as soon as the
masses move, They do the exact opposite. They propose a revelu-
tirn for democratic demands, What is this but a rejection of the
social revolation until later when the whole “screwed-back devel-
opment” will have been “reconatructed.” This {s the theary, Let ua
see how it meagures up to events,

PART 11

THE TEST OF VEVENT!_» '

. I preposn now io test the retrogresaion.
ink theory by analysis of the events in Europe. The history of Bu-
rope in 1914-3% ensured rapid eatastrophe for the bourpeoisic and
therefore the immedinte emergenco of .the. socinlist proletariat,
There is where to begin. Tha first shock twos the dufeat of France,
which, coupled with tho subsequent collaboration of the bourgeol-
sio, drovo out tha last illusions about the rotten fubrie of Lourgeols
demoeracy and gave mn indication of the tempo, of davelopment,
The defeat of the alr blitz against Britaln meant that in the course
of the next three or four years modern production Would unloose
on ong side or the other or on both such a weight of steal and jead

" and oxplosive as would make any long wor impossible. The same

would also loosen every Lolt of the bourgeols structure, The per-
formnnce .of thé Russinn armlea in front of Moscow, Leningrad
and the groat battle ot Stalingrad not only proclaimed the defeat
of Gormuny but posed to tho workera tho Imminant recknning be-

‘That. satd Lanin, wns not Impossible, But n few moanths lntor he
anid emphatieally that the victorlous bourmeolele micht think they
could do thin, bur thoy could not. The tconamlic retrogreasion of Eu-
rapn by politieal rmeans would bhe n eolumanl, In tact, an Imposalble
tank. {Cnllected Works, XIX, p. 22.)

"':'houu Who want Lo use tho faet that thia 014 net happon ate frae

to trv. They should. howaver, think mapy times before they bogin
thin type of nrgument,
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tweean themseives and the bourgeolsie whe had tortured them so
long, But it did more. It underiined the bankruptey of tha Euro-

l

an bourgeois-democracies and posed for the European workers
%ﬂ question of a “planned economy,” of state-ownership, of an
end to private property. In all the voluminous writings of the retro-
gressionists, thure has appeared no vonnected conception of all thia,
the fundamentc]l Marxist analysis of the wnr. German defeat baing
- on the order of the day, throughout 1943, the resistance movementy
all over Eurcpe and Asia and in Franee and in Poland in particu.
lar, were elaborsting & soclal program. Thus they were fundamen-
tally pesing the question of class rule and atate-nower. Thus the
masses showed as clearly as possible that they did not want any
“democratic-political revolution.” They wanted Fascisn destroyed.
But they wanted, in France for example, {1) a compleie purge of
the Administrotion so that the almest hereditary cnste of officials
who had betrayed France ghould be forever removed, (Z) they
wanted the property of the trusts, the banks and insurance com-
panies “returned to the nation,” {3} they wanted the old official
army abolished and a new army based nn the popular militin, (Iater
ute FFI, and the Muquis), (4) they wanted democracy.

It was, for any Marxist, & most moving experience to seo the
socialist future thus concretely and courngeously emerging, as a
resolt of the roin and catastrophe of the bourgeois barbarist war.
It was &lso In its way one of the most dramatic demonstrations of
Marx’'s dialectical method that history has yet given us, For he is

incapable of understanding revolution who does not see that whot

the proletariat in its empirical way was demanding wos nothing

less than the smashing of the bourgeonis state-machine, the abolition -

&f tha baurgania army, the gubstitution of colieetive property far
bourgenis propurty and demicracy, not bourgeois democrpey but a
demaocracy based on this overturn of the fundameninla of boursyeois
soclety., That tho democracy was not the demograey of the Third
Republic they mady clear by naming their new republie the Fourth
Republic, . - ’ ’
In the rest of Europe, the general situation was more or less
the same; for example, more advanced in Poland, less jn other
countries, There {8 no space hers to give evidence, but- who wishes
_to deny thia has my very warmest invitation to do so. The over-
whelming majority of observers of Europs today report that the
masgses want the abolitfon of trusts, state ownerahip, plus demoe-
racy. That, in any languege, even Stalinese, is sccialiam. Every-

body knnwn this excepl those who wear rotrogressivist spectacles. -

The Counter-Revolutlon Tokes Charge

The resistance Jeaders, and chiefly the Stalinists in every toun-
try, countared by promising secinliam or at least, shaolition of the
trusts, in equivocal programa that meant one thing to the workers
and something else ta the wrilers, In France, for example, the dis-
honest program for noclalisni was combined with a relentless prop-
osganda for & de Gaulle goverament. To the manses this government
wan represented gs being detormined fo institute the new social
order without delay. In March, 1844, the united French resistance
movement endorsed a program which, twist and {urn as it would,
could not avoid the demand for the return of the great soureces of
wealth to the nation. And when workers with arms in hand say
that, the guestion 13 posed in actuality and concretely velated to the

" actions of the masses, After the “liberation” of France in August,
1244, the de Gaullo government, ns In duty bound, sovght to dis-
arm the workera, Civil war, i.e., the socialist revolution, was avert-
ed only by a hair's breadth, The Stalinists accomplished it in 1944
in cireumstancea far more dengerous for bourgevis socioty than in
1936 when the workers wero ready enough. Enjoying enormous
prestige from tha victories of Russin and their devoted work {cn
behalf of the USSR) In the resistance movements, they intervened,
and ona authority ought to be quoled here. Ear! Browder in the
Daily Worker of the United States defondoed his roactionary clans-
callnharationist polley in the U. 8. by punting to this nocorious
counter-revolutionary act in Franco. As he sald complucently, "The
facts aro known! [ hope thoy are. When Max Lerner returncd
fram France, ho roported the bitlorness among soms roalstance
loaders that they had missed the opportunity to ereate the now ag-
clulist order immediately on tho expulsion of the German troops.
Thelr self-criticlsm Is not important. Tha thing Is that social revo.
lution wea posed.

Since then the Consultalive Assembly has repeatedly calieq o
dn Gaulle to naotionnlize- the great industries, as ha promised.
Knowing that they are more terrified of the masses than ho, he
rofuzes. In May, 1045, on the morning of the municipal elections,
tho Socialist and Communist Parties issued a joint manifoato call-
ing the de Gaulle government to fulfill the promise cf the resistance
program and nationalize the property of the trusts, Striving to stl-
flla the revolution in France, theso organizations and their resist-
anee eounterparts called a conference (which they had tha impu-
dence to call the States-General) for the week of July 14, 1845,
Over 2,000 delegates attended, Chicf result was an oath full of the
most asphyxinting democratic verbiage. But there in the heart of it
&re the words “the fundamental rightz of economic and sosial de-
moeraey ...to wit...natlonal economie govereignty incompatible
with the existenee of private groups such as trusts, whose means cf
production and property muet be restored to the national heritace.”
The Stalinists dared not leave it out. Many miilions of French men
ohd women have no doubt repeated and subscribed to that oath, The
big bourgeoisie trembles for its property. That Is the temnper of
France. The CGT has four and a half million members. The Sia-
linist Party and the Socialist Party are more powerful than ever
they were in 1936. The phenomenon iz Europesn. Yet we are to
believe that all this is the mark of & great historical retrogreasion
of workers just emerging from slavery.

The proletarinn masses zll over Europe know and decinre that
political democracy is not enough. “Economic demoacracy” is th
own phrase. So also is: the confiseation -of wealth from the trusts
which ruined and betrayed the nation. Since 1942 this has been
their stendy ery. In Fronca the Popular Republican Movement, &°
Catholic organization and the greal hupe of tie Lourgesisle, Lias
comé out for nationalization. All the moderate parties can only

nold their own by raising the demand for nationnlization. And jt' :

{s since 1942 that the retrogrossionlsts have declered for their

“Jdemocratic-political revolution.” Fer the past year they present - vl

the amazing spectacle of revelutionary eocialists bringing to the :
front democracy while bourgeols and Stalinist parties win elce-
tions on popular leaflets demanding the abolition of trusta. While
even counter-revolutionary parties csn exist-only by shoutlng am
tionnlization {which for the workers. means soclalism), tho van--
guard of the vanguard sees the main task as the propaganda of
demoeratie slogans owing to the historical retrogression. :

‘Constituent Assembly, Bourgeois. or Prolefarian

¥ look back {6 more than a nodding acquaintanee Veith our move- -

ment during the past hundred years. I eannot find its equal. And - - -

yot thoy ean only get out.of it by & radical break with the whole

past of their theory and practice, From the moment tney put for- -
werd thelr theory the Tolrogressionists were in an fneseapable dbs ™

lemma, Others have fonnd themselyes In it In 1805 Lenin, facing
a buurgeois-demorratie revolution, posed this problem before hia
vacillating opponents. “And if we are In carnest tn putting for
ward the practica) demand for the immediate overlhrew of the
autoceatic government, then we must be clear in our minds ce fo
what other government we want to take the place of the ono that
{s to bo overthrewn.” (Selscted Weorks, vol. 111, n, 21.) The. retro-
gressienista have never answered and to this day cannot answer
this question. In France, in Holland, in Belglum, etc., they pro-
posed to enter the resistance movements. They proposed serlously
to take port in the overthrow of the Nazl or coilnborationist gov-
ernments. But “what other government” was to take ila placal

" Thoy hed nothing to say, they could have nothing to say, owing

to thelr great historical retrogression. Their “democratio-political
revolution” was & revolution of a bourgeois typo, The Stulipists
and the rest knew what they wanted—a bourgeols government, snd
fought fiercely to get it On this point the retrogrossionists eculd
not distinguish the French proletarint from tho French bourgcols
sle In the traditionnl manner of the Fourth International, Some-
hew the relation of bourgeolnlo and proletariat in the prccess of
productivn had altered. On this all-important question of a govern

ment—allence. s

But maybe their slogan was “the democratic-pelitical” slogs
of a Constituent Assembly to dscide the form of government.
anything could awalen the Marxist dead, this would, Half of
fenin's struggle against the Menshoviks in 1005 was over this
vory question of a Conatltuont Assembly, And thie, mind you, was
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& bourgeois-democratie revolution. Lenin did not object to the slo-
gan a3 o slogan. He wanted a Conatitnent Assombly, but an “as-
sembly which would have the power and forcs to ‘constitute.’” He
wantoed a provisional revolutionsry povernment. “By its orlgin and

" fundamental nature such a government muszt bo the organ of the
people’s rebellion. Its formal purpose must ba to serve ns an ino-
atrument for the convocation of a national Conatituent Azzembly.”
But, and here the great rovolutionary speaks, 'Its activities must
be direeted towerd the achlavement of the minimum program of
‘proletarian domocraey.” This program for Russia, 1005,.was the
destruction of Czarism, formation of a ropublic and cbalition of
Jeudal property. Lenin continued: "It might be argued that the
provisional government, owing to the fact that it is provistonal,
could not carry out n positive program which had not yet raceived
the approval of the whole of the people. Such an argument wonld
be sheer sophistry, such as {s advanced by reactionaries...and
sutocratn,” (Selocted Works, ElI, p. 61.) Compare thiz with the
‘“demoeratic-political revolution Its maximum demand was—re-
slare democracy.

Trotsky in 1631 solved this preblem for Spain by ealling the
Conatituent Assembly s Revolutionary Constituent Asgembly,
thereby cutting it off at one stroke from the petty-bourgeois chat-
terers and fakers. He demanded that she Astembly tsslf confis-
cate the railways, mines, ete. No fooling tha people with writing
academie constitutions & 1a Weimar, The armed people should in-

stitute their government, and their assembly which would net.

{This {8 not merely past hiatory. Later I shall again exposs the
retrogressionist "Constituent Aaacmbly" slogan.} But the fact To-
maing that instead of boldly posing to the revolting workars, and
pessants, In their factory committees, resistance committees, pees.
ant coramittees, the fofmation of a government to earry out jmme-
dintely—but to carry out what? There the retrogressionist thesis
hung at their feet ko a bell and chain. There was no foudsl prop-
crty, The only thing: a revolutionary gevernment could do was 1o
drive out Péiain, Institute a workers’ government and seize the

bourgeois property. But to say that mesnt the collapse of tho whele

~etrogressionist thesis, So retrogression kept quiet.

Let us return to events, In Greece, for three whole days, the
power Iy ir the streets. It could have been seized, big capitalists
tried and shot, their property confiseated, with inrnlcutable conge-
quences for Enstem end ail Eurcpe. Revolutioniutu should haye

preparcd the arméd masses to scize precisely such an opportunity,

and to set themselves up as the government. As far as it cou!d.
retrogreasion said—retrogression, and when the British and Greek

reaction massacred the Greek masses, said, "You see, we said so.

Everything and everybody is retrogressiva,”

¢ North Italy is perhapa tho most siriking refutation of rotro-
greseion. There, ns we have scon, during tho last months of the
war, the workers had to be appeased by decreas (no doubt phoney
but yot significant) which “socislized” industry. Great strikes
shovk tho Northern provinces and the workers collaborated with
armed partisans. I ask the retrogressionists. Wasn't it here that
the revolutionaries should have said, “Reniember Greeee, Sce what
de Gaulle and Pieriot are doing, At the first sign of German re.
treat we shall conflseate theso factorles, onr resistance committens
will deal with the Germans and the bourgeoisie and establish n
workers’ government?” But for the Stalinlsts, they would in all
probability have done just that. As it was, not knowing that they
were in a great retrogression they negotiated with Mussalini, exe.
eoted numbers of fascists and eapiialists, purged the government
and, from tha latest aceounts, not only aeized the factoriea bnt are
utlill running them. Thereby they showed in practica what they
thought of the "democratie-politienl revolution.”

Innumerahble examples can be given to ahow without any con.
tention or doubt that the objectlve movement of avents In Europe
imposed upon the working masses Loth the nced and the oppor-
tunity to aeizo atate power, Historlcal development has placed ob-
Jectively before the nation the nocessity of leadership by the pro-

“arlat. This is #the historiea! movement of our times—not retro-
caaslon. The “scrowod-back dovelopment” and the “democratie-
polith:nl rovolution” are In no way substantiated by events,

Rotrogression Today

Thu whole retrogressionist thesle eompelled it to zonfine itself
to tho coneept of the “domocratie-polltical Tevolution,” f.0., demand-
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ing the sestoration of the bourgeoiu-nnﬁnml state. The terribie
thing ia that this is thelr program for Europe today. Look at what
they think of the contemporary European proietariat. “Political
conaciousness,” théy say, “lives only in...graups and individuals

{“Isclated and decimated propagends groups,” La., a fow hundred -

Trotskyists). (P. 240.) The Europesn proletariat foday has no po-
Yitieal conssiousness. Obviously, then, thero is no use talking of
socialism,

According to totrogressionist sccomulstion: “The proletaviat
has again, as formorly, become an amorphous mass, the character-
istics of ita rise and its formation have been lost.” Just pause and
contemplate for & fow nwed minutes the historie aweep of that
statement. Who says A says B. ¥Before ‘Europe can unite jtself into
*soeialist states,’ it must first geperate itoelf again fnto Independent
and sutonomous states.” The retrogressionist; have no conceptlon
of revolutionary dynamies. They sdhera to fixed and formal slages
which have no application to contemporary Europe. Must Esthonia,
Latvia, Lithuania, Hungary, Poland set up free and Independent
bSourgeois states again before they can become eocialist? Are we,
the pocialist revolntionariés of the twentivth century, to becoms
sponsors of bourgeois states erected by a “democratic-politieal rev-

oluiion™? And, concretely, what Europe aro thess eomrades look- |

ing at?

At Yelia and at Pol.sdam, an American, an Englishman and &
Georgian living in Moscow zettlod the fata of all Eurepe. The rulers
of the “indapendent,” “autonomous” states, like you or e, read
what these three Titans had for lunch, what music they listened
to after dinner, and then learned their own fate in the iying com-

muniqués. During World War I it was one of Lenin’s basic argu- |

ments’ on ‘self-determination that economic domination did not
mean politieal domination. Today, and that ia tne new stage, eco-

nomie ‘and political domination go hand in hand. With trifiing ex-

ceptions (¢.g., Norway and perhapa Denmark}, every siogle Euro:
pean government in existence was established by imperialist power,

could not have been established without it and is maintained by it ||

Stalin maintains the bourgeois states in Bastern Europe. With the
possible exception of Franee, Truman is responsible for tha main-

‘tenance of every government in Weatern Eurcpe. That {5 the new

Europe. Anl today, we, the Marxists, are to call on the workera to
revolt to substitute new hourgeois governments “independent” and

-"autonomoua" in order then to prepars for socialism. Thers is &

caxe where in the phreses of Blake, the embactled angels must . :

throw down thelr spears and.water hesven with their tears. For
even they could not establish an independaat bourgeols Poland! 1t
would take & volume tv eho# the ruln which tho retrogressionists

revolution in Poland? Which class is 4o lead it? -The Polish bour-
geolrio? In Greece, is the Greek bourgeoisie to lend the.ravolution
againat Britain? Is it? I, in Frence, thp bourgeoisio moved from
German feaciam to Anglo-American imperialism, as it did, is there
the slighteat reason for thinking that any revolution anywhare in
Europs would not have o -fight agalnst its own bourgeoisie which
needs the protection of one imperialism or another? Are tho work-

- ers 80 stupld as to be unable to understand the simple truth of Eu-

rope today? The proletariat must lead the revolution for national
independerice, 8o that the revolution must be o socinlist revolution.
The retrogressionist analyeis of nations expropriating other na-
tions drives them, by implication, to give a revolutionary réle to
the bourgeoiaic which it Is incapable of playing. Thia Is whers you
land by tampering with .the fundamentals of Marxism. The retro-
greasionists aay with pride that now everybady repeats their thesia
that Europe is Balkanized. What self-delusionl Everybody saya
exaetly the opposite, that Europe i wtot Balkanized. Everybody sees
that one power dominates Eastern Europe and one power or rather
& major powsr and satellite dominate the other half. Thesa com-
rades cannot sec the difference between Vorsallies and Potadam.
Finally let us compare these bold Innovotions with the Marxium
wo nt{ll belleve in. This was written during World War I.by Trot.

“If the Gorman armies achieved the deeislvo victory reckoned
vpon in Germany at ths outset of the war, then Gorman imperial
ism would doubiless meke the pigantle attempt of a compulsory
war tarift union of Europesn states which would be constructed
campletely of preferences, compromises and heaps of every kind
of outworn stuff in conformily with the stats structure of presunt-
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-- makeé of Marxism. For exasinple, & bourgeois-“democralic-politicsl” :

-




day Germany. Needless to say, under anch circumstenzes, no talk
would be possible of an autonomy of the nations, thus forcibly
Jolned togother as tha carienturs of the European United Stotes,
Let us for » moment admit that German militariam succeeds In
acturlly carrying out the compuisory half-union of Europe, what
then wonld be tho cardinal formula of the Europesn proletariat?
Would It ba the dissolution of the foreed European coalition and
the return of all peoples under the roof of {sclated national state?
Or the restoration of ‘automatic’ toriffs, ‘nationa)’ eainage, 'na-
Honal' coelal leglslation, and so forth? Certainly not. Tho slogan
of the European revolutionary mavement would then be the'can-
cellatlon of the compulsory, anti-democratie form of the coalition
with the preservation and zealous furtherance of its foundatione,
in the form of the complete annihilation of tarift barriers, the uni-
fieation of legislation and above all of labor lews. In other words,
the slpgun of the United Soelalist Europe—without monarchy and
#tanding ermies—would under the foregoing circumstances beeume
the unifying and guiding formula of the Europesn revolution.”
(Proletarien Revolution in Russiu,)

Trotaky never moved nnd never would have moved one §nch
from that. A few months befors Stalin murdered him he wrote In
the Manifesto: The shifts in tho battle lines at the front, the de-
struction of national capitals, the occupation of territories, the
downfall of individual states represent from this standpoint only

tragic episodes on the road to the reconstruction of modern soci- -

ety.” Not historical retrogression o the Biddle Ages but an epi-
sode on the road to socialism. After Stalingrad the masses paw it
more or less 1‘;hnt way t0o.
- "The Unifying and Guidiag Formula”
-This is no thesis on Europe today. I have ne space for that,

" But a fow things have to be sald, and Germuny offers & more than ]

- execllent example. Here the prolutariut, if anywhere, is an amor-
phous mass."” Here presumably we must have an “independent,
autonomous state” beforn the strugele for snciullam begins, and
this, it you please, by a revolution. The retrogressionists preauma-
bly propose for Germany as the first slogan: withdrawal of the
occupation armies. Good. Next. Freedem of press and right to or-
ganizo, Agreed, - .

Now what next? Constituent Assembly? Conatituent Assembly
for what? Thet is the question, Te have some more German pro-
fessors write another ‘Weimar Constitution? Whet do the retro-
gressionists mean by & “demoeratic-political revolution” for Ger-

many? Do they mean the resurrection of p democretfc German
capltalisin? Hero fs a new chance for you to clarify us, comrades. '

If Germany ig to he frew, then production must. bo free. Are Marx-
ists to.give the slightest countenunce to the idea of capitalism once
more being given free scope in Germany? We awnit your snswer,

Marxism in Germany todsy demands witkdrawal of occupying
troops, right of free press and the right to organize. That hes not
one whiff of retrogression. ‘But {t demands today a revolutionary
provisional government elected by the people to destroy capitaliam
in Gormany, (And we might say boldly also thut if the occupying
armies wers to withdraw tomorrow, we would summon the people
to arm themselves and carry out this program in a ravolutionary
manner.) A seperb slogen, of deep historieal signifieance, has al-
repdy come out of Germany. “Not National Soeialism, bul the So.
cialist Nation,” This in the light of their dreadful past lias mean-
ing for all Gormans. This iz the appenl tho German workers must
make to Europe. This must bo coupled with slogans embodying
ideas such as: Do not take away the factories. Do not limit our
production. Let us join the Evropean working class in a new Euzro-
Fean socialist order.

. Nothing colse but this will counler the bourgecis propaganda
that a free Gormany means ‘war once mora This {n the way to pose
now beforoe the German people and the rost of Europe a unified
Europs, the Socinlist United States of Europe.

Tha retrogression thesis on Germony today, ridiculoun as it is,
merely continuer its policy of yesterdny. It is obvious that this
thesia could see no sort of proletarian socialist revolution in Ger-
muony or Italy. There, in excelsis, tho preletarint was “amorphous
masgs," cte. Tho Europenn Trotakyist movemont saw Germany as
the key to the Europenn situntion mnd to its oternal credit and
honer never for ont moment drow back or equivoeated on its be-
lief in the canncity of the Gorman workers to meke a revolullon
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in the mannor envisagen by Trotsn, .a 1uas, ‘U'he Tetrogression.
ists, however, in ful! nceordence with their theory, cbviously had
abandoned the Germnn revolution, oven after the altogethoe mag-
nificent revolution of the Italian workers; which should have
wiped away all doubts about the ricuperative power of the pro-
letarint under fascism. For them the Socialist United States of
Europe wae no unifying slogan but a phrase. ‘Their revolution in
the ocenpled countries was “demacrotic-poiitical”” But the fornaz-
tion of faetory enmmittees snd sovicts for Germany or Ialy, the
beginning of the soeiallat revolution, ss Trotsky snvisaged it in
1838, thnt their conception of the proletariat did not allow them to
sce at all,

The Failure of the German Workers

The German workers falled to achieve a coordinated revolt.
The exnct reasons. for this we do not know and doubtless before
very long they will teil us for themcelves. But this much the pres-
ent writer hins always believed and dovs not waver from it. After
Stalingrad the Germnn beurgecisle was doomed. As tha elimax
approached it was obvious that no class would be able to hold the
Germsan nation together except the proletariat. It has turned out
thrt such was the destruction and ruin of Gormany that the na-
tion, including the preletariat; collapsed cemplately. Germany is
held together taday by occupying armies. But i tomorrow the oc-
cupying armies were to leave, the proletarint would, as in Italy,
reassert itself with the utmost rapidity. Had theresbeen & revolu-
tion in Germnny, despite the fact that invading armies would have
entered, the whole European situation wonld have been altered.
Not only wouid the Gormaa proletariat have started with a clean
slate in its own eyes. It would have won sympathy and suppoet -
frum the European workers ut one stroke. And this revolution
would have immensely altered the relation of forces in the hitherto
occupied countries. As it Is, the German failure hangs heavily not
only over Germany, but over Evrops also, e

Churchill can write and Attlee sign at Potsdam with no reae- .
tion from British workers. The Europenn workers ate apathetle .
in regard to Germany. The conception of the Soclalist United Statéa
of Europa did not get that final reinforcement from the German:
revolution. The German workers, in the popular mind, share th
responsibility for Nazi erimes az the Itolian workers do not. -

The defeat hangs over us all, but on no revolutionary cutrent
doea it.hang so heavily as on the retrogressionists, What kind of
defense can they make of tho German workers today which would

square with their theory of the “amorphta mass”? More that cam -

hold water. They do not eny thiat the German workers were Za-

cist-minded, but all they can do iz to apologize. Whera the peliy

bourgeols democrats claim that the German workers mmst ba edu-:
cated for domocracy, the retrogressionists clalm that the Germsn

workers must be organized with demnorrsey and cducated for so-

cinlism. It {s better, but not much better. For to this very day they.
conslder the German workers Ineapnble of a’sccialist proletarian

revolution until they have passed through the school of democracy.

They can only held up hefore tham their Iahor-camp revoiution for

democracy, the restoration of bourgeois soclety, of an “independent,

nutonomous” German bourgeoisle, :

The Bourgeeisis and the Constituant Assembly -

- History repeata itsclf as farce, says Marx. It needs tho pen of
the Eightoenth Brumairs to deseribe the shameful Zurce that is
belng played around this elogan of Constituent Assembly in Franee
today. Franre had a eonstitution, free elections and all ths bag of
bourgeois trick=—the hated Third Repyblic. Now de Gaulle pro-
poses elections to decido whether France should have the constl-
tution of 1876 dver again or whether the newly clected body should
be a Constituent Assemnbly to draft & new constitution. The dobate
is rich, Two chambers or onel Will the executive have more powsr,
as in tha U. 8, or will the eablinet bo irremovable until'a general
elettion, e in Britain? Will wo have proportioral ropresentation?
Yea, say the socialista, firmly, very firmly. No, says some other
‘parly, equelly firmly. Will Catholie schaols ba state-aided? And so
on and so forth. Thin the profossors will bebble about for sev

months after Octobicr and then produce snother Welmar Cone,. .
tution in French, Then we ahall propare for aome real conatitu.
tional elections. Meanwhile do Gaullo asks that during this time
his gavernment have the power, “No,” suys the Consultative As-
gembly, “you can heve it, but—the Constituent Ascembly in tho
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.- intervals of its constitution-writing will keep an eys on you and
if it docan’t like what you are doing it will have the power to turn
you' out.”

Was ever a devico more patently calculated to do what do Gaulle

- hos done for one year—do nothing, sceretly consolidate his power
inside the administration and outside it, and wail for the fatigue
and disgust of the massea?*®

Can we summon up a little revolutionary imsginniion or rather
memory and think how Maorx, Engels, Lenin or Trotsky would
have torn into this! Are Marxists to lend themeelves to §t? Thia is
what we should say. [“We do not want any telking shop” {as En-
gels enlled the constitution-drafting assembly at Frankfort in
1848.)] We do not want any Constituent Assembly (o write any
bourgeoin constitution. We want a Revolutionary Provisional Con-
stituent Asseinbly or a Revoluticnery Provisional Government
which will first and foremost arm the whole people in o national
militin to ensure its own defonse. We want ix to carry out the pro-
gram of the resistance and socizlize the property of the trusts. We
want it ta appoint people's courts to complete the purge. We want
the FFY and the Maquis to become the nucleus of a popular army.
We want the representatives of the CGT, the Socialist Parly, the
Communist Party, the peasants’ nssotiations, the Kadical-social-
ist Party, etc., to {ormulate a plan of ezonemic action tn save
Franee from the present ruin. We want the workers in the fncko-
ries to control preduction secording to this pinn. The planners and
the workers wili establish universal labor discipline to rebuild
France. What we want js a second revolution. '

“We. propose freedom for the colonies and a joint cconomy
with them, We propose the same to the British government, Europe
€8T never recover as solated states, Leave the German fnctories
to the German workers. Atomic energy means that we in Europe
shsll liva forever in terror and cnd by heing blown to pieces un-
less we unite. A workers' France in a Socialist United States of
Europe.” - . -

Conerete slogans are
what we should say, One cannot call today for workers' power,
Thet opportunity was presented at the moment of the “liberntion
- and should have been prepared for. Todey thot would be madness.
‘It an election for a nesty, stinking bourgeois Constitucnt Assem-’
bly should intervene, then most certsinly we take part. But in the
present period we link the concrete demands nnd conerete organ-
{2ations. to an incessant socialist propaganda. Tlow long will it take,
before the masses mohilize fer dirset nction? What n anestion! After
World War I the genersl atrike in France came In 1820. After No.
vember, 1918, in Germony the Kapp Putsch ceme in 1920, the
March Action in 1921, Trotsky has more than once told us that but
for the war the 1917 crisis in Russia would hove been delayed for
one or two years, Truman prépares to suppress “desperate men”

this winter. We prepare by mobilizing the masses. Europe'is ruined, -

It has to be rebuilt, Only the unitad efforts of the workers can re-
build it. History will take its rourse. That course will naver bo
charted by those why believe that the Europenn proletariat no-
where has any chances of selzing power in the course of the next
five years. The revolutionary explostons may be delayed. They may
come with striking suddinness and spread like a prairie fire. Trot-
sky wrote many times about this. Take tup your copy of the Histnry
snd read the first paragraph of Volume X1, Chapter XI, page 250,

What {s the retrogressionist view? We must, thoy say, study
Lenin's writings in 1908 in order to know how to nel in 1845, Here
is thu quintesscnce of retrogression, Lenin in 1808 was accking to
rebufld a movement and lift a proletariat which had just been de-
feated, after n tromendous revalution. For the retrogressionisty, the
would revolution haa falled to come, No *If" here, and the proletar-
{at Is fn ruins. In the “Materials for Rovision of the Party Pro.

gram,” May, 1017, Lenin aays that precisely because of “tho enor- .

mous obstkcles in the path of the ceonomic and poiitienl strugples
of tho proletariat, the horrors of the !mperinlist war and tho dix.
astor and ruln caused by it, ntl those frclors transform the present
stage of eapitalist development into en era of proletavian soelnlist
revolution, That era hns begun.” May, 1917, Yan't it ton times worse
today?
*The asctunl word Conatltuent Assambly ta not in queatlon hero.
I would ralso Trotaky'z slogan tho Revolutlonary Connlituant Ansems
bly. In Franee the slognh of a Convonllon might have a tromendous
hilstorteal nppoal.
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not my business here. But the above i

This was Lenin's perpetusl ery in 1917, Russia Is ruined. Eu-
ropo is ruined. The ruin continues, Tho misery of tho people grows,
The only woy out is by moving to mocialiym. Wkat other wny osut
is there today? We mny have to go undergronnd, We mo. Messra,
Retrogressioniats, hat in hand and on my knees, T heg of .yon, Tell
us, Are you prepared to pose snelalivm {o the European praple to.
duy? If not, why not? And so that there zan be no fooling, is your
propesal this: That as the Frenszh proletariat iz an “amoerphons
masy,” lacking “politienl consciousness,” all that we van do ia to
propesc the “democratic-politicnl” slogan of n Constituent Assem-
bly to decide tho form of hourreois government, so thut the muszes
might have time to be educnted by the few polit'cally-ennseious
people, ¥he isolated and decimated Trotskyists? Again! Where do
yor stand on Ttaly? Thereo the government does not overcome &
crisis in order to function but functiona xolelv bv overcoming cri-
ses. Are the Halian workers such an “amorphous mass” so Jack-
ing in political consciousners that Murxists have in 1945 to ghout
for & democratie republic? Or do we toll them that nothing, noth-
ing but the destruction of bourgeois property and their cwn class
actions can save the nation from ruin? That will take care of the
King? A fumous observation of Trotsky during the Spanish reve-
lution was that we fought willingly in Negrin's armies, but not
even then would we sponsor the bourgeois republic or any of its
wnrkfx, even -its budget for. war ngainst Franco. In India nnd
m_)lanml couniries, says the Founding Conferance, we tie fogether
“indissolubly” the Soviets, the Constituent Assombly and agrarian
reform, which meoans in reality agrarian revelution. In Europe
today what do we tle indissolubly te tle Constituent Assembly?
Right of free press and right to orgunize or ohelltion of bourgeois
property and workers' militia? But if you any nbolition of bour-
geois properly and workers' militia, then where {s (he' relregres- -
slon? The mote enc considers the retrogressionist theorles, the '
more incredible they become. It seems: that they are firmly con-
vinced that absolutely the greatest mistuke a revolutionary party’ °
in Eurcpe c¢hii makn i3 to say: “Form scviets, organize to over- .
throw bourgeois society. Only socislisim can fave vs.” You can sum
up thelr whole thesis thus, Above all, no soclalist agitation. :

The Role of the Party -

The retrogressionists n:ade a pronouneemnent which has coused
a vast amourt of confusion, The tusk they sald and still say was
to rebuild the Inbor movement. Wheroupon proponents and oppa-
nents alike took this to mean labor. parties, trade unlons, cobpera-
tives, ete/These were dostroyed; obvious relruprission; thorofore
they hiad to be rebuiit, Socialism? Afterwnrd, But, as it was sq easy
to foresce, the workers in many countries were rebullding them-
even before the Germans got out. Thoy did not consider them- |

. sclves defeated as in Russia of 1908, They seized bourgeois print-

Ing houses ard printed their papers. The CGT has four and n half
million members, In Italy the CP and SP have n million and a halt -
membera between thom, o i ;

Now the retrogressionists any that thoy did not mean the Jabor
movement, scclal-democratic parties, cte, They meant acientifie so- -
einlism~~the revolutionnry perty. What a moeas! But let that ‘pass
({for the timo being). They say that since tha treachery of the Sta-
linists in Spain (1088) there has been no revolutionary party. Tsn't |
this pathelie? Since 1934 the Fourth Internatlonal has as ona of
is basic docirines that there wns no revolutionary soclalist party
except ourselves. In 1035 Trotsky wrote In Whither France?

“But it {s a fact that there is no revolutisnary party in France!*
Yet in the snme articlo ke says: "Vistory sa pogaible! Comrades... !
the Bolshevik-Leninists summon you to strugele and to victory™ -
(Page* 117.) Tha Bolshovilk-Leninists! These were our few ecom- :
rades in France. I doubt If they were mora numerous than todny.
Today the codres ara cortainly stronger, The who'o theais enda in -
& grandioze fero and multitudinous explanations, Push the retro. !
greasloniats on their “amorphots mnsy,” they say “no labor move. !
ment.” Push them on “tho non-oxistenco of the labor movemont," :
they sny “no purty.” Show them Trotsky and the smatl French
party in 1034 onwarda summoning the workers to socialist revo- !
lution, thoy aay--Christ only knows what they say. Wo ask the
retrogressionistas What in now nbout acieutiftc socknllam nnd the |
Inbor movement in France, Ialy, Belgium, Spaln, Eritaln, since |
wa declared for tha Faurth Internntional in 19347 What hay hap- :
penod to juotify a now politien] ortentation “beenuse there I8 no
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. party”? They announce with a luxuriant verbiage thot the task is
to build the party. We are to Nink scicntifie socialism to the labor
movement? Wonderfull! How do you propose to do this? By giving
" clazses? Or by teaching the workers to preserve demoeracy! As
if the desperate cluss stromiele will walt. What, comrades, do you
think Trotsky was trying to do between 1634 and his death? What
do you think he was doing in France when in the name of our littls
party he wae putting forward the revolutionary socialist program
and calling the workers to victory, Strange as this may seem to
vou, he was building the party, building it with a correct poliey in
the concrote circumstances. Ha didn't aak history to wait while
pariies were being built,

Scientific Soclalism and the Lubor Movemen}

In 1024 there was an armed clash in the streets of Paris, How
did Trotsky meet it? All the retrogressionists should either read
1Whither France? or give away their copies. In March, 1035, secing
‘n the clash of 1934 bonrzeois reaetion and the instinctive socinlist
dlemands of the French proletariat, he writes: “"The working
masses ynderstand what ‘the leaders’ do not undersiand, that un-

der the conditions of & very grest rocin! crisls, a political-economie
atruggle alane, which requires enormous efforts and enormous sac-
rifices, cannot achieve any zerioua results.” When was Franea ever
in such s social crisis as today? Wheu the great strikes broke out
alter the eleciions, Trotsky saw: soeialist revolution. “When -ono
and a half million voters cast their bailots for the Communists, the
msjority of them wish to ssy: “We want you {o do the same thing
in France that the Russian Communists did in their country in
October, 1817.""” Three months age the CP had 900,000 members
- which today with the YCL and peripliery organizations must make
them almost equal to the votes of 1030, What have these people
joined for? Because they have retrogressed into an “smorphous
mass”? Or for Revolution? How ere the Stalinists to be defected?
The people flock to them for revolution and we counter by seying:
“They are ecunter-revelutionary. Come to us. We shall save you
from the Middle Ages by democracy.” L
Trotsky ealls for commitiees of action of strildng workers and
a congress of all tha committees of action in France., “This will be
tha now order which muat teke the place of the reigning suarchy.”
(Page 148.) And soven pages later he calls for an organizaticn to
- reftect the will, the “prowing’ will” of the “struggling masses”’—
the Soviots of Workers Deputies. According to retrogressionlst
» logie (todey) ml! this wss madness, Trotsky shonld have sald:
" “The labor movement does not exist, It is divided between bour-
- . geols partizs, Stalinist and Menshevik, Thers {s no party. Wa niust
atruggle to maintain démocracy unt!l we onece mora have the lubor

movement linked to scfentific soctaliam.” Is this unfair? Then show .

me, A '
Thua the great revolutionary. What would we not give for ten
. lines, just ten lines, from his pon todayt .
*  This spinning out of empty theorles about linking sclentifie no-
cialiam to tha labor movement is the anm tatal of retrogressionist
- wisdom and {ts Jast refuge against the interminable contradictions
in which It inereasingly finds itself, It heapa all its mintakes upon
the heads of the workers. In Jenuary, 1838, Trotsky wrote on
Spain: The Last Warning. Of the Spanish revolution hu says:
“Thranghout tha six yeaars its soclal seiting was the growing on-
slaught of the masses agalnst the régime of semi-feudnl and bour-
geois property,” \ .
" Compars this and n thonsand other statementa like it with the
. Tetrogressionist anslysis of the proletariat during the last forty
YOATE,
No man ever insizted upon the importance of tha party with
" greator urgoney than Trotsky. Yot he continues: .
*The hounding of the Trotakyists, POUM!sts, revolutionary an.
. archists; the filthy alander; the falaes documents, the torturea in
- the Stallnist offices, the murders from ambush~—withont alt thia
" the bourgeols rigime, undor the ropublican flag, conld not have
_lanted evon two montha”

Is this clear?

““Tho GPU proved to be the master of the sltuation only be.
cause it defonded more consiatently than the others, lLe, with the
grentost baseness and bloodthirstiness, the Intercats of the bour-
geoinle agalnst the prolsteriat.,”

Compnro this with the long liet of Iamentations of the retro-

gressioniats, thelr view of the modern proletariat, their concen-
trated hostility to any idex of socialism as a living concrate altcr.
native to capitallsm. Europe sesthey with ruin and unrest. Workers
have hidden %helr arma. The main prop of bourgeoie soelety I
Staliniam, which opposes and demoralizes the revolutionary de-
sires of the masses. How to meet It? Listen to Trotsky sguin:

“*The renuncietion of conquest of power Inevitably throws every
workers' organizaticn inte ths ewamp of reformiem and turns it
into a plaything of the bourgeolsie; it cannot be otherwise in viaw
of tho clasa structure of soclety,”

Today, In the terrible erinis of Europe, with the workers look-
ing for a way out, the retrogresslonists ranounce the bold posing
of the sosialist solution to the workers, For them the workers nre
defeated us in Russia of 1903, No, now s tha time to remember
the Lenin of 1008,

“Revolutions are tha lIocomotives of history, sald Mare, Revoln.
tions are the festivals of the oppressed snd the exploited. At ne
other time arc the masses of the people in a positfon to come for-
ward 0 actively as creators of a new rocial order as at a time of
revolution, At such times the people are capable of performine
miracles, if fudged by a narrow Philistine seule of gradual prog-
ress. But the leaders of the revolutionary party must also, st such
a time, present their tasks ina wider and bolder fashion, o that
their alogan may always be in edvanes of ‘the revolutionary fnitia-
tive of the mnaases, serve them as a beacon and reveal to them our
democratie and socialist ideal in all its mapnituds and aplendor,
irdicate the shortest, the most direet routa to complete, absolute
and final victory.,” (Vol. I1I, p. 128,) .

" Translated to today that mesns the soeialist program. Of the i
retrogressionist thesis as applied to the United States, thers is

“regrettably no space to speak, It Is n credit to our movement that

the rotrogressionists are almoat completely isolated among all cur-
rents which embraco the program of the Fourth International It
is only a matter of time before their theory and the ruinous polities .
which fiow from it will only be an unpleasant memory, I, 63 ap-
pears from statements In their document, they should meke any.
attempt to apply it to Americn, then its exposure in the American
movement would only be awiftor and surer. o EANE :
) J. R. JOHNEON. '’

September 10, 1945. ,
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(In Analysis of Ruasian Econcmy,! which
was made after an e¢xhaustive study of
all available datx on the dynamics of the
Five Ycar Plana, it was shown that the
laww of value dominated ths Russian econ-
omy. Thin low expressed itaclf in Lwo ways:
(1) The production of means of production
ouldigtances the production of means of
consumption, (2) The misery of the workers
increaace, clang with the increass in capital
accutnulation. No one has challenged thin
study based on official Russinn documents,
which, kawever, did not draw the fnescap-
oblc conclusiona. It ir neersacry, therefore,
fo draw fuily and explicitly the conclurions
implicit in the statistical analysis, which
this author haa alwaye considered s Part I,
of her study of the Nature of the Ruossian
Economy.—F., F.

Introductary—"A - Single
Copltalist Society"

The profound simplicity of Marx's methot)
of anslysis of capitalist msociety revcaled
thet, given tlie domination of the law of
valus, which {3 a lew of the world market,
o given "aoclety would remain capitaliat

.even If one or all of several conditions pre-

vailed: (1) the exchange between the sub-
nivislons of the department producing
means of production were effected dirastiy,? -
that is, without golng through the market;
{(2) the relutionships Letwesn’ the depart-
ment producing mesns of production and
the one producing mesns of conmumptivn

* were planned »0 that.no ordinary commers

cial erises arose; wnd, finally, {3} even i
the law of ccntralization of capital weuld
reach its extrame limit and &ll capital were
concentratad in the hisads of “z single
eapitalist or...a single capitalist pociety."s

Preciacly becruse Marx cnalyzed a pure
eapitalist scclety which has never histor-
feally existed, his annlysis holds true for
every cupitoliat socicty, but only for cap-
italizt socicty. What Marx was primarily
coneorned with was not the abatraction, “a
single capitatist soclaty.” His concorm was
with the fact that this extreme development
would in no way chenge the law. of motlon
of that society. He made thi=z abatraction

_a polnt vf analysis becaune by it the imita-

tions of mny individual capitslist mociety

could be scen more clearly, The only basle

1 Publishied In s'he New Ioterantienal,
Dec. 1942, Jan, and Fab. 1941 Thin aerles will,
hereafter be raforred to as Purt L

20t Kar! Marx: Theorlea of Surplus Valus,
(vol. if, Part 11, p. 170, Ruasian od.}. The
debates on this yuestion within tha Marxiat
movement are doalt with by this authar in
hor Luxemburg's Theory of Accumulatlon (0
ho N I, Aprt! and May 1348,

1*In a given soclery, this Bmit (extrems
centralisntion] would bs reached :f all sootal
eapital were concentrated into the same
hands whuther thoss of an indlividun) cap-
italiut or thoas of & slnitle eapitalist soclety.”
—¥Kar} Marxi Capitel. Vol. I, p. 601, Iden and
Codar Paul transiation: in the Kerr editlon
this novears on o 480

Reprintad from The New International, December 1346, January 1947.

distinction from the traditional capilalist
aocfety would ba in the methed of sppro-
pristion, not in the method or laws of
production.

RUSSIAN STATE CAPITALISM: A
GIVEN SiNGLE CAPITALIST SOCIETY

I. The Mode of Appropriation

Sinee under the specific Russian state
capitalism legal title to the means of pro-
duction as weil as the competitive market
for such mesns have been abolished, how is
appropriation achieved?

Inasmuch as private property in the
means. of production has been abolished in
Rusain, it is a deviation from the juridieal
concept to permit accumulution within any
enterprise since the atete aims to increase
only “natienal copital.”” Nevertheless, with

the establishment of “ruble control” enter- .

prises were permitted to accumulate in-

- ternally. In fact, Incentives towards that in-

terest in capital sccumulntion were created
throngh the eatabiishment of the Diréctor's
Fund. 1n 1940 internol. accumulation com-
prised 32.6 per cent of capifal investment!?

Because these egents of state eapital do
not have title to this accumulated enpltal,
however, is production thereby governed by
o different motive forca?

1. Planning vs. the Average
Rate of Profit ‘

.. The Stalinists, in denying that Russia i

a capitaiisd soviely, Inslst that tho beost
preof of that is that Russia ia not subject
to “the law of capitaliam: tho average rate
of profit.h3’

“The law of capitalism” iz not the
average rate of profit, but the decline in
the rate of profit. The average raie of
profit is only the manner in which the sur-
plus value extracted from the workers Is
divided among tho capitalists Il is im-
possible to jump from that -fact to the
conciusion that “thereforc” Rusmin is not o
capitalist sountry, It ia for this reason that
the Stalinist apologists, with great delibera-

- tion, perverted “the law of capitalism” Irom

the decline in the rate of profit to the
achiovement of an average rate of profit,

ACL Part 1. M. L. Jan. 183,

_SCf “Toaching of Economics In the Boviet
Unlon™ Amerlean Eeonomle Neview, BHept.
1944, b, h2g). ]

6"A sinmle eapltulint, wa la well knuwn,
reerives In the form of profit, not that part
af the surplue value which s directly arented
by the workora of hin own experlencs, but n
rhure of tho combined surplug valun grented
through the country preportionatn te tho
amouat of Lie awn eapltnt, Under an intogral
‘stnte eapiteltan’, thin inw of the equal rate
of prefit would ho rondieed, not by devieus
rautea=thnt {n, competition amung diiferant
capltalp = but  [mmediniely and  direoetly
theaugh wtate bookkeoping' —L. Trotaky:
Hevolutlon lletrayed.

-

With this revision of Marxism as their
theoretic foundation, they procceded to cito
“prooi” of Russin's being n non-capitalist
land: Capitel dors not migrate where it 1s
most profitable, but where the siate directs
jt, Thus, they couclude Ruesin was able to
build up heavy industry, though the grentest
profits were obtrined from light industry.
In other wokds, what the United Statea has
achieved through the migrution of capital

’__‘The Nature of the Russian Economy

to the most profituble enterprises Russia

has achieved through plunning.

Profit, mareaver, does not at all have the
game meaning in Russia as it does in elag-
sical eapitulism. The lizht industries gshow
greater profit not beunuse of the greater
productivity of labor, but because of the
state-imposed turn-over tax which gives an
entirely fictitions “profit” to that industry.
In reclity, it is merely the medium through
which the state, not the industry, siphons
off anything “extrn” it gave the worker by
means of wages. It could not do the swme
things through the channel of heavy indus-
try because the workers ‘do not eat its

products. That is why this “profit” attraets" 2

neither capital nor the individual agenis of
capital. That is the nub of the gquestion,
Precisely becnuse (he words, profit and
Joss, have assumed a different meaning, the
individual agents of espital do not go to

tha most “profitable” onterprises, even as
capitul itself does not. For the very sume .

regaon that the opposite waos characteristic
of clussic capitalism: The individual agent’a
shara of surpius value {s greater “in heavy
jndustry. The salary. of the- director of a
billian la(u]laz- trust-dapenas, not on whether:

Lhe tiust shows o prodt or not, but basleally. |

upun the magnitude of the capital that he
manages. )

State empitalism brings ahount a..chnnge

4n the minde .of approprintion, as has os-

curred Bo often in the life spun of .cap.
jtalism, through its competitive, monopoly
and state-monopoly. stegea. The individual
agent of capitnl has at no lime realized
directly the suvrplus value extracted in his
partienlar factory. He haaz participaled in
the distribution -of national surplus value,
to the extent that his individual capital was
nbla to excrt pressure on this aggregate
eapital, This pressure in Russia is exerted,
not through competition, but state plan-
ning. But this strugple or agreement nmong
capitnlists, or agents of tha stute, i you
will, is of uo concern to the proletariat
whose sweat and blood has heen congealed
inte this nutiona) surplus valire? What is
of conecern to him’is his relationship to the

one who performs the “function” of boss.
© 7'y {a hnmoteria] to the laberor. wnotnar
tho eapltulist pocketn tho whelu profit, or
whother he has to pay over & yrrt of it te
SDTl‘l‘L' other permon, who hak a legnl elaim
to It
among two kinde of capitullala thus turne
surreptitloualy inte ronsons for the exlstence
¢t wurplua value {o be divided, which the
capltnl an such drawe out of the procems of
roproductlon, nuite apart from any subae-
quent divialon® ~~Marx: Capltal, Vol. 11,

11,

The rearon for dividing the profit -




2. Privote Froperty and the
Agents of Capital

It i3 neither titles {o property nor motives
of individunls that distinguishes different
expleitive ceanomie orders, but their meths
od vi production, or manner of coxtract-
ing surplus labor, If it was the logal titla
to propecty that were basie, the Stalinists
would be vight in psauming, “Sinee there ia
no private property in Russia, there is no
exploitation of man by man”

Behind the impesing fagadt of the “sorinl-
ist ceonomy,'” however, stands the “clusaless
intelligentpia.” 8 The speeific weight of the
upper erurt of this ruling ¢lurs, ns we saw
in I'nrt 1, comprises a mcre 2.05 per cent

_of tie total papulatien!

Tie individuals who act as ngents of the
riate and itz industry are, of courae, theo-
retically frec to refuse to participate in the
precess of accumulation, just 03 o expitalist
in the Tnited Stutes is free to #ign away
1o the workers in his factory his legal title
in the means of production. In the United
states he would retire to Cataling Island,
ok, at worst, be sent to an insanc nsylum.
In Russia he wounld be “liquidated.” But he
does not refuse. He acts exaelly as the

apent of expital that he is, as apent of the -

dead labor clienuied from the worker and
oppressing him. The class difference ‘be-
iween 1the two, which the Russians ouphe-
- mistienily “call "functional”, is expressed
outwardly, too, in no-different manner than
ouder traditional enpitalism, where the one
lives in luxury and the other in misery.
" T4 i true that in Pussin the agent of capitsl
does not “own" the factory. But personal
property is recognired in the unlimited right

to purchasa intevest-bearing bonds, sumptu-’

ous homes, datchas, and perronal effects.
Stato. bonds, noe mafter how "large the
amount, are not suhject to inheritance or
pift tex, ANl forms of personal property
can -be left to direct descendsnts. Institu-
tions of higher leatning, the tuition fees of
“which make them inaccessible to the pro-
letarist, weltomu the children of these
- property-less factory dircctors, and this
nesures their offspring of good positions.
‘ns befita tho sons and doughters. of the
ruling class. This, however, is entirely inei-
dentai to the relatlonship in the factory.
1t s not the caprico of bureaucracy nos
‘the “will” of the individusl capitnlist in
eampetilive capitalism that scls the wages
of the weorkers. It s the law of value which
“dominntes both.
The law of value, i.e., the law of wmotion,
of the Russian cconomy has led to the
polarization of wealth, to the high organle
composition of capital, to the accumulation
of misory at one pole and tho-accumulation
of caplital ot the other, This ls a 'given single
. eapitalist society, an cconomy governcd by
the laws of world capitalism, eriginating in
the seperation of the labarar from eantrol
over the means of production.
But how could that arise when nnt unly
private property wes abollshed, but the
capitalists were exproprlated?

BCE Vart 1, New Internnitonal, Fuob. 1943,

-divec!

1. THE COUNTER-REVOLUTION
{Emphasis 1935.1937)

Given, en the one hand, the environmont
of the world market, and, on the other
hand, the failure of the advanced prolelariat
of Burape to make its revelulion und thus
cone to the aid of the Ruzsian proleteriat,
it was inevitable that the transitionsal stage
botween copitalism and accinlism  perish,
and the law of valug renssert its dominance,
IL is necessary, Lenin warned the last party
congress at which he appeared, to examine
squarely “the Russian ond internuticnal
muarket, to which w2 arc subnrdinated, with
which we arc connected and from which we
cannut escape.”’

The counter-revelution did net make s
“formal" appanraznze, with srms in hand,
and thevelore it wus hard to recognize it
Alnag with the burcuueratization of the
appacatus and loss of political control over
the seate by the proletariet, the reiations of
production were undergoing n transformsa-
tion. It was, in fact, the changing relalions
of production which Inid the busia for the
evertunl consolidation of the bureaueracy
ay u class.

The nitin] changes in the relations of
production appeared imperceptibiy. Tho
labor inspector failed to defend the workers'
interests Loenuse, with the adopiien of the
First Five Yenr Plan, all enterprises be-
ciune state enterprises and automatically

were labeled “socialist.” The leaders of the
‘trade unions whe displaced, first the Left

Oppositioniats, and then the Tomsky lead-
crsilp, were all too rendy to speuk out
against any *right wing unionistic tenden-
cies” of those who put thelr welfare above
those of the “socinlist” econcmy. When, in
1431, the state told the worker he could not

chenge his job without permission of the
r of the plant in which he worked,

the- trade uniyns had to acquicsce. When

the worker's ratlon card ond his right to-

jiving space weve placed. in 1032 in the
hands of the fpetory dircctor, the trade
unjons hailed the step as n neceseity for

. establishing “lubor discipline’” The Workers

Production Confercnces, estnblished by the.
early workers state so that every worker
“ta a man” might participate in the man-
ggement of the economy, scldom convened.
In 1934 the trmde unions were mada part
of the administrative machinery of the
gtate.

But the final diveree of labor frons eon-
trol over the means of production ecould
not be achieved merely by legal ennetraent,

- any more than the constitutional dictum

that the means of production belonged Lo
the “whole nation” could give the workers
autematic control over them, Stalin Baw
early that the dunl nature of the economy
violently shook his ruls, now to one ex-
treme, now to the other. In his address to
the dirsctors of industry, he issued the
alogan: "Lot there Lo an ond to depersonull-
rotion.” This, translated in Industrial terms,
rend, “Better pay foy better work.' “Better
pay for better work” necded a foundation,
a plecowork system thot could gain momen-
tum only with such a momentura us Stuk-

hi ism, whieh avose in 10362

aay! mt'n?! Imetinn oh “Enllng Depars
sunalizution nnd Creatlng Hukhanoviem®),
No Ly Fob, 1843, pp, 81-84,

1. Stakhanovism and the
Stalinist Constitution

The high organic composition of enpital
in advanced capitalist countries, which
maken _NMecessary a camparable technienl
composition in any single society, demands
sacrities in the sphero of the producticu of
nrti_cles of mass consumption. That the re-
sulting distribution of the scarce means of
consumption is at the expense of the pro-
leturiat ng o whole s only the “natural”
result of value production. This, In turn,
enpenders a certuin relationship which gives
the impulse to the capitalistic movement of
the econrmy. The “underconsumption” of
the workers in a capitalist Bociety is nat
merely a_mornl question. It is of the essenec
of Marxism, that once the workers sre in
that situstion, the rclatienship of eonstant
tu varinble. capital moves in a certain dirce-
tion. This is the hardest peint for the pettr
bourgeois to understand. ’

The piecework system was declarced by
Marx to be best suited to the cnpitn!if;t
mode of production. The Stakhanovite piece-
wark system was best avited o the mode
of production prevalent in Russia. These
record-breakers-for-n-day scon entered the
fuctory-—not through the back door, but

‘ through the front oftre-=becanse they them-
selves occupied that front office. The poli-
telon bureaucrat found an “heir apparent”
In this “preduction intelligentsin.” !
groups soon fused to comprise the new -
“classless fntellipentaia - !

Stikhanovism made poseible the develop::
‘ment of a labor aristocraey. But not merely
that.'A labor arlstocracy meant a betfer
prop for the ruling clique, But not merely
that either. Ko, as master cver the pru-
duction process, with Stakharovism ps o
base and nourishing seil for “heirs” fo
burepuerhts, the bureauersey began to feel

the stability of o class. Feeliug the stability, - -

of n class and, having a source -of relnfuree-
ment from the managers of indastry, the
burcaucracy moved .headlong toward the
juridical iiquidation of the dictatorship of
the proletarint. To legitimize the counter.
revolution agaiust’ Octeber, the new eluss
needed u new constitution. N
_ ‘The Stalinist Constitution’ of 1036 recog-
nized-the intelligentaia as n speeial “group,”’
distinet from workers and pessants. With
this juridieal acknowledgment of the exist-
ence of n new ruling class went the gear..
antes of the protection of state” property
form “thieves ond misappropriators.”
Moreaver, the Conetitution raised into a
principle thd Russinn manner nf payment of
labor. The new slogan read: “From ecuch
according to his ahilities, to cach according
to his labor” 'This scomingly senscless
slogun is. in reality only n sucthed of X
prossing the valid capitalist law of pny-
ment of lnbor according to value. To punr-
sntee the free functioning of this truly
eccomic law, it bremue nécassary to oxter--
minate the remnunts of the rule of Octob
-even if it wore only in the memory of sou
men,

2, The Moscow Trlali

Tie Moscow Trinls of 1937 were the
culminating polint to tho counter-rovolution
that we raw developing earlv in the chanwed

Huth.




relations of produrtion. A hargman'a noene,
rather thar arms In hand, suficed beenuso
only one of the purla to this confllct wns
armed, The October Roevolution wan extey.
minnted and the proletarinn state over-
{hrown not only by the exerstfon of the

Old Bolshevike who led it, but by elearing

u place fu the process of production for the
new clars, That pluce could heve been
elenred for that “clnsaless inlellizentain®
only when there exincd such n class only
where the methed of production called i
forth.

The Russian worker knows (het the jeh of
factory direetor s not, ns the Rusiiang put
it cuplwmistically enough, merely “fune-
tlonal.” Th: factery director hehaves lilie o
boss boemurn he in o boss. The siate bears ue
mare resemblanece to a workers' state than
the president of the U, S, Stedd Corp, does
to a steel worker just becnuse they are both
“vmployees” of the stane plant. The Coune
ter-Ruvolution has triumphed.

Yet it woz not the Iaws that cauvad the
triumph of the, counter-revolution. The ce-
cumuletion of these Jnws enly honrs witnees
to the secumulation of chanzee in the role
of Iabor in the Sovict stute and in the proc-
ess of production.

The Counter-Revolution is not the child,
not even nn illegitimate one, of “Bolshe-
visim." The Counter-Revolutior §s the Ingiti-
mate oifspring of tha “new" mode of produc.
tion, out of Stalinism and fired by the im-
perinlist world cconomy. It Is this methed
-of production, and not the legal cnhciments,
that necds, above all, to be investizatod, In
this investigation we will find that, as in
“ny cnpitalist economy, the two major con-

ending forces are capital and labor.

{Il. LABOR
“Tha economie laws of such a regime
(state capitalism) would present no

mysteries."-—Leon Trotaky.10 .

The inner essence of the Marxian theory
of value, and hence of surplus value, is that
labor pawer is a commodity bought at value.

Up until 1843, the Soviet theorists had
denied that the law of value, the dominant
law of capitalist preduetion, functinned in
Russla where socinlism had been “irrevoe-
nkly established.” In 1943, however, a start-
ling ruversal of this position was published
in the leading theoretieal juurnal of that
country, Pod Znumenem Marsiziwa ! The
authors of this article state that the teach-
ing of political economy is bring resumed
‘nfter u lapse of several years, and offer the
teachecrs rules to follow in thelr “teaching”
of politieal economy. Even’ s superfieial
glance at the article reveals, however, that
it is not the tenching that Is belng reversed,
but the political ecanomy taught. )

The Stillnist idcologists affirm that the
deninl of the operation of a law of value in
Russia has “ereated insurmountable difieni-
tics In explaining the existence of wuch ente-
gories [as money, wages, vte.) under socinl+
lem,” Now the admission that the law of

alue operates must bring with {t the fur-
vr admission that the Iaw of surplua value
operates. Like , all nanslogists for ruling

11 BRevolutfon Ietrayedt. p. 25,

11 Under the Hunner of Marexism, No, 7-K,
1043. Nuaslan. ¥Far Lnglish translation see
“*Teaching of Georemlca In the Soviet Union"
In the Amerlean Peonninle eview, Rept. 1044,
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. ugnizably”

clanses, this ndminslon they refuse to make,
Thix than, la thelr dilommn, which does not
conceran us hera!? What does concern us
here s the ndminslon that the law of value
does in fnet funelion in Rusaln, znd that
mouey is therefore the “price expreasion of
value."

1. Value and Price

Ag in nll capitnlist lands, 85 in Russla,
money [ the meana through which pricen
and wages nre equated in the supply and de-
mand for consuntption goods, that is to ey,
the value of the worker Is equal to tho sn-
cially-necessary labor time that s ineorpo-
ruted [n the means of subsistence nocesanry
for his existence and the reproduction of his
kind, So long aa the produation of merna of
consumption s only sufficient to sustpln the
mnsscs,  prices will  freesistibly  bresk
thraugh Jegal restrictions until the sum of
ull prices of consumption goods and the sum
of wige pryments are equal. Price-fixing in
Russin eriallished neither stabilization in

‘prices of goods nor of wages. ‘The abolition

of rationing in 1836 brought ubout so great
ir inerdhse in prices that the worker who
had cked out an existenco under the very
low rationed prices, could not exist at all
under the “single uniform prices.” The atote
wna thercfore compelled to prant general
intreases In wages, sv that by the end of the

“Seeond Five-Year Plan wages were 90 por

cent above that planned.

The erroncous concept that because pricea
nre fixed by the state, they are fixed “not
according to the law of value, but according
tu government decision on ‘Manned produe-
tion’ "i-’. feils to iake into consideration the
cconomio law that dominates prices. Even

‘o ensual examination of any schedule of

prices in Russia will show that, giving eon-
sideration tp deviations resulting from the
enormous tax burdens on consumers guads,
prices aro wot fired capriciously and coridin.
ly not according lo use-values, but pxhibit
the same differentiala that prevail in “rec.
capilnlist countrivs, ie, Prites
wre determined by the low of value.t4

2. Labor; "Fres” and Forced

‘Time i3 of the essence of things in ‘a so-
clety whose unit of measurement fs socially.
necessary labor time, whose mode of existe
fanco 18 enveloped In technologieal revolu-
tion, und 'whoso appetite for eongesled aur.
rlus labor {8 from its very nature ingatinbls,

12 For an analycie of how they attomnpl
to rofve thelr dllanwnn, seo commentary of
Raya Dunayvsvaliayn to the nbove artfels,
publishnad In Anme lseus of A, H, M., under
title, *A New Itcvigion of Marxivh Econome
len” Tho nt*icka upon Lhis from the Binlinlst
npolociate i this counity were publlshed by
thut journal In the following threa lasuns, and
DupnyeveRnya's rejolnder, “Itevislon or IHe-
nfMninailon of Marxlsm,” appedred In the Neph
1945 imane,

13 Cf. Kent in tho New International, Uct.

1

I4This hus Analty bean ndmitted by the
Staliniate. In tho above olted thosts, ther
write: "Caal aceonntlng, which le baged on
the conacious usc of the law of viluo, Ia an
Indlapensoble mothod for the human man-
agoment of the eccnomy “undar soclallam.
Viluo of the commaditios in a aocinliat {algl)
roclety la dutermined not by ke units of
tabor expanded In Ita production, hul upon
the guantity of labor socially ncovaaary for
Ita production wnd roproduct len”

the machine nge has therefore passed thix
wisdom on to ita truutees, the bourgeoirie;
Urn “free Inbor™ if you wish the wheels of
your production to turn apemiily. .

Au if to prove that they ara not Yreally®
capltalists, the Russian rulers ignored this
clementury wisdom and attempted to turn
wage sluves into outright slaves through
legizlative onactment, At the lowest point of
production in 10632 when the whole régime
was {ottering and lubor was turbulently
restless, o law was enacted which trang-
ferrad tho workers ration card into the
hands of the factory director who had the
right both s fire the worker and eviet him
from his home for even o alngle day's ab-
sence, This etatute fatled to fulfill the de-
sired end. Labor would not come to indus-
try and when it dig coma, {1 left svon, after
producing as Iittle ag possible. Since {ndui.
try necded labor tho factory director “for.
ot” to fire the worker for esbsence and
alowups in production, By 1933 the crists In
egriculture and’ eonsequent unemployment
and nctuzl famine caused such nn inflow of
labot to the city as to permit the managiss
of industry to diseipline labor threugzh “nat.
ural" bourgeois methods. What the seserve
army of lohor sccomplished in 19833, the
speed-up and plecework system of Stakhan-
ovism accomplished in 1045,

These "natuval” methods brought ahout '
naturcl rezults: the clasa strugpls. The
simmering revolt emong the workers, which
was-ruthiessly eruahed duoring the ataging
of the Moscow Trialz, only produced furthor
chnos in: production 2rd a mass exodus of

the warkers from the elty. In 1038 the state

fgrew desperate. The 1032 law wrus revived
and “improved upon.” Thig still proved
{ruitless, In: 1040 came the creation of the
Htate Labor Reserves, and with it ¢ame the
institutfon. of “eorrective lebor™: workers

- disobeving thu laws were made to work six

months with 26 per cent reduction in pay, -
Beeause the stats is in their power, the
rulers think that it is within thoir pewer to

eoerce labor by non-ceonumic meang to obay [ .-

the ‘needs of value preduction, Statifieation

.9f procuetion has resulted in restricting tha”

ftee movement of workers. It has not
achioved the jncrense it lahor productivity
acquir_ed by cunstantly expsuding produe-
on, . b
There is this constant
tween the needs of

pull and tug be.
; production for highly
productive Iubor which means “free" labor,
and tho resort to legislative enactment to
bring this about in hot-house fashion, On
the one hand, eeveral million workers end
up in prison camps as foreed laborers, On

the other hand, meny are released back to
Join the “free” labor army. The phenomenon
of “correetive labor” is the result of n oM~
promise betwoeen the resort to prison labor,
and the need to get gome aort of continuous
production right within the factory.

Lobor, teo, has skown ingenuity. Whore
it cannot openly rovolt, it efther “disap-
peurs,” or so slows up production that in
1008 production was Jower than in 10851
Thore huve been periods whon the rate of
incrouss has becr at & practieal standstill,
and all the whilo Jabor turnaver continues
to ba very highJs So widespread wore the

15 84e Purt I {(suction on “The Warkers
and the Law"}, New Internstlonn), Fob, 1943,
pp. 62-3.
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labor offenses during the war that the state
has found that {L must disregard its own
laws if it wishes to huve sulicient lubor to
bhegin lo put the Fourth Five-Your Plan in
effect. It hna therefore deelnred a general
amneety for all lsbor offeders.

Thus while the atate has fuund that it
cannot by legal enaetment Lransforny wage
slaves into outright slaves, the worker hos
found that he has the same fppelt of “froe.
dom"” he hns on the capitalist compaetitive
market: that iz, he must soll his Inbor power
if he wishes to get his meann of subsistence,

3. Unemploymont and the
Growing Misery of the VWorkers

Jusl as L.ber power belng paid at value is
the supreme essence of the law of valua, so
the reserve army of labor is the supreme
essence of the law of the prepomderance of
constaat over varinble eapital. The greater
expnnsion of production, it is lrue, has
meant the absolirte incrense in the Iaboring
army, but thut in nowise changes the lact
that the luw governing the utvraction and
repuision of Jsbor to capital is that of the
drercaze of living labor as comparced to con.
steni capital. It is for this reason that
Marx called the unemployed arvmy “the gene
eral absolute law of capitubist vroduction.”

In DItussin unemployment has offcially
beon nbolished sinee 3930, In 1024, however,.
it was reveuled, as the Russians so deliente-
Iy put it, that “there are mere workers in
the shops than is necessary gecording to-
plans,” The influx from the famished coun.
tryside was, in fact, so great that labor
passports had to be introduced snd enyone
without & passport was nol permitted to live
in the larze citles. Stakhanovism in 1935
snd the gory Moscow frame-up triels in
1937 changed the picture in the opposite di-
reetion. There was a mass exodus from the
city to the country. Thu 1933 census re-,
vealed that 67.2 per cent of the totnl popu-
- futlon whs rural; and that of the 114.6 mil-

1fon rural dwellers 78.6 millions were peas-
ants, To find so overwhelming & percentage
‘of the population in agriculture in the
United States we would have to po back toa
period hefore the American Civil War!

* Russia is backward, but is it that back-
ward? The productivity of lanbar there is
very low, but is it that low? Or fs it rather
that the unemployed army hides out in the.
countryside? That the Jatter is the true sit-
uation was revealed by the “Great Leader”
himself when, in announcing the -creation
of State Labor Reserves, ho appealed to the
kolkhozy for their surplus labo¥. “The kolk-
hozy have the fnll pussibility,” sald Stalin,
#tg gatiafy our request inugmuch as abund-
ance of mechanization in the kolkhozy frees
part of the workers In the countey,..."”

It has been impossible for Russia, as it
has for traditional capitallam, to gvoid un-
cmployment over a nistoric peried, becouse

this single capitalist society is straining
every nerve to bring its plants to the level
of the moru advanend productive systems
and the only way to do this is to uso as little
living lubor aa possible to produce as much
value ns possible. It is for thia reason that
Russian state capitalism has had to base itc

16 'The sume type of “freedom®”, Fraya Nete
mann ahowas, sxinted for the German worker,
in Nag! Germauy, C% hLis lebemath,

._lh.‘_' -

entire caleulation, not on the amount of Ia-
bor thwe, nk in & transitlonal soelety, but
basienlly on wagen, that is to aay, unon the
value of tha workor. This has been further
aggravawed by the backwardness of the Rua-
sinn economy so thol we meot thera the ex-
tre condition to which Marx nointed in
Volume 11l of Capital)? In order to obtaln
aufticirnt surplus value to inerease produe-
tion, part of the agricultural population re-
enives payment s & fambly unit.is

The conditions of the workers have con-
stantly deteriorated. Sinee the initiation of
the Five-Year Plan, the real wages of the
workers, ns 1 have shown in part, have
declined by half! That is not at all acelden-
tul. It iz the inevitrble consequence of the
inw of motion of that economy which had re-
sulted in so high an organic compositlon of
cupital, Accumuintion of misery for the
clnsy thnt produces its products in the form
of enpitn] necessarily Nlowe from the ac-
cumulatinn of cnpital.

IV. CAPITAL

Capits!, said Marx, is not a thing, but =
aceial © refntion of production established
through the instrumentality of things, The
instrumentality’ which establishes this ex-
ploitive reiatinnship fa, ns is well known,
the means of production alienated from the
dirvect producers, ie:, the proletariat, and
oppressing them. The capitalist’s mastery
over the worker is only the “mastery of
dead over living laber,” The material mani-
festation of this greater preponderance of
constan® over variable capitn]l is the pro-

_ponderance in the production of means of

production over means of consumption. In
eapitalist sceiety it canno® be otherwise for
the use values produced are not for con:

sumption by workers or eapitalists, but by .

capital, Lo, for productive consumption or
expanded production. The greater part of
the surplus value extracted from the work-
ars goes back inte this expanded production.

“Tha Russiun exploiters are so well aware
of the fact that surplus value, in the aggre-
gate, is uniquely determined by the differ-
ence between the value of the product and
the. value of Inbor power, that the Plan for

- 1941 stipulated openly that the workers are

to get v mere 6.5 por cent rige in wages for
every 12 per cent risc in labor productivity.

“This proportion between labor produs’
tivity and average wage,” brazenly pro-

. claimed. Voznessensky, “furmishes s bLnsis -

for lowering production cost and inereasing
socialist (!) accumulation and constitutes
the most important condition for the reali-
ration of a high rate of extended produc-
tion.” 19 '

'l.. The Production of Means of Pro-
duction at the Expense of the
Production of Means of Consump-
Hen.

The huge differential between Iabor pro-
&udivity and labor pay goes Inte expanded

17 p #73.

1% Earnlng  statistica are  "per peasant
huusehold,” Papulation atatietles “par famhy
unit” held hide chilld labot, QC Part 1, New
Interoailoust, Meb, 1943,

1% CF *the Qrowing Prosperity of tha Ho-
viet Union,” b3 N. Vorninsenaky.

production a. .. stupunhdous Tate. According
to Voznesaensky, tho Chairman of the State
‘Planning Commission, 152.8 blilon rubles
ware invested in plent and capital equigp-
ment from 1820 to 1940. Of the entire na-
tionatl income In 1837, 26.4 per cont was ex-

‘prnded Sn enpital gocds, The plan for 1942 ~

had called tor nn cstlmated 28.8 per cont of
the natlonal {ncome to be inveated in means
of production, Some iden of the rate at
which preduction goes into capital goods in
Russin may bn gained from the fact that'in
the United States, during the prorperonus
decada of 1022-1832, only 9§ per cent of the
nation's incomo was utilized for expansion
of meane of production. .

At the time the Pluns were Initiated, the
production of meens of production com-

prised 44.3 per cent of total production, and

preduction of momns of consumption b5B.7
per cent. By the end of the First Pinn, this
wag reversed, thus: moans of preduction,
52,3 per cent; means of consumption, 46.7
per cent. By the end of the Second Five-
Year Plan, the proportions were 57.5.per
cent to 42.6 per cent. By 1940 it wus 61 per
cent means of production to 39 per cent
means of consamption. This is true of con-
temporary world capitalism, .
The alagan “to catch up and outdistance
capitalist lands” was the reflection of the
compelling motive of present world econw
omy: who will rule over the world market?.

Therein lies the secrel of the growth of the

means of production at the cxponse of

means of consumption. Therein liea the.

cause for the living standards of the masses
growing worse despite the “atate’s deaire

for what it called “the still bettor improve. .

. LU
ment nmg condILiiml of the wgrkinz clays.!

e amental error of those who ng
sume that a aingle capitalist uoclety is not
governed by the same laws 08 o sociely com-

posed of individual capitaliats lies in a fail- -

uvre to realize thut what happens in the
morket is merely the consequences of the

inlierent contradictions in the process of ..

production. A single enpltaiist socicty does
not have an illimitable market. The markat’
for consumption goods, ‘3z wo showed, is

striclly Emited to the luxuries of the rulers

and the necessaries’ of the workers when

_paid ot value, The innermost cavse of erisis

ia that inbor, in the process ¢i production

and not in the market, produces a greater

vilue than 1t itaclf is.

But weuldn't it be possible to raise the ‘

standard of living of the workers (not of
some - Stakhanovites, but of the working

class as & whoie) if all capital is concer-

trated In tha hands of the stala?

What a grand {llusion? The moment that
is done, the cost' of production of a com-
modity rises above the cost of the surround-
tng world markei, Ther one of two things
happens: Production ceases because the
commodity cannot competo with the cheaper
commodity from a valut-producing econ-
omy, or, even though the soclety inaulates
itaelf temporarily, it will ultimately be de-
feated by the more efficlent eapitalist na-
tiona in the nrosent form of eapiteliat com-
petition which is total imperiullat war,

Qur specific single capitalist moeiety he
achieved some highly modern factories, anu
n showy subway, but it hias not stepped to
rairo thoe living standards of the masuos of
workers. It cannot. Capitnl will not allow it
B(ic?“" of this the economy Is !é grgtant
crials. :

[
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2. Crises, Russlan Brond

Thao value of capital in the surrounding
world 1is constantly deprecinting which
means that the value of capital Inside the
capitallat soclety is constantly deprecinting.
It may not depreciats fully on the bureau-
crats’ books. However, nince the reel value
of the pgoduct can be no greater than the
velus of' the corresponding plant on the
world market, the momant the Ford tractor
was put alongside the Stalingrad trector,
the state had to raduce the price of its own
brand. This was the case In 1831 when
Russia, while importing 80 per cent of the
world's production of tractors, sold ita own
below coat.

However, of greater {mportance—snd
therein lies tho ecasence of Marx's analysis
of all cconomlc categories as soclal eate-
gories—iz the fact that, no matter what
valucg may appear on the books, the means
of production in the process of production
revesl tieir true value in their relationship
to the worker. That is to suy, if an obroles-
cent machine weas not destroyed but comn-
tinued to be usod in production, the worker
suffers the more since the overlord of pro-
duction still expects him to produce articles
. at the socinlly-necessary labor time sot by
the world market.

As long as planning is governed hy the
neceasity to pay the laborer the minimium
necessary for his existenee and to extraet
from him thé mazimum surpius value in or-
.der to maintain the productive system as
far as possible within the lawless laws of

the world romrket, governed by the law of-

walue, that in how long capitaiist relations
{ production exist, no matter what you
name the soclal order. It has thus been ab-
polutely impossible for Stalin, Inc. to guide
the productive system without sudden stag-
nation and exises due to the conatant necea-
sity of adjusting the individual components
of total capital to one another and to the
world market. He hns avoided the drdinary
type of commerelal crises. But, on the other
" hand, when the crises-came, they were more
.violent nnd destructive. Such was the ease in
1532, Such was the casa in 1937. And one 1a
brewing now. o
The Fourth Five-Year Plan is being ins
itlated in ‘the midst of a new purge wave,

at a‘time when the'country 'has suffered a

loss of 26 per ceat of capital equipment on
‘the one kand, and of 25 milljon homes on
the other, And, towering above all these
now that “pesce” hos arrived, is the need to
keep up with the latest and greateat discav-
ery of atomic energy. All this keeps the Rus-
. sian economy in a conatant etate of turmoil.
Behind this turmefl is the law of value, and
hence of nurplus value, which cause world

cnpitalism in deeay to writhe. If this la'w,.

in its esasence and in its essentiul manifesta-
. tiona, is deminant also in Russia, what kind
of society can it ba but capitalist?

.. PARTH
Trotsky dismissed the Iden that Ruzsia
aiight be a state capitalist. society on the
ground thet, although theoretically such a
state wan conceivable, in reality:
“Ths first concentration of the means of
produetion in the hands of tha state to occur
in history was achieved by the proletariat

865
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with the method o1 woclal ravolution and not
bi.v c:z;olmﬂutu with the method of trustifica.
tion.

It Is true, of course, that hstorisally ciate
property appaearcd ap workers' state prop.
orty, but that is no reason to identify the
two, and in no way justifias Trotaky's trans-
formatlon of that historle fact into a theo-
retie nbatraction.

1. Bistory and Theory

In the carly vears of existence of the Ho-
vict stato, Lenin fought hard against those
who, instead of looking at “"the reality of the
transition,” had tried to traneform it fnto a
theoretic abstraction. In the trade unfon dis-
pute with Trotaky?! Lenin warned the lat-
ter not to be “carried away by...abstrect
arguments” and to realize that it was incor-
rect to Eay that since we have a workers'
state, the workers primary concern should
be with production. Lenin inaisted that the
workers had a right to say:

“,..you piteh us a yarn about engaging .

in preduction, displaying demoeracy in the
successes of production. I do not want to en-
gape in production in conjunction with such
a bureancratic board of diractors, chief com-
mittee, etc., but with another kina."22

‘We must riot forget, Lenin continued, that
YAl democracy, like every political supoy.
structure in general (which is Inevitable
until classes have been abelished, until ©
clossless society has been created) in the
last analysis serves production and in the
last analysis is determined by the produc-
tion relations prevailing in the given so0-
elety. 23

This stress on the primacy of production
relations in the analysis of o social order

- runs Jike & red thread through all of Lenin's
writings, both theorctically, and in the day-

to-day analysis of the Soilet Union. In hia
dispute with Bukharin on the Iatter's Eco.
nomice of the Transition Period, he strenu.
ously objerted to Bukharin's nssumption
that the capitalist production relations could
not be restored and therefore hie failure to
waich the actual procass of development of
the established workers state. Where Buk-
harin had written: “Once the destruction of
capitalist productfon relatlons ie really
given and once the thecretic impossibility of
their restoration is proven....” Lenin re-
marked: **‘Imposgibility’ Is demonstratable
only. practically, The author does not pose
gialigﬂicallv the relation of theory to prae.
e, .

So far as Lenin was concerned, the die-
tatorship of the proletariat, since it was a
transitional state, could be transitional
“sither to gocialism or to a return back-
warda ta capitalism,” depending upon the
historie initintive of the masses and ths in-
ternational situation. Therefore, he held, we

20, Nevolution Detrayed, pp. 247-8

21, Trotsky's pusition dess net, unfortu-
nately, oxist In Englishk, It can ba found In
Rusalan, slong with all othar pasrticipante in
the dispute, lucluding Shlyapnikov, 1a: The
Purty and the Trade Unlons, od. by Zinoviev.
Lenin's position has been tranziated Into
English and con be found in his Selected
Worka, Vol IX. to which work we refer.

22, ThMid, p. 29,

23. IblY, . B3, ,

2¢, Lenin's Romarke on Dukharin's The
Elouomies of the Transitlon Parlod (In Rus-
slan, in his Centnski Bhoralk, No, 11).

must always be aware that (1) internally
thers was “only; one foad.,.changey from
below; we wantod the workers themsalvez to
draw up, from balow, the new prineiples of

economle conditions”3¥; and (8) ewternclly,
we must never forget “the Rusalan and in-
ternational markets with which wo cre cone
nected and from which we cannot escape’
All we can do there ls gain time while "our
forelgn comredes ars praparing thoroughly
for their rovolution.”

Aftor the daath of Lenin, Tretsky himeslt
was the first to watn agninst the possibllity
of the restoration of capitalism, Not only
did he insist that an unbridled continusnce
of tha NEP would bring about the restora-
tlon of capitelism “on the instaliment plan,”
but even after privale concessions were
abollshed and national planning instituted,
he mercilessly castigated the Left Opposl-
tionists who used this av a reason to capitu-
Iate. He subseribed to Rekovsky's state-
ment: ‘ i ‘

“The capitolators refuse to conslder what
ateps must be adopted in order that Indus-
trialization and collectivizution do not bring
atout reaults opposite to those expected
Thoy leave out of consideration the main
question: whni changes will the Five-Yoar
Plan bring about i{n the class relations in
thy country.'?s

Rakovsky saw that the conquests of Ce-
tober would not remaln intact if economic
laws were permitted to develap by any other
plan than one in which the workers them-
selves participated, for only tho proletariat
could gulde It into a direction sdvontageona
to itself. That is why lie warned propheti-
cally that a ruling class other than tha pro-

haen

"lotariat was crystallizing "before our very

eyen, The motive forca of this singular class
Is the singular form of privata property,
state power."? . )
This clarity of thought and method of
analysis were burled in the process of trans-
forming statified property inte a fetishism. ,

2, The Fatlthlim of Stote Proparly
Troteky continued to spoak of the pessl-
bility of a restoration of eapitaliat relations,

but it. was always something that might or | 3

would happen, but not as n proccas evo}ﬂn_g
"befora our very eyas” The reuson for thiy
is two-fold: -Firatly, the: counier-revolution

In Russia did fiot come in the manner envis-

sged by tha founders of the prolotarian

stote, That is, It camé neither through mill-

tary intervention, nor through the restera-

tion of private property. Secondly, the vie-

tory of faselsm in Germanv presented a di-

rect threat to the Soviet Union, Thus pre-
cisely when history demonstrated that statl-

fieation of production can cccur by countoer- .
revolutionary mesns as well as by revolu-

tionary methods, tho concept of statified

property-=workers stata was transformed

into & fetishlsm? .

We 4id call for the formation of new,
proletarian partier evergwhere, Including
Rugsta. But sur break from the past wan not
clepn-cut. Qur turn was stopped short by
tha slaboration of a new theory, to wit, that
ths building of & proletarian party wiming
for powsr In Ruxsia aims, not for soefal, but

26, Selected Works, Vol. VIL p. 177,
18. Opponition Dutletis, No. 7, 11-13/1%, iue-

aslum.
17. Thid, Ko, 17-18, 11.12/30.
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nly for politieal power,

° I?I'ke u!‘; fotishismy the fotlshium of atate
proporty blinded Trotaky from following the
course of the connter-revolution {n the reln-

tlons of produetion, The legltimization of
tho counter-revolution sgainst October, the
Stalinist Conatitution, Trotsky viewed morc.
ly_ns temething that first “created tho po-
litieal premiae for the birth of a new pos-
scasing class,” Ap jf classes were born from
politieal premises) The macabre Kremlin
purges only proved to Traotsky that “Soviet
soclety organieally tends toward tho elec-
tion of the bureaucraey 128 Bacange to him
Stalinist Russia was still & workers® state he
thought that the Moscow Trisls weakened
Stlalinlsm. Acturlly, they congolidated it
rule.

The dilemma createq by continuing to
conalder Russin & worlers' state {s not re.
olved by calling the bureauerney a castg
and nat a ¢lass, Tha question is: what is the

role of this group in the process of produe.

tionY What is itg relationship to the work-
ers who operate the means of production?
Calling the bureavcraey a cpate- and not g
clars hag served as Justifieation for remain.
ing In the superatructural
erty. This has only permittad exploiters to
masquerate as mere plunderers. How far re.

moved iy that from the petty bourgeois con-

cept that thy aylly of cnpitalism come not
from the vitals of the capitalist system, but
as & product of “bad erpitalists™?

In her atruggle against reformiem, Lux.'
emburg brilliantly expoged what tho trans.
formation of the concept of eapitnlist fron:
“a category of Production” to ‘ithe right to
broperty! would leag tn:2 . T

. "By transporting the’ concept of eapital.-
productive relntions to prop- -’

. Ism from jtg
orty relsifons, and by speaking of simple
* individuals instead of speaking of entep.
bréneurs, he [Bernstein) moves the ques-
tion of seclaliem from the domain of produc.
tion into the domain of relations of fortuns
—that is, from the relation betwaen Capital
:!'::‘}!z. ﬁ.abor to the relation becween poor and

Trotsky, on hia part,
ysis of tie laws of production, an analysis
of the distributive results. Thus he writes:
* "The seareity in consumess gooda and the
universul struggle tc obtain them generate
& policeman who arrogates to himself the
Tunction of distribution,”30 R

But what produces the “sesreity of con-
sumera gooda"? It fs'not merely the back-
wardness of the economy sinco the same
backwardness has not prevented Russia
from Leeping, approximately, pace with agd-
vanced capitslist lands in the production of

. means of production. The relationship of
means of production to the means of ¢on-
aumption, characteristic of capitalism gen-
eraily, Including Russin, in: 61:39, That,
and not the “scarcity of eonsumers gooda”
in the declsive relationshin, That is go be-
eause thiy relationship ia only the materin)
reflection of tha capitalist's demination over
the laborer through the mastery of dead
over living labor, 3

18 ko Defenae ot Marzlam, p. 13,

25, Reform or Revolotion, pp, 21.13,

30. In Delanns of Marxism, p 7.

31. The whole dispute on Marxist funda-
Thentals within ocur party has centored pre-
cleely on thin relationship, Cf. the follawing

—f '

realm of prop. .

substitutes for anal-

To Trotaky, howaver, the existence of na-

tionalized Property continued to define Rus.

sia as u workers’ gtate beeause, to him, “the
praperty and preduetion relationa catab-
lished by Octoher” still prevailed there,

Whieh relations: production or property?
They are not one and the sume thing. One
is fundnmental, tha other derivative, A
nroperty relatlon, which is a legal expres-
sion af the “production relution, expresses
that reintivnship, sometimes correctly and
sametlmes  Incorrectly, depending  upon
whether the actual production relationship
as been validated by law. In periods of rov-
olution and coeunter-revolution, when the
actunl production relations undergo B trans.
formation while the logal expressions are
still retained in the Inwn, production rela.
tiona cannot be equated to property rela-
tions without equating revolution to counter-
revolution|

The Marxian law of valie is not merely a
theoretle nbstraction hut the reflection of
the acturl clags struggle, The corrclation of
class forces tn Russia in 1917 brought about
the statification of production through the
methed of preletarian revolution, But, as
Engels long ago nated, atotification in and
by itself, “does not deprive the productive
forces of their charucter of capital”:

“The more productive furces it fthe mod.
orn state] takes over, the more it hecomes
the real collective body of all the capitalists,
the worsa citizeas it oxploits, The workera ro-
mnin wage-earners, proletarinng, ‘The capi-
tzlist relationship in not abolished; it 1s
rather pushed to an extreme. But at the ex-
treme it chenges inio its opposiie. State
ownership of productive forees, {s ‘not the
soluticn of the conilict, but jt containg with-
in itself the technical cenditions that form

the elemonts of the solution, 2 .

Neither the particular method of achioe.
ing statifieation—socialist revolution—nor
the erestion of the “technical conditions
which'form the eloments of the rolution” to
thé confliet of vapital and labor could assure
tha roal abrogativa of the law of valua, onca
the Russlan Revolution -remained isolated.
Howaver, the isolation of the Russian Revo-
Jution did not roll history baek to 1913, Just
berause the bourgeols revelution was accom-
plished by the proletariat wha proceeded to
‘make of §t a socinlist-revolution, the bompr.

- geols revolutlon, too, was accomplished with

a theroughness never before seen in history,
It cleared away centurles-old fevdal rub-
bigh, nationalized the means of produetion
and laid the baxis for “the technical condl-
tions” fur sceialism. Hence the power of
Russia today, ) :

However, socialism _cannot be achlevea
oxcept on & world seale, The socialist rovo-
lution {s only the beginning. The greater
and more arduous task of establlsling a0
clalist relations of ‘preduction beging ofter
the conquest of power. That task, s the
leaders of Qctober never woaried of stress.
ing, cannot be accomplished within the con-
fines of a alngle state,

Workers Parly Bullotin: Production for Pro-
loetlon’s Snke by 1. R. Johnson: The Myatifia
eatlon of Marulam by J. Carter: and A Ra-
Afaiement of Name Fusdamentals of Marxism
by F. Forest,

33, Antl-Dokriag, pp. 112-3,

Without the world.
revolution, or at least the revolutfon in gav.’

eral ndvanced gtates, tho law of value re-
fssarts fteolf, The new “tochnies condi-
tions” began to domininto the Russian Iabor-
ar, once he loat whatever measure of con-
trol ho had over the process of production.
Tu this unforcacen manner, Mare's theoreti-
cal abstraction of “a ringle capitalist ao-
ciety”" breame u historie -reality. L
Sinee then Germany hed nchieved the
statification of production through fasclat
methods; Japan through totalitarian meth.
ods began its Five-Year Plans. Both these
methods are the more recognizable capitaliat
methods of achicving the extreme Hmit of
eenitralization, Sinee' World War IT Czecho.-
slovakin has achieved statification through
“democratic” means. No one, we trust, wili
cull it a *“workers’ state,” degenerste or
otherwise. What then happena to the iden:
tification of stalified propurty with workeys'
statism? It falls to the ground. So fulse to
the rnots was that method of anolysls of the
nature of .the Russian state and the policy
of unconditional defenszism which Rowed
from it that it led the Man of Qctober to
cull for the defense of Russia at a time
when it was alrendy participating in an
imperinlist war as an Integral part of it!

3. Buregucrotic Imprelclism and

" Bureancratic Collectivism R

. The counter-revolutionary rols of the Red
Army in World War II-hag shaken the
Fourth International’s theory of Russin. A -
break with the polley of uneonditionsl de-
fense was made jnevitable, But how explgin
the imperialist sction of the Army of a
“workers' state,” though depenerate it be?

Danijel Logan senrchqa seriously . forl the -

answer: : . o .

“However,” he writes, “the_ Stalinist bu.
renuerdcy maneges the Soviﬂ_\: economy .in
such & way that the yearly fund of aceumu-
intion is groatly riduced. ... Thuy, the bu-

reaucracy finds itzelf forced, leat the rate of .

aceumulation fall to g ridiculously low level .

or even become:negative, to plunder.meann.

“of production and lebor powsr, overywhera

it con, in"order to ecver the cost that its -

management - imposes on Sovict . economy. *
The parasitlc eharacter of the bureaueraey
manifests-itself,-2s scon as polltical condi-
tlons permit it, through imperialist plunder-
lng‘ll . . .

His explanation has ull the earmarks of
confinement within T'rotsky's theory of Rus.
sia as 2 workers' state bureaucratieally
managed. The error in it Tevaals most clear-
ty that it is not so muck an crror of fect ag
an error in methodology. It is not true that”
the yeavly fund of sccumulation. §s greatly.
reduced; on the contrary, despite uanal pe-
riods of atagrution, it is growing, Within
the ~stifling atnioaphere. of degenerated
workers' stntism, however, it was natoral
to identify the decrease In the rale of ac-
cumulation with the decrease {n the yearly
fund because to grasp clearly the distinction
between the two would have meant to he
oppresaively aware of the fact that decreasa
in the rate of accumulation is chm-aetm-inllics
of the whale eapitalist warld. Tt-je a- result,

- wot of the burcaueratic management of the

economy, but of the law of value and {ts con-
comitant tendency of the rate of ‘profit to
deeline, -

It is not “the parasitic charncter of the
bureaucracy” that causes the decline any
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more than the growth {n the rate of accumu-
lation in the early stages of world eapital-
jm waa caused by the “nbstinence” of the
capitalists, The present world decline, which
18 the reflection of the falling relation uf

. surplne value itaclf to total capitel, is a re.
sult of what Marx called “the general con-
tradiction of capltalism.” This gencral con-

- tradiction, as is well known, arises from the
fact that labor is the only source of surplus
vaiue and yet the only method of gatting
vver greater masses of it iz through the ever
grenter use of machineg a8 compared ta liv-
ing labor., This causes at one und the sume
time u centrolization of capital and a social.
izaticn of labor; a decline in the rate of
profit and an increase in the rezerve army
of lnbor.

The deeline in the rate of pruSt brings to’

the overlords of production the realization
that the method of valus production earrics
within it the germ of its own disintegration
and sends them hunting for "“counter-acting
mensures,” They plunge into Imperialism,
go Juboriously into statification of preduc-
tion, or into both. Imperialist plundering is
just as much coused by the objectives of
valua production,

Trotsky left the Fourth International-a
dual heritnge: the Leninist concept of the
world proletarian revolution and a Russian

© position which contalned the sceds of the
present dilenina and disintegration. The
Fourth International, trapped in his Rus.
sian position, wishes to escape its logical
political conelusions, but wishes to do so
without breaking with Trotshy's premises.
That, it will find, is lmpossible.

Troteky ahvaya insisted that the virtue of
the nationalized economy was that it allowed
the economy to be planned. The adherents
of Trotsky's defensism continue to see in the
perpetual” degencration some progressive
element of planning. Others who have bro-
-ken with defenwiam (including both those
who expound the theory of bureaueratic im-
perialism on the one hand, and bureaueratic
colleetivism on the other hand}, still remain
prisoners of Trotaky’a basle method of anal-
ysis, This method, in fact, paved the way for
bureaucratic collectivism, although Trotsky
kimself conalders it a theory of *“profound-
est pesalmism.”

Basiug itsslf upon Trotsky’s characteri-
zatlon of nationalized property as progres-
sive, the Workers Party hos lebelled Russia
n bureaueratic collectivist society, & part,
though mongrelized, of “the collectiviat
epach of human history.”3 To this collee-

33, Tho oMclal party poaltion on bureau-
erntie collectiviam, nleng with the Carter-
Garrett position on it, as well as the Johnson
nositlon of atate capitalism, are all Inaluded
In The Nussian Quentlon, & documantary cotn-
.pllation 1ssusd by the Party’s Rducational
Depattment. Tha party theata, weritten by
Shachtman, atates: “Bureausratic collectiv-
fam ix closer to eapltalism so far an |te socin)
relatione are conceraed, than it In tn a state
of the sontalist type. Tet, just nn capitaliamn
Ia part of the tonx historloal apoch of private
property, buresucratic collsctivism 18 pret—
Al unforesesn, mongrelized, reantionary part,
hut & part nevertheless—of tho collectiviat
pach of human histary, Thn anctal arder of
hurenueratio  aolleativiam 1s  distinzuished
from the socinl order of capitaliam primarily
in that the former ta based unon new and
mnrn ndvanged form of property, namaly,
atate proparty. ‘That thin new form of prop-
sriy—n connuest of tha Rolahevlk revolution
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tivism has now been added the concept of
“alave labor” s the mode of labor charse.
teristic of the bureaueratic collectivist modo
of produetion.

What 13 the relation of this “slave labor”
Lo the cconomie movement of this "new’" so-
ciety? What socinl development would lead
these “slaves” to revolution? What distin.
wuishes them from capitalisc prolotarians,
in, say, & fascist state? What ore the prob-
lems (if any), of meeumulation?

All these questions remain unanswered,
and indeed it would be difficult to make any
coherent theory of a social order which is
part of the collectivist epoch of human so-
ciely but rests on slave labor. Beginning
with thelr theory as applicable only to Rus.
sia, some of the proponents of hureaucratic
collectivism now threaten to east its net
over the whole of modern society. This could
anly end, az Trotsky pointed out, in the rec-
ognition that the “sceinlist program, based
on the internnl contradictions of capital-
society. ended es a Utopie.” Bureaueratic
enllectivism has forced those Fourth Inter-
nationalists who have broken with defens.
ism to hold on nevertheless to the concept of
degenerated workers' statism, on the ground
thot cut of the monstrous sociaty “nothing
ngw and stable has yet come out.” It ia true
that nething “new and stable” has yet come
nf the Stalinist society but that is not be-
cause it is still a degenerated workers' state,

But because Stalinist Russin is part of dec-

adent world capitelism and is destined for
.ne longer life span than world capitalism in
sits death ngony,

Qur analysis has shown that Soviet plan.

ning is no more thar a brutal bureaucratic -

consummation of the fundamental move-
ment of capitsligt production teward stati-
fieation. Az Juohnson wrote in tha Interna-
tienal Resolution presented to the lnet con-
vention of the party in the name of the
Johmson Minority, with which this writer is
nssociated: . A
““The experience of Stalinist Russia sinee
.1046 has exploded the iden that planning by
nny clans other than the proletariat ean ever
reverse the laws of motion of caplitalist pro-
duction. Planning becomes meraly the stati-
fied .insteed of .the spontancous submission
tn these lawa. ... Stalinist Russia, driven by
the internal contradictions of value produe-
tion, 1., copitalist produstion, has defeated

Germany only to embark upon the same

imperialist program, reproducing in pence
the economic and political methads of Ger-
man imperialism, direct annoxation, looting
men and material, formation of chsins of
compenies in which the conquering iripe-
rinlism holds the largest share" %

The only section of the Fourth Interna.
tional that has been able clearly to emerge
from Trctaky's method of analysis of tho
Russian state has been the Spanish section

—in proswtesnlve, le. hirtorlenlly nuperlor, to
private property Im demonateated throvetls
cally by Marxism and by the teat of prastics”
(Thia rescltition hns wlze been nrinted in The
New Tnternatlonal, Octobor 1941. p. 2:4)

3. Cf. Rulletin ot the Workers Party, Vol.
1, No. 1l. Aprll 27, 1943, It contalne also the
ofMelnl party penitlon on the Internatlonsl
Situntion,

85, CI. Los Nevoluclonarios amie Ranin ¥ ol
mtnlinlsmo . Mundinl, publishad by Editorial
Revotuclon, Apartado 3943, Mexlco, D. ¥,

in Mexieo, ws. Munis, the leader of that rec.

tion, haa ccme out in hin recent pamphlet,’s -
squarsly for the analysis of Russia as a
capitalist state. His economic analysis may
not be adequate, but in his attempt to grap-
ple with the problem of planning in terms
of the cotegories, ¢, v. 8, and the soeinl
eroups which control thent, ho has made the
declgive step of bresking with the concept of
dggenerntcd workers statism and initiating
within tho Fourth International the devol-
opment of & theory edequate to the analysis
of Stelinist totalitarianism and the present -
stage of world developnient. '

The Johnson Minority has suecesafully
corrected the false Russinn position of Trot-
sky by revising it in terms of the Leninist-
Trotskyist analyris of our cpoch. For us the
Russian expericnce has made concrete the
fundamental truth of Marxism, that in any
contemporary snciety there can be no pro-
gressive economy, in any sense of the term,
except an economy based on the emancipat.
ed proletariat. Proletarinn democracy is an
economic category, rooted jn the contral
over production by the workers, So long as
the workevs are chained by wage sluvery,
the laws of capitalism are incscapable.

The Fourth International does grievous
harm to the vory doctrine of socialism when
it teuches that a society can be progressive
with Inbor enslaved. It handeuffx jtself po-
litically as well ns crganizationnlly in the
task cf gaining lendership of the Eurupean
proletariun moveinent, P .

Statified property equals workers state in |
a fetishism which has disoriented the whole :
Fourth Internationai. If in the exrly stages
of the war when the impulse of revolution

_geemed: to come from the march of (he Reéd

Army, there was some shred cf excvse for a
political policy which disoriented the move-
ment end led to itz Leing split, by what

‘rhyme or reason can the Fourth Interna-

tional justify the position that revelution- -
ista must "Lolerate the presence of the Red !
Army"36 gt'a time when Stalinism proved
to be the greatest counter-revolutionary
force in Europs? To tolerate the presence |
of the Red Army in Europe is to doom the |
European revolution to be still-born! ;

The recent turn in the position of the .

Fourth International, calling for the with- .

drawal of all occupation armies, including -
the Red Ariny, ¥ is the first necessary step |
in the right direction. But it is only the first, .
and a very halting and bclated step it is,

precisely heesuse it has been arrived at em-

pirically and not through a fundamental

understonding of the class nature of the

Russinn state. It Is high time to take stock,
to reexamine not merely the policy flowing

from the nlse theory of the class nature of

the Rusalan state, but to reexamine the the.

ory itanlf. It is the urgent pre-requisite for

renrming the Fourth International and

naking it possible for it to take ita rightful

ploce ns the vanguard of ‘the world revolu-

tionary forces.

F. FOREST.

6. Fourth Internatfonnl, Juny 1946,
37, Ihid, Aug, 1048,
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After Ten Years

Ro one will deny (it The Revolu
tiem Betrayed contains all that Trosky thought essential 1o an
understanding of Stalinist Russia as a new form of society. In
teviewing this timely reprintt 1 propose to recxamine Trat-
sky's basic analysis ‘of Stlinist production; the role of the
working class in the Jabor provess: the social hunctioning al
the burcanctacy.

According to Troisky, the distinguishing featwre of the
economy is the capacity 1o plan owing o the existene ol
State Property. Apait frons the general problem of backward-
ness, its main defect is the incompetence of the hurencracy.
The lundamrental eontent of the activity of the Soviet govern-
ment is the struggle to raise the productivity of Iabor, (p, 79)
The burcaucracy claims that the Russian workers lack skill,
but the Russian worker is "enterprising, ingenious and gifeed,”
{p. 83) *"The difficulty Jies in the general organization of la-
bor.” And the responsibility for this lics with the bureaucracy.
“The Soviet administrative personnel is, as a general rule, far
less cqual to the new productive tasks than the worker,” Pro-
ductive organization nf piccewark démands “a riising of the
level of administration -tself, from the shop foreman 1o the
leaders in the Kremlin.” (p. 84) “The bureaucracy trics fatal-
Iy to leap over difficultics which it cannotl surmount.” Again:
*“Not knowing how, and not Leing objectively able, to put the

_régime of production in order in a short space of time....”

.{p. 89) In conclusion: ... the name of tluu socizl guild which -

holds back and paralyzes all the guilds of the Soviet Economy
-is the bureaucracy.”. (p. 85)

In regard to the workers Trotsky's main preoccupation is
the relation between their wages and the wages of the bureau-

cracy. It is importint ip recegnize the enormous emphasis and |
spare which Trotsky gives to consumption in his analysis of ©

“inequality” and "sucial antagonisms.” What lies, he ashs, at
the bottom of the continuous repression? His reply is: “Lack
of the means of subsistence resulting from the low productivity
of labor.”” (p. 62) He returns to it again and again. “The justi-
fication for the existence of a Soviet Swate'as an apparatus for
compulsion lies in the fact that the present transitional struc-
ture is still full of social contradictions, which in the sphere
of consumption—most closc and sensibly fele by all-are cx-
tremely tense, and forever threaten to ‘break over into ihe
sphere of production. ... '

“The basis of bureaucratic rule is the poverty of society in
objects of consumption with the resulting struggle of each
against all....” Trotsky, of course, is no anarchist. He justifies
a certain amount of inequality by the necessity for bourgeois
norms of distribution in a transitional régime. This also justi-

fies the state. The gravamen of his charge of betrayal of the
revolution is the monsttous growtd of the stare and the mon-

strous growth of incquality. )

He claims In more than one place that the ¢conomy is
slowly bettering the position of the toilers. But the future of
Soviet society depends upon the world revolution. Either the
world revolution enables the Russian proletariat o liguidate
.the usurpations and incempetence of the bureaucracy, or the

t'The Fovolutlon Duirayed by T.oon Trotaky. Yioneer Publishers,
New York., 308 pp. ¥2.00,

Reprinted from The New Internationgl, October

1946,
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On Trotsky's "The Revolution Betrayed"
further rule of the Dureauerzey will lead to a complete liqui-
dation of the conguests of the revalution, Such in briel is
Trotsky's economic analysis. The problem of accumulation as
steh receives i direct treniment and this is not accidental.
Alter the maost scrupulous analysis of which he is capable, the
present writer finds that Trotsky operates on the principle that
ance private propetty is abolished there is no problem of ac.
cumulation.2 If waste and burcaucracy are kept down to i
mininum, progressive accumulation is assured. Jt is impossilile
ta read this book and learn from it what, if any, is the specific
contribution of the proletarial to the builiting of the secialist
society,

Marx's Theory of Society

Such a difference of view involves the very concepts of
Marxian thought. I propose, therelore, 1o state what in my
view is the Marxian conception .of society, capitalist, sacialist
and transitional to secialism, and then to show, in my opin-
jon, Trotsky's sharp and consistent depmiture from this con-
ceptinn? ) N

#arx’s theory of society is a theory of the uctivity of men,
of men as uctive in the process of production. The classteal,
cconomists, having discovered labor as the activity which pro-
duces private property, left it alone and procceded to deal -
only with the material results of this activity, Thcy‘ did not .. -
analyze the nature of the activity nor the relationship of the’
results of the activity to the activity itsell. Thus they viewed .,

. the movement of socicty and the division of society according
to the division of the products of laber. Marx, on the contrary, .
hased his analysis on the division of labor itself, His philoso.
phy was a philosophy of the activity.of men in the labor proc-
css. His analysis of capitalist production was therefore the
analysis of the labor of man. In capitalism, labor was nhenatc.d
from its truc function, the development of man. ‘Fhereby it

was trunsformed into its opposite, man's increpsing subjuga. . .

tion—and rébelliousness. For Marx, therefore, the essence of

private property was the alienation of labor and not the fact
that property belonged to private individuals. _ .
Marx states categorically that o see private property as’
the basis of alicnated labor is 1o tum the truth upside down.

We have, of course, achicved the toncept of aienated labor (of
alienatéd life) from political economy as the rasult of the move-
ment of private property. But in analyzing this concept, it 13 re-
vealed' that if private property appears oa the basia as the couse
of allenated laboy, it Is rather a consequence of it, as the goda are
not orizinally the eause but the effect of human confusion of under-
atanding. Later this relatienship is turned upside down.

The handing over of his products to another, his-aliena-
tion, is for Marx the result of his degraded labor, of the type
of activity to which the proletarian is condemned. “How could
the laborer be, opposed to the product of his activity in an
alien Fashien if he were not estranged in the act of produc-
tinn itself? The product is only the résumé of activity, of pro-

. 2ther wrltlnga ahow 1he samn thought.

3 While agreelng with many of the arguments used by Comradse
Johnron ngainst Troteky's theory thnt Russln 1a & “degenersted :
workers atate”—nbove all the eentral point thut politieal control by ~
the workora ia casenllinl—wao 40 nol uerepl thown srguinonda that pro-
eeed from Johnwon's poaltlon Lhat Rusalis 18 s espiintiat atate and
tharefore nubject to annlysia on the basla of the same ceonomie Inwa
thut nply under cuplinllam.—=Fatitars, . -

+
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duction. ... In the alienation of the object of labor is only
erystallized the alienation, the renunciation in the activity of
iabor itself.” Marx helieved that vhis was his special ‘contribu-
tion to the analysis of socicty. He says magnificently: “When
onc speaks of private property one thinks he is dealing with
samething outside of man. When one speaks of labor one has
to do immediately with man himsell. The new formulation
of the question already involves its solution.”

The result of this alienation of man from the product of
his labor is that “his labor is thercfore not free but forced,
forced labor." Thal is to say, his labor is not his own free self-
activity, the conscious exercise of all his powers, but merely a
means to his existence. Secandly, an immediate consequence of
this alienatinn of man from self-activity is the alienation of
man from man. Capitalist society was the highest stage of
alienation yet reached. As a result it carricd to the highest
possible stage the contradictions and hypocrisics of all previous
class socicties,

Alienarion of labar corrupted society through and through.
The greater the alienation, the greater the necessity of using
all manifestations of society, science, art, politics, as a justifica-
tion for the alienation, The solution is in what Marx calls the
appropriation by the proletariat of the enormous possibilities
for self.development existing in the objectified labor, the
mass of accumulated capital. Man must become universal man,
‘universal in the sense that the individual develops al! his own
individwal powers in accordance with the stage of development
of the species, that is to say, the potentialities embodicd inthe
accumulated mass of productive forces.

The powers of man as an individual is the test. “Above all,
one must avoid serting the society up again-as an abstracticn
opposed to tle individual, The individual is the social entity.
The expression of his life.,.is therefore an. expression and
verification of the life of society.”

~ The most vital expression cf the life of ‘the individual is
his activity in the labor process. For Marx, it is Jabor which
distinguishes man from the beast, Labor is the truest essence
of man, By that he lives and develops himself as a truly social
being. But in capitalist society his labor is an inhuman.degra-
dation. We have the resulr that man, the laborer, “fe¢ls him-
self as freely artive more in his animal functions, cating and
drinking, procreating,” whereas in labor, his specifically bu-
man function, he fuinctions more like an animal. “The animal
becomes the human and the human the animal.”

Marx's philosophy is not one thing and his economics and
politics something else. His analysis of capitalist production,
of zccumulation, of consumption, flow from this philosophical
concept of man in society with which he began. The quota-
tions above are from his early economic and philosophical
manuscripts. Capital and the writings of his maturity are only
the embodiment and concretization: of these ideas. The dif
ference between these conceptions and Trotsky's conceptions
of Stalinist Russia can be seen immediately in the analysis of
Russia itself.

Stalinist Society and Alienated Lobor

Where in modern society is there so perfect an example of
alienated -labor and its consequences as in Stalinist Russia?
Trotsky after page upon page about wages and consumption
suddenly states late in his volume the following: “The transfer
of the factorics 1o the State changed the situation of the work-
ers only juridically.” In other wordy, in the labor process he
was left just where he was, First, this is not true. Andl if it were
# whole new world begins. But to continue: “... In order to

i%.

raise {the law] lovel [of technique and culture], the new state
resorted to the old methods of pressure upon the muscles and
nerves of the workers. There grew up a corps of slave drivers.
The management of industry became supet-bureaucratic. The
workers lost all influence whatever upon the management ol
the factory."” '

“This is the situation of the proletariat today in production.
What is there new or socialist in this? How does the mode of
labor of the worker in Stalinist Russia differ from the alien-
ated labor of the worker in capitalist production? Trotsky
points out similarities, The differences, if any, and their im-
portance, are outside of his consideration.

Failing to base himself upon the alienation of labor in the
process of production, Trotsky fails to tec the conscquengc‘al'
this upon the bureaucracy itself. Of what theoretical validity
is his constant emphasis upon the incompetence of the bureau-
cracy? The Soviet bureaucracy is a reflection of the law of

mation of the Sovict economy. The bureaucracy has no frec.

will. Tt consumes more than the proletariat. But its soncial lile
within itself is a form of jungle existence. No member of the
bureaucracy, ‘except perhaps Stalin, knows whether tommrow
his whole life raay not be cut short and he himself and all his
family, friends and assistants disgraced, murdcred or sent into
exile. The various strata of the burcaucracy address each
ather in the same tone and manner as the bureaucracy as a
whole addresses the proletariat. IF the protetariat is imprisoned

in the factorics, the members of tiie Tuling party are subjected

to a regimentation, and unceasing surveillance. and inquisi- -

tion that make the coveted membership in the party a form .

of imprisonment, The Stalinist official, from the highest to the
Towest, excludes his wife and family from any participatinn
not only in his public or political life but even in his thinking.
It is a measure of protection so that when the arm of the’
NKVD falls upon him, they will be able to say with honesty
that they knew nothing abont Ifis political ideas, That is their
slender hope of salvation. Friendship is a permanent suspicion.
The risk of betrayal by one chance word is too great. This
catalogue of crime, fezr. humillation. degradation, the aliena-
tion from human existence of a whole class (or caste), is th-
fate of those who benefil by the allenation of labor. As for
the proletariat, at least a third of the labor force is an in-

"dustrial reserve army herded in concentration camps. That

Is the Stalinist saciety, rulers and ruled. It is the ultimate, the

" most complete expression of cless society, a society of alienated

fabor,

In socialist society or in a society transitional to socialism,
politics, science, art, literature, education 21l become or are in
process of becoming truly social. The individual is able to ex-
ercise his gifts to the highest capacity, to become truly untver-
sal, because of the essentially collective life of the society in
which he lives, Look 2t Stalinist society. No individual is mory
“political” than the individual in Stalinist socicty. Nowhere
are art, literature, education, science, so integvated with
“society.” That is the appearance. In reality, never before has
there been such a prostitution of all these things for the cor-
ruption and suppression of the direct producer, with the re
sulting degradation of the producers and managers alike, From
what aspects of Marxian theory Is it possible to call this bar
barism a part of the new society envisaged by Marx as cmerg:
ing from the contradictions of capitalist society? But a false
analysis of the social role of the proletariat in socicty is always
cither cause or cffect of a Exlse analysis of the proletariat in
the process of accumulation. '
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Frotsky, the Proletariat and Accumulation

Now let us see what role Trotsky gives to the prolctariat,
He says, for example, that for the regulition and application
of plans, two levers are nceded: “the political jever, in the
form of a rcal participation in leadership of the interested
masses themselves, a thing which is unthinkable without Soviet

democracy; and a financial lever,” a stable youble, But when
he concretizes leadership of the interested masses, we find that
he is referring to the interest of the masses in the quality of
products in so far as it affects their consumption.
“The Soviet products are 35 though branded with the gray
label of indifference. Under a nationzlized economy qualily
demands a democracy of producers and consumers, freedom of
criticism and initiative.” {p. 276) This is no casual statement.
It comes in 1he chapter “Whither the Sovict Union?” where hic
is summarizing his position. On the previous page he had
made it less sharp but more revealing. State planning, he
writes, brings to the front “the problem of quality,” bureau-
cratism destrays the creative initiative and the fecling of re-
spoasibility without which there is not. and cannot be, qualita-
tive progress” (p. 275). Then comes what is, perhaps, the most
astonishing statemient in the book, from the point of view al-
ready enunciated: “The ulcers of bureaucratism are pethaps
not so obvious in the big industries, bur they are devouring,
rogether with the cooperatives, the light and food producing
industries, the collective farms, the smail local industries—that
is, ali those hranches af economy which stand nearest to the
- people” (p. 275). So that Trotsky finds that there is more
“bureaucratism” in light industry thai in keavy,

We want 10 leave no misunderstanding whatever ‘in the
minds of the reader as to our fundamental principled opposi-
tion to- thic. anulysis by Trotsky of bureaucracy and the rela-

__tinn ta it of the proletariat and production. In “The State and
. Revolution,” Lenin states: “Under capitalism democracy is
. restricted, cramped, curtailed, mutilated by all the conditions
of wagestavery, the poverty and miscry of the masses. This i
wihy and the only reason why (emphases mine—]. R. ]} the

officials of our political and industrial organizations are cor-.

tions of capitalism, wliy rhey hetray a tendency to become
transformed into bureaucrats, i.e., into privileged persons di-
vorced from the masses and supcrior to the masses,

~.“This is the essence of bureaucracy, and until the capital-

i

]

| rupted~or, more precisely, tend to be corrupted—by the condi-
N

i

ists have been expropriated and the bourgeoisie overthrown, -

even proletarian officials will inevitably be “bureaucratised. to
some extent.” . .

But even when the capitalists havé been expropriated and
the bourgevisic overthrown, the essence of bureaucracy can re-
main or recur owing to the cramped, curtailed, mutilated life
of the masses. But whence comes this cramping, this curtail
nent, this mutilation of the life of the masses? Is this a ques.
tion of consumption and quality of goods? Or of light and
heavy industry? Ts it necessary 1o quote again Marx's famous
summation of hundreds of pages on the worker in heavy in-
dustry and the General Law of Capitalist Accumulation when
he says that “be his payment high or low,” the accumulation
of capitel leads on the part of the worker to accumulation of
misery, rgony of toil. slavery, ignorance, brutality, mental
degradation? (Capital, Vol. I, p. 709.) But production in Stal-
inist Russia is not capitalisté Very well. Let the followers of
Trousky's theory demoanstrate that accumulation of misery,
agony of toil, ete, in the production mechanism of the Work-
ery’ State, the state of planned cconomy, let them demenstrate
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that that Is not “the reason and the only reason” why the offi-
cials of the political and industrial organizations of Sialinist
Russia become corrupled and transformed into privileged per-
sons, divorced from the masses and superior to them. Trotsky's
contception of the term “bureaucracy” is ot ours.

Marx, the Proletariat, and Accumalotion

Twentydive years after he had written the early manu
scripts, Marx stated in Capital that it was a matter of life and
death for society to change the degraded producer of alienated
labor inte universal man. Presumably this was only philosophy.
It would be interesting to have a symposium as to what inter-
pretations a body of Marxists would give to the following:
“Modern industry, indeed, compels socicty, under penalty of
deatly, to replace the detail-warker of today. crippled by lite-
long repetition of one and the same trivial operation. and thus
recduced to the mere fragment of a man, by the fully developed
individual, fit for a varicty of labors, ready to face any change
of praduction, and to whom the diffevent social functions he
petforms, are but so many mades of giving free scope te bis
own natural and acquired powers." (Capital, Vol. 1, p. 584.)
Life and death for societyl Marx did not use such words
lightly. Here he uses them twice on a single page. To the ex-
tent that one accepts this passage, one is penctrating 10 the
heart of the Marxian theory of society and the theory of uc
cumulation, Marx was the fasy man in the world to base such
a conception of universal man upon anything but the eco-
noniic necessities of society. ' :

Tt is to he undersiood that the degradation {ang the revalt)
is-inherent in capitalist accumulation, or if you prefer, in the
accutnulation of Modern Industry where lnbor is alienated.
In his analysis of ‘machinery and modern industry, Marx

points cut that the “special skill of each individual insignifi-
cant factory operative vanishes as an Infinitesimal :quantity -

Iefore the sclence, the gigantic physical forces, and the mass of
labor that are. embodied in thé factory mechanism and, to-

gether with that mechanism, constitute the power of the

‘master.” " (Capital, Vol, 1, p. 462.) Let the 1946 theoreticians

of the degenerated Workers' State show that this gigantic bu- .

reaucradic mechanism, .in. Russia. confronis -the individoal
worker with economic and political consequences other than
those of capitalism. L .

The bureaucracy uses the old methods of pressure upon the
worker, It is the greatest error of Trotsky that he nowhere in
his boak seems to'find it necessary to answer (1) that the ofd
methods of pressure are rooted in the relations of the expropri.
ated pauperized proletarians to accumulated Tabor; (2) that
this relation determines the economic movement. The present
writer, as s known, believes that Stalinist Russia is a form of
State Capitalistn. He has no wish to hide that.in this article;
nor could he do so if he tried. But the fact remains that the
desperate struggle for the productivity of laboy, today at least,
and for some years naw, compels the bureaucracy to pzy the
individual proletarian at his value.. From this follow certain-
economic consequences. The raising of the level of productiv
ity, according 1e Trotsky the fundamenta} content of the
Sovict government, ¢an be accomplished in only one way, ex-
pansion of the mass of accumulated labor, decrease 9[ ﬁ.le
relative quantity of living labor. I submit that expansion in
the degencrated Workers' State is governed by the amount of
surplus labor at its'disposal after all the necessary expens.

have been met. Now Marx's thesls, In the analysis of capitalist ™

production, was that at 2 certain stage, the increased surplus
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fubor which was necessary for the continued expansion and
development of society on new faundations could he met only
by entirely new perspeetives of produdtivity, These could be
sened up only by the proletariat, appropriating the mass. of
~ccumulated labor and using it to develop its own potentiali-
ties. Thereby it elevated the whole sacial systen: to a new level.
Rut just so long as the proletariat consinued in the stage of
degradation, so the ruling class, bureacracy or bourgeoisie,
caste or class, would be compslled (o raise productivity “hy the
old methods of pressure.” Preciscly because of this, the contra-
‘diction between the relatively decreasing Inbor force and the
resultant increase in the mass but the fall in the rate, of sur
plus labor, becomes the theoretical premise of cconomic col-
_ dapse. 'The greater the degeneration of ihe Waorkers' State the
more powerful the functioning of this law.

Yrotsky, Consumption and Production
What, in Trotsky's analysis, is the relation between con-
swmption and produciion in Russinz This is his solitary ref-
. crence; “Superficial ‘theoreticians' can comfort themselves, of
course, that the distribution of wealth is » factor secondary to
its’ production. The dialectic of interaction, however, retains
here all its force.” The dialectic of interaction! This funda.
mental problem he dismisses with a phrase. But immediately
gocs on to make the tremendous statement: " The destiny of
the state-appropriated means of production will be decided in
the long run according as these means of personal exisicace
develve in one direction or another” The future of planne
economy then depends on tonsumption. Then follews i char-
aceeristic analogy of a ship declared collective property but
whose first class passengers have *'colfee and cigars" and the
drd class passengers nothing. “Antagonisms growing out of
wnis may well explode the unstable collertive.” (p. 239)
Equally unfortunate is his weatment of the thesis that
Russia may be a form of state capitalism. He admits {and no
educated. Mafxist would dare to deny) the theoretical possibil-
ity of an economy in which the bourgeoisic as a whole consti-
tutes itself fnto a stock company and by mezns-of the state -
administers the whole national economy, "The economic Jaws
of such a régime would present no mystery.” Good. But titen
he proceeds to analyze the law of the average rate of profit
which concerns the distribution of the surplus value among
the capitalists: That {s no problem. The relevant law is the law
of the falling rate of profit. The preblem is whether the na-
‘tionz] economy would be able to overcome. the contradiction
between the necessity of lessening and lowering the relative
consumption of wage labor and at the same tjme accumilating
sufficient surplus labor to continue the increase of expansion.
Teday, 1946, it is no longer a theoretical problem.

"In Accordance With a Plan™
In a society of alienated labor, that is to say, in a society of
such low productivity as compéls the antagonisms of aliena.
tion, the idea of 4 planned cconemy is a fiction. The Soviet.
gte undoubtedly was the first to distribute capital to those
spheres of production which expansion cspecially required.
In so doing it led the world. But today, 1946, isn't it perfectly
ubvious that no capitalist society distributes capital any longer
‘cording to the sphere of greater profit? Planning is merely a
- of rationalization. Monopoly capitalisn was progressive
in relation to individual capitalism. But it grew out of the
contradictions of individual capitalism, It was a capiralistic
method of attempting to solve those contradictions and merely
sharpened them, In the same wiy planning today, without the
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emancipation of labor, arises out of the contradictions
mosiopoly capitalism and, like all rationalization, i & more
highly developed and refined form of exploiiation, not lessen-
ing but increasing unbearably all antagonistna. How is it pos-
sible 1o plan socially when society is tom as it is by alienated
labor and all the economic, pulitical and social contradictions
flowing from {t? When Marx says that production by “frecly
associated men” will be “consciously regulaied” by them in
accordance with “a scttled plan® he means literally and pre.
cisely that, The plan is the result of the fzeedom of individuals
in soricty. No plan of burcaucrats, class or caste, can create
anything clse bat chans and crisis. As long as a section of sa.
cicty other than the proletariat controls the surplus labor, the
plan can become the greatest calamity that can befall human
saciety.

Trotsky once asked Shacluman “Does Shachitman wish to
say in refation to the US.S.R. that the state ownership of the
means of production has become a brake upen development
and that the extension of this form of property to other conn-
trics conslitutes economic reactiont” (In Defense of Marxism,
5. 124) This writer replies unhesitatingly "Yes.” “In relation
to the USS.R.,” in 1940 and in 1946, state-ownership in the
Soviet rone in Germany, in Poland, in Yugostavia, and wher-
ever else it Is instituted, is reactionary in all aspects, economic
and otherwise. There is no economic progressiveness in totali.’
tarianism. The complete degmdation of labor cannot be in
any crenmstances progressive. It cannot raise the preductivity .
af labar, the fundamental criterion, except by the old methods
of pressure, And it is precisely beeause class socivty cannot do -

" otherwise that all state owneiship will end either in totalitari- -

anism or social revolution. _ ]
This false conception of “plan” permeates the thouglt of -
Trotsky, but particularly in his later years. In 1938 he wrote.
“The disintegration of capitalism has reached extreme limits, -
likewise the disintegration of the old ruling class. The further -
existence of this system is impossible. The productive forces
must be organized in accordance with a plan” (hi Lefense of
Marxiom, p. R) The farmblation is characteristic and chare.
teristically false, Once the question is pased that way, of neces-
sity the second question then arises “Who will accomplish this .
task—the proletariat or a new ruling class of ‘commissars.". ..
But the problem is not 1o organize the productive forces “in
accordance with a plan.” The problem is to abolish the prole-
tariat as proletariat and release the creative energies of hun-
tireds of millions of men suppressed by capitalisin. Released

“from ‘capitalist degradation they can plan. The guiding party,

the administration or superintendence, the state, must be the
expression of the free producers. These cannot be the expres-
sion of the need for the productive forces to be organized in
accordance with a plan. The proletariat is the most important
part of the productive forces. To say that these must be organ.
ized in accordance with a plan merely makes the proletariat 2
part ol the plan, On the contrary the plan is a part of the pro
letariae, but of the prolerariat cmancipated. ]
Trotsky understood as few men have ever done the creative
power of the proletariat jn revolution. Bue the full, the com
plete significance of the creative power of the profetmiat in
the construction of the socialist cconomy atways eluded hirn.
In the Trade Union dispute, crucial for any understanding of -
Russian developments, Lenin told Trotsky: “Comrade Trot-
sky's fundamental mistake lies precisely in that he approached
.« the very questions he himself raised, as an administrator,”
He told him again: “It is wrong to look only to the ciected
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persons, only to the organizers, administrators, etc. These, aiter
all, are ouly a minority of prominent people, We niust look ti
the rank and file, to the masses.” (Selected Works, Vol, IX,
pp: 3-80.) Fifteen years after, the same error which Lenin ate
tacked so fiercely and to which he referred in his testament,
appears almost unchanged in “The Revolution Betrayed.”
The approach is in essence cdministrative, For many years
Trotsky led a profound and Lrilliant opposition to the Stalin-
ist bureauceracy despite his fundamentally false theoretieal
orientation. But a false theory always takes its toll in the end.
It is taking toll of our movement today. Finally a word to
those who think that this conception of the role of the prole-

tariat belongs to some distant futcre after the good burcay-

crats have organized production “in accordance with a plan®

and raised the level of the masses. Ie is necessary to refer these :
vulgar materiulists and sceptics xo Trotiky kimself who quote™™ -
and wholcheartedly approves Lenin's statemcent that the mass

s must Begin to institute the new regime on the day after the
revolution. That they will do, but they will need leaders and

the leadsrs must begin with the concepts of the new régime
clearly in mind. ‘ ]

J. R. JOHNSON.
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