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T ~% As TABOR AND SOCIETY : -

"....the key to the undersetanding of the
whole hiatory of soclety lies 1in the
hlstorical develoyrment o labor,

--F. Engels: Ludwig Feuorbach

I. Ihe Conce

Labor has besn desisive in the evolution of wman. (1)
Hizlorlcrl mrterlallien traces a vrogreassive development in the cuurse
of humsn agcendeney from lowar to higher stages, which has asserted
1tself through all seeming acoldents and temrzorary retrogressions.
The driving rorees or history have noi been great mon, but grect
marses of people, who were set into motion by the incongruily betwoen
productlvs forces and production relations, that 1g to asay, by the
antzgonlam betwean the development of the material mesns of production
and the ralations of peovle in prouduction. They liberated the new
productlive forces fettered by the outlived mode of production and
production relations, erecated the condlticns for a new method of
preductlion and thus laic¢ the baels for s new eccial order.

Tha evolution of man from lowsr %o higher stagec tekes
place by meane of the developing process of lavor. Labor has . trans-
Tormed the natural conditlone of human exlstencge into socinl ones.

In primitive communliem labor was a mode of selfwactivity, the creative
Tunction of man, whlch stemmed from his natural cagscities,and turther

© Jeveloped his netursl talents. In his contact with neture, primitive
.msn, despite the limitations of hiz knowledpe, exerclsed not only his
labor pover but his judgment ms well. He thus developed himself and
naturs, The method of inoressing ths productivity of naturs through
‘huran-activity resulted in the further dsvelopment of msn.: But froedom
ghd-hiastorle initlatlve of wan could not fuithar the progreas of man- - -

--Eind until-man had lsarnsd to magler natuwe,  It'ls trus that-undss
primitive cormunism the producers were masters of productlon and of
the products of their labor, butl. proGuotion wee carried on in such

- narrow limits a® merely. to procreazts barely aelf-subsisting unlts.

+ 80 1imited a production could not tlrust humanity forward. The soelal- - -
division of labor was the necessary preraquisite in meolding nature o
to man's will and sreating new produstive forceo. Howsver, thig '
undiermined tha collective nature of production and appropmiation,
Producers no. longer oonstmed direotly what they rroduced, and thay
lost controi over the productes of thelr labor, . '

With the division of labor =-the most monstrous of which
1a the division between mental and manual labor --olass sccietles arose.
7 \ The ue?uratlun of ‘Antellectunl and physical labor standn in the way -
“of man's full development. Henee labor in clags gooclellies ~- whether ..
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(1) *,...to accialist man : Y is nothing eise than tha pro=:
duetion of man through husan labor Harx: P .
O y ; gela, Vo iX, in Russlan; also

: Gnsamicugssbe, Abt. I, Bd. I1I)
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that be the slave, feudal, or eapitalist order --no longer means the
free development of the phyalasl pnd intellectunl snergy of mzn. Ths
produot of hie labor is sllenated from the laborer, and his very mods
of labor beonnes an alien activi*z Labor 1s no longer voluntary but
compuleory. It hae ceunzed to be "the firet neceesity of living" and
has become a ms: s means to liffe. It has beacome s drudgery man muat
nerrorm to earn a 1E?Iug, and not a mede of activity in which he
Tealizns his physical and mental potentinlitiza, He 1s no longer
interested in the development of the productive forces, and, in fact,
the productive forses seem to develop 1nder¢rdent1y of him. Labor
bhoe become a mesna of ereating wealth and "is no 1on§er own %ogether
with the individual 1.ato one »nartioular destinmtion. “?r

Labor in class sooleties has taken the fowrm of one of
thraa types of ssrvitude: {a) outright slavery, (b) serfdom, and {e)
wnge elavery. The mode of labor corresponds to the made of productlon,
8lave labor umsed the rudest and heaviest imnliements and wasted the
soll. Improved methods of cultivating the land led to the substitu-
tion of garf for slave labor. However, both under siavery and eself-’
dom the devolopment of the vroductive forces was on & low level, the
economy wag siagnant, and the mode of activity of the direct producor
wag limited by a orude instrument of production., Henee any liheration
achlovad by an individual slave or self gculd not‘emancipatn hiz froa
the limitation of that eruds insirumrent of productlon. | fven in free~
dom thay emained bound by the restrictﬂd mode of activity impoaed
by that orude instrument. Each man'sz particular labor and nacessary -
tools of hig crsft beosme his own propsriy but the necessity to
protect the laboriously scquired skill led %o the formation of guilda, -
Henos ths soolal »eiations in- the sty 'where the refugse Berls 68capsd
imitated the feudal. form of organirat1on proevalling 1n the country,

" “The Anstrument of nroduction begnme their property,® Harx. sumsg up,

*but they .themselves. remained determined by the aivinion or labor anﬂ
their own 1natrument of produetion,*{3) _

' The muitltuda of productlvs roruas available to man dete“~
mines the nature of their soclety. Mun ig essentially a tool-making
animul'and the proosss of the wroduction of his material 1life, the .
process of  labor, mecans the process of the g"outh of tha\productivu
forcen and his command over nature. "*Industry," explained Haurx
in his . "Eriwnt iem, "As the real higtcric pela--
tion of nature, anﬁ congequently of the science of nature, to man,® .
Tha 1ndustrial’ revolution, the progress of natursl salence and the .
goneral technologlcal advance so revolutionized, the mode of produs-
tion that finally there arcse a bazls Tfor a true freedom, not only
frector from expoltation, but freedon from want., Tremendouse progreas
has been achigyved, but the productive forces which have been developed
by the bourgeois moae of production have alse boed harpnesesed and
.Te%tered by bourgeole prnﬂuction relations which have resulted in

(2} Marx: Gritique of Politigal Economy, p. 299
(3) Marx: The German Ideglogy, p. &7
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labor'e enslavement to capital. "Yechnology has progressed s far that
goneral want does not reign out of the nature of productlon but he-
sauss of the f‘ uction relatlion, It bacomes nssassary o put an and
to that relationshlp to make 1t posaible for the ngtuyl'a of production
to aacert itaself, _ '

2. Lebor In Accialist zculsty

Produotion s no longer limited by o orude insbtrument,
nor Goes & crule instrument reatrict the sctivity of man ss it d4id
An pre-capltalis: societies, even whon 4t was his property. Were
men to anrropriste the modsrn machines of production, that would open
up limitlese vigtas for the development of man himaelf, for it would
be on such g bigh naterial bage that the intellect of the mausses could
combine with thair phyasical powars and truly lay the basie for a new
mode of 1ifa., Thus the appropriastion of the totality of the instiu-~
mente of production "is nothing more than the development .of the in-
dividual capecities ocrrerponding to the matsrlial lnstruzepts of pro-
ductlon, %he appropriation of a totallty of Instruments 18 for this
very reosaon, the development of & totality of sapacltles in the indi-
vidusls themaerlvas.®(4) That is the heart of the problem, ‘bacause the
developmerit of man's capacities means the re-eatahiis'mment of self-
actlivity on a giganticnlly higher hipstorlosl soale and the ®abolition®
of labor.. o 2 _
' Because of the class content of the word, labor, Marx,
Ain his early works, never used the ters to describe the mode of ‘
ca0tivity in‘socialist“societ . 8r wrote, not ct the eganéipation of
isbor, but of $ts fabolition®. *In the historical eircumstances of
the complete saparation 9 manual Pfrom mental labor, hs atesssed,
man can become wmaster of himgelf, nnt through the development of laber,
‘but through its abolition. Hence the proletarian revolution is nof.
only the revolutionary appropriation of the totality of the inslruments
of production, but is direstcd against the very mode of acltivity undex
eapitalism, and "does away with labor.* (B) _ o

. . Narx @1d not .abandon this concept of labor when he _

abandoned the use of the philosophic term, self--aciflivity, and began,

in his later works% to speak of the emancipation of labor, ¥For labor
¥

in soclality smoolely was in no manner whatever to be the type of
activity ss under capitslism where man'a labor is limited .to the

' axerolee of his physical labor power. No, labor in soclallst soblety
would be the Lypg of activity as in primitlive communlam. The division
betweecn manuel and mental labor would be aboliehed and the two aspecis
of labor thus united would make it poesible for "freely mssoclated men*
gonsclously to plan preduction, and what would aezert itself would be -
the "free individuality of tho leborer himgelf,*(6)

' : The cmphasis placed by Harx on the individual rather than
_on sooclety in his late works thus consistently follows mnd develops

tke theoretic scope of his early works where he rketohed the pattern
of the sooial order o follow capitaliam, It 1u true that the new mode
of production doss not aprear Tull-blown on the morrow the brougeclalie

{4) Ibia, p. 66
55} Ibid, p. 69
8) Oepital, Vol. I, p. 838
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, . _ .
is covorthrown. But whefher the dictatorship of %#he proletariat wixl
he transitional from capltaoliax to soclaliom will be Judged by whsther
the soctallsed means of production serve soglal needs to an ever
greater and greater degree. Marx bzl warnad ue, in his Giwi
Franse, vhat 17 cooperative production were not to prove to be a dalu~
elon, it must be under ths proletarians' own c¢ontrol, © And in his
earlier writinge he had written aignificantly enough: “It 1s espeolally
nESgSaaTyY w0 aveld over agrin the ocounterpose ‘societly’ as an abstraoc-
‘tion, to the individusl.?(7} This prophetic simtsment will be analyzed
in grester detail in the section, *Is Ruzeinn 9ociety Port of the
Collectivist Epoosh!, Here we are only interested in tracing the general
Marxilan ooncept of labor, which, in nricitive commur lsm, was synonysousg
with the gelf=acitlviiy or the errstive function of 'man, but which has

vndergone a dmierioration in clasa svcletfises.

, On the baesle of a produetion of sbundance, Tor which the
highly developad productive forces have lald the groundvork, the fur-
ther Jdevelonment of the productive forcesz meana the all-rounded deve-
lopmaent of the greatest productive force, the laborer. Labor then
will means the unresivrloted development and exerclse of man'a physical
and nental facultles. That is the bssls for what Engels calls "humanity's
leap from the realm of nesessity to the veslm of freedom.? _

_ - That ia not Utopla.  That is not the hervatter, - That road
has to be taken on the morrow the bourgeoleis 1w overthrown and the
dictatorshlp of the proletariat astablishied 1f the socialised menns of -
production are to zerve any better end than the privately ovmed meang
of production, For it is not the means of production that oreate.- the
new tyoa of man, but the new tyne of man that will araate the memns of -
production, and the now mode of acitivity. will ecreate the new typa of
human being, eoclaliat man, - _ . ’ ‘

II, Tho Conzent of Property

*All science wculd be sunerflubus if

the appearsnce, the form, and the

nature of things wore wholly Sdensiosl,*
~=K, Morx: Canital, Vol. XII -

A great-advance An ths evolution of pollitiosl economy as a
sclence was made when the souroce of waaith was recogrized to be not in
abjecty outside ¢f man--prewlous metsls or the earth--but in the fanction
of man, that iz, the result of man's labor was the rource of private
property. How is 1%, then, that that 1iving embodiment of labor, the
iaborer, continues T0 remain pOVurtz-strickeﬂ and the products of his
lgbor are not bis "nrivate procerty??. Here the slassiosl sconomiate
could offer no answer and merely tried to pacify the ishorer by stating

H

L)

(7) Azgh;xgﬁ_gtuﬂggx_gng_gggglg, Vol. III) Aleo Gnaamtausgéba. Abt.Ibd,. S
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his condition was "temporary®, snd poiniing te hie "freedom”. They
wers limited by thelr bourgeole horizen and lsbored "4$o purify economio
relations from their feudal blemishee.® (8)

dWhen one s=peuks of private property, ore things of aocme-
thing outside of man," wrote $he young Marx in 1844, "Whsn one speaks of
labor, one has to do imnedisbsly with nan himealf, The new formula-
ticn of tha questlion alre:ily involves its soluticn.® But, as we sawv,
that nevw rorauiaiion of the question involved the solution not when
the bourganis economiats tankled the problem, hut when the revolutionist
Marx did. The differsnce bectwcen tho sciance of economics "sa wsuch®,
as a science of oblective elemcnts, wages, valus, etc. and the Marxian
sclence of sconomics is that for Marxism all sconomlc categoriee ars
goclal catogorins end thme An the aclence of economica 1t incorporates
ths subjective element, the receiver of wages, thes source of valus, in
other words, the laborer. You ocannot dlsassoclate property forms
from producticn relations. Tiue laborer, whose funoiion, lavor, creates
bourgeois wealth and hls own impoverishment is oproged to hils vrodlca-
ment of being dominstad by a product of his cwn iaboy, He rebels
ageinst the mode of lsbor and thus becomes the grave digger of
bourgeols private property. PFPrivate nroperty thus contains within
iteolf the seed of its cwn disintegration. It ls for that reason
that the classical economist, 1imited by the conecepts of hie class
which blurred his vision as to the higtorio nature of the capitalls®
mode of production, could not probe tke problem o vho end, and falled
{0 sec %hat the living embodimgat of the source of wealth, the laborer, -,
would bring to a head and to an end all the contradletions inbarent in
private property. . SRR

: In actusl:fact, wrote Msrx, bourgeols private property
43 not private propsrty =t ell, but 1e based on *the expropriztion
of the peasants, artisans, in general. un the abolitlon of tne method
‘of production reating 1] .- ’ : : :

RTORE 0 2% o _produger,

on : itiong g Iy n," and "develops to the degyse ihat

this private property and the methcd of production based on, it s

abolighed*{9) Thus the wery basis of napltallst production i .
exprooriation of the self-earned private property of the direct -

producsr. It Ls the "free?, the rropertyless laborer that oreates the
private property® of the capltalist and 1% is he vhosharpeiis the

irherent contradiotions of eapltallet private proreriy that will rend
1t assunder. : .

. o The machine age demanded the abnlitlon of privute property;
the full development of the productive forces will achieve the true
sbolition of property, although, *in the first instance" * this has
teken the contradioctory form of capitallst private property. Thd -
Juridical notion that this'is really private property is at complete
variance with the bourgecie production relatlons. . '

The legrl conoepts of private property, which - sprawls
aocross diverse sooietiss, are as haterogeneous zs the socletles whers .
they exiet. Under capitallsm, furthermors, every phase in the develop~-
ment of industry has altered the legsal concepis of private property.

(8}
(9} Archives of Marx~-Engela,

¥aryx: Foverty of Philosophi D, 134
1itvii)p, 283 .
® Marx: Private Froperty and Oommuniam& to be found in Geaamtauaiabe

Avt.I, B4.III; & in the Rues. lete Works o 11
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Ths manuiacturer thinks 7 "% as the legal title he haa %o ths factory
he runs, The flnancier "' iga of 1t as "a bundle of expestations vwhich
have a merket velue." (LG, I% ie not the lagal conoeptug not tha

aApnearanges of property that intersst us. It 42 tha noturs of pmtwats
rroperty, whlch aclentiflc goelaliam has investigated to tha end, that
1g »f primary importance. In reducing priwate properiy to labor and
labor to man Marx got behind the legsl filotion of nroperty Qvnaiablin
to the hard reelity of the sctivity of man and the relations of men

in production.

. The Harxlian cconeept of property stresses the fact that
from the very outset the division of lsbor has meant the division of
the conditiona of lzbor, of itoole and materials. From the moment that
the produect of his labor Ald not belong to the diiect producer, man
bgcane an "object" for hiuself, Thet is tn eay, the object which he
himeelf has oronted by his activity was something outwide of him bs-
cause 1t was apvpropriated by another who huad power over him. As long
as there exisisz "power gyer individuals", wrote Marx in Thu G _
Ideolopy "private property must exlst," Property is the pouar of Cipe
poaal o¥er the labtor of others. Private property has developed so
divererly under capltallsm that one's groperty 1s only s sundle of
expectations” in the form of stooks and bonds yet power 1s still the
power of dlsposing, or sharlng in the disgositlien of, the labor of
othkers. - '

. It Ye lmpossible for a Marxiat to discuss property forms,
~or even production rolatlons without knowing the state of production,
Herx attributed such great importance to the multitude of productive
forees acoesalble to man that he practically diccounted the forms: of
property ownership, Ik and of itsel?f, thet is to gny, wlthcut a high -
atags of indueirisl dovelopment, o ohenge frim nrivnts o commmngl '
ovnership would be barren of historie significunce. "Lacking sany
materlial bisls and resting ona purely theoretic foundation; it would L
be 2 meres freak and would end in nothing mere than n monastic ecohomy.®*(ll) -

- . 8o Anslatent was Marx in siressing that vhe mode of produse
¥ion was cruelal. not the form of property, that he apoks of "commubs
rivate praparty? vhen he described anclent shete ommership, for 1t was
‘only as a community that the cltizens hold power’ over thelir laboring
alaves and on this acocount alons, thererore, thay arce bound to. the Yorm
of communal ownership.” {12) Tlis communul ownerahip in and of 1tgelf
does not denote a new, non-private npoperty epoch.® It la only when
collsotiviat proparty arises under highly developsd industrial condi-
tione that it can denote the new collactivigt epvch where soclety will
not bea gsounterpnaed to the indilvidual and the totality of tho instrumenss
- of production will be gontrolled by all and be mads "eubject to wmach
individual,"(13) : : o -

(10) Berle and Means: Modern Qorvoratign Frivets Property

(11) Ihe Gorman Ideology, p. 18, footnote (i) Ibid, p. S
(13) Ibid, p. 67

® This will be dealt with in greater detall in asection
"Iz Ruesian Society part of Colleotivist Epoch®.
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For Marx the abolition of private property was not an end
in iteslf but a masne toward the abolition of the allenated mods of
1labor. He 814 aot separafie ore from the other. He never Hired of
streycing that what wae of primery iuportance was not. the Torm ol
propsriy but the rode of prodmoticn; evsry mode of producilon oreates’
a o. sresponding form of property. "But to see mystery in the origin
oF piGparEy] that 15 10 saF, o Svanasorm She wolationg of srodustisn
intc a zystery--is that not," asked Marx of Proudhon, *to renouncy all
nwetanaiona to economis seclence?.........In each historic apoch properiy
is differently developsd and in.a serios of soviul reinviond ensarviy -
different. Thus to dsfine bourgeols property is nothing other than
tc axplain all the soslal relationa of bourgeols producticn.?(14)
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B, ROLE OF LABOR IN A WORKERS BTATR
| T. Jue Pariy and the Trade Unions

October ralesd the gquestion of workers' rule from an abstrnot
plane to ocongrete raality. Ooctober was the fivat historlcal instonoe
whon the workers not only gained power but held it. In retaining
power the Russian workere furnlshed the greatest living laboratory of
the working mechanism of a nroleatarian state, The workers had schievet
the reolution in a country whici: was the weszkeat 1ink in the c¢haln of
inveriiulivngh Gsplinliism, The conqueet of power was rollowed by a
protracted oivil war and internationsel counter~revolutilon which lef$
them & yuined industry. How oould the transitlonal state achlave the
long-range aim of 8stabllshing » ciassléess gotiety? wWhnt eorrest would
the international capitslliat encirclement exert over the esonomy? How
$o rebulld that econony? ‘

. The Rugsian trade unicns were young owrgnnizations. They
held thelr first nation-wide congrese after the revoluticn. They
had vellantly participated in the revolution and felt confident of
thelr role in the vorkers sta%e they helpsd %o setablish., The reso~
lution peegzed at their firast congress held in 1918 thus defined their
‘tagke: “to participate most eusrgetically in all- the administrative
departmente of produciion, 6rzenize labor boards of control, registra-
- tion and dlstribution of labor, the cxchenge of labor hetween thas
" village and the city: to fight against sabotage ané estahlish complete
lsbor cooperation and discipline.? (15) o S

: Tha R.0.P. welcomed the partioipation of the itrade unions
in the management of the accnom¥ wlthout whiuh thay could not havs =
survived, and in thelr program (1919) atreseed the fact that the

- participation of the trade unions "1s at the some time the ohief msang
of "etruggle agolnst the hureauerailgaiion of the economic apparatus cf
Boviet poWer .and oreatss the possibllity for . the res) peoplea’ control
over the reeults of production.” (18) . . L

.- 7' HNeverthiczs immedlately after the cespaiion of the olvil war
the R.C.2. wag ehuken by a violent dispute ovsr the role of the trade
unions ia a workers stafe. Proolsely how should the workers participats -
in the management of the aconomy was the basis for ihs sontro¥ersy.
Trotsky-sald: statify the trade unicne. 'Shlyapnikov demanded: Surn
the management of tha cn*{re economy to the trade unlcns. Lenin's
solutlon was: let the %Yraie unions continue %o defend the interests of
the workers witlle @rawlng the workers "tc a man® inte the mensgsmeut:
of the éacnomy, ‘but turn the unions into ®achools of communism.” Thaee
lesders --Lenin, Shlyapnikow and Troteky (later Jolined by Bukharin)ee
were the ohlef dlsputants in the 1920-1 trade unlon controverasy.

] The coneept of the historical development of lsbor kad found
a testing ground, ght'trade union disapute has hoth hictoris andé
immediate importance because o comprshensdon of the contesting viawe
points 1s.indispensable to 2 correct revolutionary orientation toward
the aixth ¢f the world whosee gilngulsr form of combined devalpooment. haa

wrought such‘éonruagpnL{g”thé]ﬁevolutionary movemensg. .

o
!

(18) Hesolutlons of the Congressds snd Conferences of R.0.P. (Ir Russlan) L
This 18 a compilatlion of all the resolutions from the very fizst -

_congress in 1898. =




II. Lendin, Xroteky, end Shlyspnikow

The trnde unlon 2ismite related, in part, to the funotion-
Ang of the Jagiran —- the mergsr of the Centrsl Commlitees of the
Fnilway and Water Trangnort Worksrs Unlon =— which wns established An
order to facllitete ths rastoration of rallroed transportntion. GCome-
rede Troteky vas charged with the resnoneibllity of putting the come
rietely ruined reilrcrd pysTem inuc erlicient cperating crior. Extrg-
ordinary measurss wers sdopted to execute the plan. The reaasder will
recail” that for Lhe year LFEZ She Statiatian) Abntract of the U.B.S8.R.
rovealaed the disintegration of the entlrc economy with the axoception
of cluetriclty apd rallroade; The rallroads, An partleoular, showsd
phonomenal growth, fron 69 thousand kmis. in 191% %o 71 thousand in
1922, This was made possidle through the effictent work of the Ceotaraa.
However, the Communist fraction of the ¥ater ¥orkers Unlon socused the
Cectran of handling the Job burcsteraticnlly and of unnecessarily dis-
ragarding normal demoeratlie metiods of tr~de union vork. The disputs
dgv:lobad intc one regardirg the role of the trade uniong ln a workers
28818,

1. Zrotskyla rogltion

‘ Troteky contended that the trade unions ha? a very limlted
part to viay In a workers siate ~ put up Ats candldates feor eocnomic
roate and %o earry on productlon propag:=néa. *No rurther perspsctives
are opont to it," read the rirst draft of Troteky'e thesle.(17)

L In elgborating his point cf vlew bafore the .plenum of the
‘Cectran held Degembar 7, 1920, Trotsky swxpleined! FWe have entaved oo
" new epoch....Tharefore we suy to the working masses: test us tnt
aselmilate new driteria. Previously you had need’of leaders who conld
be good defenders of your Antereste during times of etrikes.. Now you -
have need of propagsndists, bullders, orgenizers, 1.e, they should . .
valse the produstivity of ilsbor.* (18) - . R ]

~ Thase ideas he repeated in ils thesls.as it wWas finally
worked out: "The ¢ask of sn organization of labor in a yorkers etote -
can have only a production basis and alm...By thomeelves the mstkods o

' demooracy within the trade unlona, without changing the situation’

. and the role of the t;ag%_gn;ggg_in_g_xgg%g;g_a&gﬁg do not resolve the
question and do not point the way out of the crigif...Our platform is
one of productlon contrasied to one of jggQg_gn%Qg&gnl. Workera Qdemgo~
racy knowe no fetishima, I% Znows only revolutionary expsdiency.(18)

and, revolutiotnry expedlency, Trotaky concluded, demanded the statiri-
ecatlon of the $rade unlons, _ : _

(17) The Zrade Unlons and their Future Role, iroluded in ihe buok,
D " Ponty . ZTrade ona, published Tor the 10th party Congress,

-and edited by Zinoviev. This book inoludes all conflioting posiw=
tlone in the trade union dispute.

(18} Inmigd. B c

(20) Thig speech, along with the twe other of his muln spseches on the
trade unicn dlspute are inoluded lnfgg;gg§g§_§g£§§ of Lenin, Yel., IX
vwhere the English readers can rind them, an 1 therefore make
no furthex references to them, Vhere quotations are taken fiom

other gources I will menticn thenm,
Trad s 1ncluded in some book editgd

¥ Zinoviev as mentloned rai&oualy. Aigo included as Appendix No.
10 to the mm!auﬂ'zn&ﬁ&am. In Russalan S :

(19)




2, Lenin's xeply

Lenin violently attacked Trotsky's thesls. First of all,
there was no polnt in speaking of a workers state ar an abstractlon;

" An the partioular workera gtate, tha Soviet Uniom, they had "the
reality of the transition,” The dlotatorshlp was not acmething alatlc,
somposed of constant and inflexibl: rules, There are conetant raocin-
rocal influences and adjustments batween the maceeg and ths siufe,
between the trade unlons ard the masees. It was necessary to examine
the Lrads unlone in 2 workers atete ¥frow the polnt of view of the
transition from capitslism to eoclalism®, "It is iapossible to offsolt
the dictatorship,” Lenin told the Communist rrzction of the Eighth
8oviet Congross 120), *wAthout having a number of ‘trenemiscion helis'
from tha vanguard %o ths massss of the advanced class, and froin the
tatter to the massws of ths tollors....ths Farty, so %o apeek, absorbs
into 1tself the venguard of the prolsteriat and the vanguerd effects the
dietatorship of the proletariat. Without s foundation like the trads
unions the dictatorship cannot be effected...Thue wo get es it were
a syatem of cogwhsels. And such 1s the mechenism of the very foundation
of the dictatorshinc of the proletariet, ¢f the very ecsence ol the

transition from oapit:lism to communisz,”

- Fiad Troteky locked at the Yreality of the Sransition', Lenin
ineisted, &nd had not been "carried avry by intrllectual tulk or ab~
stract argumente®, he would have been that the Zoviet Unlon was not a
"pure? workers state, but & atste in which, flrs%, the poassniry pre-
dominated, and, furtharmore, 1% wus burcaucraticslly distorted, "Our

_present state La such that the entirely organizsd proleterint must
protect Ateolf and we muet utllize ths workers organlzatlons for the
purpoge of proteciing the workers from thels own ataleo and in ordex’
thet the workers may protect our state.” : L

- o if the workers were to be the rulers-in thelr own state
shedir conpelong. variisination in the amansgemont of the economy end

;uf the state was Juintessentisl. If the workers Were eventually: to
concentrate -in thelr o¥n bnnés the mansgement of the entlre economy——

and that is what the Party program called for--vrolenged, lnrd, .
orgrnizational work had to be garried on, If the trade uniong were ..

to traln the uasses for this gigantle taslk, they cennot he mora Organs

of coerclon: they must be "achools of comwuniam®. If the vangunrd party
18 %o prove ita lgadership in fsct, 1t must be the agltator, the proe
pangandigt, rather than the administrator. "Com. Troteky's fundumentsl
nistake lles precisely in thet he approrched (or, wors correctly, rushed -
at} ghe very cusgiiong he himself raised in his pamphleb-pistform as :

an a8minl toy, whereas he ocould and should have approached thags
quastion gﬁgfﬁﬁfig;z a8 A oropagendigt,* | R ‘

_ Froductlon problems cannot Le solved for the workers by
administrators bub must be adminietored the workers themaslvege
© 4f the tranaitional state wse $o be Gransitional to soclaliam ond
not to a "return backwards®. I% was lmpermlssible for Marxlsts eclec~
tically to aeparate economios from pollitles and counterpose produstion
to demooracy. 'Trotsky and Bukharin make 1% appear that they are con-
erned about inoressing production whereaze.'a are only concernad about.
formal demooraey. This presentation is wrong becsuse the gniy wsy the
matter atands (and 1t is the only way the matter gan stend from the
Marxist point of view) 1s that without arproper politioal approach thoe
given class ornnot malnt;in ite rule and conspguontly  cannot colve LR




Lanin indefatiggably reminded hig comrades that "swery
politioal superairusture in general (which is Anewitable until olasses
have been abiclighed until a classlees soolety has been oreated) in
the last snalysls is determined by the production relstions prevalling
in the given soclety.” And produotion relations should be the orunial
congcern both of the party and the trade unions, The irada unione must
not merely diacipline the workers but defend their intersatas, The
party musi noi administer for the worker but urge ahd train them to
administer, Unless the workers were “to & man" to mensge the economy
and direct the state, sooclallem would remain Yonly a wish, ¥

3. Shiyannikov's voelition

80 far as Bhlyapnikov wee conecerned, nelther Troteky‘'s nor
Lenin's pcsitlion lighted the path %o the ruture society, Tv try to
Choose betwaen them wap like trying to Gistinguish between Twasdledum
and Tweedleder. The resl vosd of the dernening of the revolution was
not through gtatlfying the trade unions, nor wse it by turning the
trade unions into *schools of communismﬁ. Rather the unety itsels
needed to be proletarianized, . In the resolution of the Workers Oppogl-
tion (Bhlyapnikov'e facticn) was included the demand: #Every year ssch
zember of the party muast do thres sonths of manusl labori®{71) Pather
Eﬁan gt:t%rylng the trade unions, a correct slogsn would be: - "Unionise
the state®, . _

The only sorrect road for the proletarian state to tuke was.
to turn over the entirs mansgement of the wconomy to the producers
themeelver. His theels reed: "The orgsnizetion of the management of
the naticnrl edonomy is ths fun&ticn'cgﬂthe All-Buseizn Cungress 'of

Produsers organlzed in industrial unions which aleois bodies to manage
. the whole of the national economy of the republic.?® o o

4, Lenin, the pealist

. .Lenin bhit out agsinst Shlyapnikov!s unrealistis, anarohigtic
aprroach to the problems that confronted ths young worker state. It
1s true, he contsnded, that i1t was wrong of Trotsky %o make an abstrac-
tion of the workers atate, But 1t was even more wrong for Shylapnikov

to abstract the workers state, treat the problem of the Sovia% Union as

those of a olassleas society. The proletarlat state was a new soclety,

dub.a new.socisty that imsued from thw womb of capltalism. Ths Sotlet -

Union consisted not of producers in general, but of workers and roasants.
It had to menage the cccnomy not only of indusimy but of mgriculture ang
one single economlc unit and thus £ight agninst oapltelist survivals.

. & task more dirfloult than the overthrow of the bourgsoisls. was tha
establishment of a new mode of producticn "becsuse in the last apslysle |
the new and higher mode of social production, the gubetitution of isrge-
serie Soclalist production for oapitalist and petty-bourgecls produstion
asn alone serve as the despest source of stysngth for viotory over the

" bourzeocisie and the sole gusrantee of the durability and peraansnce of
this victory." Only the new mode of production will bring about a new
node of labor and thus the abolition of the dlvision between manual
and mental labor.. Ofp then-~but that wes a taek not for.i day tut
prolonged over many years-=will 1t be permissible to spesk of produgera
in general for than we will have a olassless soolety. At the prasent
time 1t was anarchisiilo-~and thus did net asclve the problem of laber
in a workers ntgtel but broughi further chaca $o it--to speak of"a con-
gress of producera” managing ths economy. Frolonged work in training the
maseas, and neceasary, amd in this trvailning the trade unloiia.should ast
ns “mohools of communism®, before Lne maeses could actually ooncentrate
*in their handa thie management of the whols national ‘economy.”

tion, inol. in book edited by Zinocviev,
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A realistic approsch to the problem would show thai the
working mechanism of the existing proletsrian state was complioated
by the fact that the proletarlat took power An & backward lndustrial
state in which the peasant masses prepondarated over the prolebarizn
nueleus that he?d fuvrther heen declmated by revolution snd prolracted
clvil wer, Industricl productlon wes duvwn to one-saventh of 1918,
and only one-half of the workers osmoloyel! them wers employed in 1920,
¥any of the Red Army men were returning tu the oountry. Danobllization
af the srmy even hed brought about some banditiaw., It war nsceesary,
fipet of 11, te hove en Zcnnomy and frecreste! tha nrolataplai. It
-wme necesesrTy, ceconély, to train the proletariat in the management of
vhie economy sud in the direction or the state., PRuthleaely Lenin opposd
the syndloalist deviation of Shylapnilkov who would trenafer the manego-
=ent of branches of indusiry intc the hands of tha masses & Non-Farty
workers. It wes true that the dictstorehip could not be effscted with-
sut = foundation like tha trazde unlons, which were *irsnszlssion bDelts"
from the wvanguard of the proleteriat to tbe wilde masses. But tho motive
pover of thoge transmigsion beltls ia the vonguard party ltself.

—— iy v o

IV, Zhe Trade g N

Lenin's point of view won the day st the 10th Congresa of the
R.C.F. A corrsct aporoach to the maases, sg.exemplirled in the trmde
union resoluticn which stressed drawlng the .masses into managing the
economy could not, ho¥ever, solve the primary problem of "having' an
‘eoonony. Few of the entorprises were operating. HKow the anemy.wes
not & band of Whlte Guards assieved by the international bourgeoisie -
"The enemy,” wrote Lenin with his ususl rranknese and pergoloacity,
715 every-day sconomicr irn a supll peascant country with a ruinud large-
coale Lndustry.® The young workers statc sould not 11f% igaels out
by ite own bostetraps, pertioularly a= 1% didn't have any boot=, A
petreat was necespary. The NEP was adopted. : :

. Tmnedistoly following the aduption of the NEP, ths 1lith,
confernshce of the R.C.P. adopted a resolutlon which darined;thg,taak-
of the Party in relation to the trade unions aa vequiring ¥a more. |
decisive draving in of the trade unlons and through them of the misszes.
to the renolving of tha problema of orgunlzetion and managesent in -
production.” Troteky ohjectad to this postulate and repeated his ob-
jection to the songrean following the conferencs., Hia posliflon was
that the traneltion to & market econcay fexoludss the poesibllity of
pregtionl peartieipation of the trade unions in the management of the
enterprisea.” (22) %The new tirade union resolution stated openly that
granbing of vapitaliet consessions and concentration of power in

hands of the raodory management sxecluded interference by tha trade
unions. Bat 1%t sleco strassed that *it would he completely incorrect
‘tg interpret this undisputed truth as a denlsl of participation of the
trade unicns in the soclallst orgasiization of induetry and in the
managamsnt of the economy." (23) - .

i22) mum.igx.lm_@.enm R.C.P., p. 268, Ruesian
23] It 1g slgnificant of the slandercua attitnde of the Scclal=Revo-
state, that the right SR, Nanya Gordon, in her

lutioniate toc the ¥Workers

book, -Wﬂmm. not only leaves out the above
clause whap she deesls with that resolution, but tries to give the lmpres-
sion that the workers state forbad strikes. If it did, it sureiy falled
to ‘enforce it as in that yeayr There wore between 30 to 40 strikes a month
in Moscow alone, Katurally, the party thought that the %rade unlons oughs
to funotion so well that workers' grievances are aoted upon as thay arise,
and rot lat the dSgsatisfaction grow and cause & walk-cut. But no% only
were strikes neraitted dut Loroveky at that very za=e oongreas spoke egalr

’
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The trade union resolution at ths 11tk congress was adopted
unanimouely. However, Trotaky was curiously motivated in voting fop
1t. *Daily mancuvering®, he explained, "ia absolutely incompatible
not only with the leadership but with prastical control of the trade
unions over tha prastieal dnlly work of the economic organa."{24)

Ageln Trotelty's positlon war that of an adminiastrator.® His
erroneoue congeption 1920: "Paralleliem of economle orgsns is intoler-—
able 1s llkewiee ovident in hla 1821 position: YNarket maneuvering is
incompatible with practlicel conkrol of the trade unions.” Lenin waas
right in poth Anstances for only cne reasont to him the role of labor
wan clear, Thore was "only one road--chsngee from below; we wanted
the workers themselves to draw up, from beiow, the new principles of
economic oonditione, *(2E) ‘

Tomgky, who wag the officianl reported on the trade union
resolutlon at that congrese, ansvered Troiaky sharply: "Trotaky scys
that on the basls of the market we shouid throw out the woirker fron
mansgesent, FPleass, what kind of businesa-like polemic £z this? If
we approach the trade unlons with such a measure and with such an
interpretation, then this wlll get ue nowhare, narticularly it is
good for nothing in the gphere of trade unlon vwork vhewe the many
milllioned non~-party masses bring thelr full presaure to hear upon the
Frade uniqps and the Communists in the trade unions.® (26) -

Lenin,+ho "had made no fetish of the workers, state, watched
like a havk the further development of the NEP. He knew well. that .
the dictatorshlp of the proletariat ¥Was a Sransitions) state whiak . .
could bs transitlonal "eilther %o sosialism or to a refurn backward to.
eapitallam," depanding uvon the ldstoric initiative of the macsea and
the international situation. - T S

*

(23} Cont'd . o : - . L
aome Communita who had not welked out with the workers when thay ctxuok, .
How'lg 1% poaelble, ke moked, for Communists to lead workérs when they
reruin at thelr hencheg at a time when the workeras strike? And Tomaky
geverely rabuked ascme for thelr "ghinovnik sttltudewhen they prepoced that

etrikes be allowed in privete plants, but not in state enterprises,

(24}  Bame as note o2,
® Lenin's characterizztion of Trotsky as an administrator apneared

in his ¥il: =5 o oltielsm of Troteky for baving "a disposivion ko be
fur too nuch attracted by the purely administrative side of affairs.”

{26) Lenint BSelected Works, Vol. VIII, p. 277




Hone of the Bolshevlk lendera thonght they could hold out
long in lgolated bnckword Rusela without the ald of the Furopsan revo-
lution., In explaining ths policy of the NEP o tha Third Congress
of the G.I.n Lenln atressed thalr depsndence oin tha internatlonarl re=-
volution, We suite onenly admit, we de not conceal the fact thag
eonceeslons In the syeten of stnte cavitallism mean paylng tribute
to oapitallem, But we gpin Llime and gelning time means gaining every-
thing. nartioulerly in %Tus spoch of equilibrium, when our Foreign
comrades ars prepering thoroughly for theilr rovolution.®

The revoluticn was succesaful in no other countey and she
Ruselan proletnriat wnz left laclated in a backward Andustrial country
Lenin know well thnt the very hackwardnesa vhick hnd thrust them for=
ward would now come to plaxue them, for they were a link in the ohain
of world economy ané could not rnniat the pressure of thsat sdvanoed
econony. They had to examinhe, sousrely, he warned the lasl congress
at. whioh he apreared, “the Ruesian snd ilntsruationsl market to whioh
we are subordinated, with witlch we are conneotod snd from whioch we
cannot esospe.® ' ‘ o .

Lonin further stresszed the fact that a bourgeoisz like

Ugtryalov had announced ble support of the Soviet government "becsuso

1%t hed taken the road thet will lsad it to tho ordliary dourgdols piate,®
The class enemy, stated Lonin, was gpeasking “the simple olaes truth and
is polnting to ﬁhsldangar that is confronting us. The enemy 1s striving
. to make this inevitable,..,Thla is the rsal and maln denger.® The only
‘vay to avold making the return backwards insvitsble 1s to face Bquavrely:
tie dangera; To realize thot the Jommunists wers nat lsading, but were
belng led. The- stats machine muet be made So travel in the dlrection

- the Communists will guilds.

LI B S R )

‘ With the death of Lenin the state had lost ite moet aocurate
" guiding hand.. The economy was permitted to develop ¥gvontaneously” and
the workere were assured that they sould reach soelelismz "at enaills .
naso." Trotaky warned prophetically thet an unbridléd development of the
NEP would 1lszd to the Soviet lUnlon's amcquiring capitalism "on ths inatalle -
-ment plan’. He pointed, -further, %o the strength of the kuleks and - -
denmianded that the workera state boglin to plan productiocn on’a natlion-
wide scsle. - To which 8talin replied cynleelly: ®I% ien't a plan the . -
peasantz nesd but g good ratn for hia crops.t . : : " N

. The soclai legisletion of the workers was left intact, hut
the rige 1n wages lagged hehind tho rise in profits of private Induatry
vhich had grown so fast that by 1928 20% of the rroletariat wau employc&
in oriyvate enfarprises, inocluding foreign concesslons. The worker had
his & hour day and %wo weeks vacaticn with vay; his wages and conditicons
ot work were protected by colleciive sgreemonts exeocuted by his frade
uniong. He had regzined the 1913 standard of living andé therse L€ atopped,

while profita an ghead, .

Msanwhlle the kulsk who had grown eo fat that, slthough he
constituted but CF of the peaaant populatior, had concentrated in his
hai:dz 60% of the grain destined for asla., Stalin st1ll continued
blithely on; as late ae 1927 he 8illl spoke againat planned production,
gtating that the attempt to bulld Dleprestrey- Hydroelsotric Sfiation wus
tantamous to 2 muzhik buying a gremophone lnstesd of a oow. .. The mushik




bought neither, out the kulak homrded his grain and refused fRatly 16

turn it ovar to the stata, Xt waa then that a plan wase hastlly glnhorntqdi

in. an gitempt to ermse all past mlshikea by such dlzzy ratos of spesd
gs completely to dlsregard the chief productive forge! the proletariat,
who had in the meantime lost 1ts bes%t defenders whon the Left Oppoelflon
wee expelled from the party and the trade unions, imprisoned, and exiled,

The nbolition of thu NEF &nd ths inaugurativn of the Flve
Year Plan consolidated the entire social oapital in the hands of ths
atete but 414 nothing to draw the workers into the mannzement elther of
the economy or the atate. Nevertheless the workera atill falt that now -
thet privehe capitalism was avoliehed,. the stnte of the Golober ReWoiti-
tion wse hls and he vme insvired to excaed £ll eatablished normg, The *
Workera Conflict Commiseion was still funciloning and ihe Counoil of
Labor and Deofense emphasized that reaponsidility for fulrllling the
financial program rested exclusively with the management, The workers
had been given ths 7 hour dey on the sve of the ezpulsion of the Loft
Opporition and the social legislation won through the revolution had
been left intaoot. Henoe the proletariat Aid not aprreclate the olalnm
of the Left Oprosition that with the latter's expulslon the proletariat
had lost 1te best revolutionary representatives. The vorkere ware firat
beset by doubts when thelr aconcemic conditions did not improvae, but grew’
vorse, deepite the inauguration of planned aconomy. ‘They saw that the -
state was the oswner of the meana of production, but they were mo% its -

mANAgeT8. - ) ) ) .
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